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ABSTRACT

This study proposes a mediating mechanism of psychological safety to link the relationship between
identity threat and prosocial behavior in the organization, and further to test the moderating role of problem-
solving rumination in this mediating process. A two-wave data collection method was used and 312 full-
time workers were recruited. The results showed that identity threat reduced the individuals’ psychological
safety, which in turn hindered their pro-peer behavior or pro-organization behavior. Employees with higher
identity threat experience would be difficult to express their self-concept freely, which further reflected on
the behavioral representations. In addition, this study also found that problem-solving rumination mitigated
the negative effects of identity threat, since the re-appraisal of past personal experience and the development
of problem-solving tactics can help employees to cope with identity threat effectively. Finally, based on the

above research results, this study provides in-depth theoretical and practical discussions.
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A il
T35 Y L AE & SCRE B T B BE B (= AU RY RE B 14 (identity-threatening events )
( Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Douglas, Witt, & Aquino, 2003 ) - FI41[EEE H C TIERE AVE St T
TERIAAIA A FEHE (Bjorkqvist, Osterman, & Hjelt-Back, 1994) - HiiE Se (a5 (% TIFFEOH
BlfE&E EAVARETAR - PREL - BRESFEE(E ABE )] (competence) ~ B (dignity) =0HFABE (self-
worth) FYFIE > AN (FE(EEEE AL ERE (identity threat) HYJESZ (Aquino & Douglas, 2003 ) -
WL PR E B S R AT N 44 b (e.g., Hall, Schmader, Aday, Inness, & Croft, 2018;
Kreiner, Hollensbe, & Sheep, 2006 ) > ¥ T/EFHHZ R FAY4EE (unfavorable outcomes) - EYIR
GT BB T R (Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Trevor & Nyberg, 2008 ) - $4H@EENIIE AL
FEERFEMERIIE(E (Nag, Corley, & Gioia, 2007 ) » DL AR HEBLEHIEE (Steele, 1997; Taylor
& Brown, 1988 ) -
BN P E B AT AR G T 5 e 1 B B M AT AREF SR SRR (e.g., Petriglieri, 2011) Jz
F 5% (e.g., White, Stackhouse, & Argo, 2018) FH4E R o Hf » Petriglieri (2011) & 2220

Petriglieri Ay A S BETRI 4G 1 S0 E IR BV TE FIEAE » Gl R (81 A 4 R Ay W {8 8 R A P B (14K
SEA R AR ) AYRRIE A BASHYEREA - Rl B AR RIS B YR8 B s At 1% - (RS A fer 45
FE R &Rt AR BB S5 » B AHER TIETT RAVER - S A ES i seavEs - Wit
ARWFFETLES Petriglieri HYXHGmERL - — IEAHRE B FERR AVETAL A - R I 90 E B2 E 4
(Aquino & Douglas, 2003 ) FYTAEE » B T #ETTRUE BB PIREAL S - g —20 8t & T At
FRERSEEITRRETAL - FILAEREE B R B SRttt @ My 221t - BECHBERFUE (self-
identity ) AT DAFFEEIEIN - WA R i& @ LIF1T HRBINIKEE - 882 » ATt HEEN LIS EE
EH ST A B — (1 20 B Y Lo B P 484 FH 2 B 4 PR 30 B 2 B A (S A e 4 Lo B 2 2 IR
(psychological safety) (Edmondson, 1999 ) ZKE22F] 1t & 1T 5 (prosocial behaviors ) (Z&fA4li ~ #[
R ~ RS ~ ZFET - #5hiE > 2009) -

BEAN - E RS 3 8 U SR - LAY W) ARG AL B AR ST AR B A TR 1% - it MIReEE
THATREIZ L 38l (Petriglieri, 2011) - JEREAVERGRREUR » (ERSETE B S B B Ay EEHE (B
PIEHE ) - R EEN B I E SRR PR TR H e BRI A (RIS ) - E
BB A2 nTREZ 2 {lE A J& T (personal attributes ) FrZ% (Douglas et al., 2003) - A » A0E[FEAK
B 55 bRt B A BB R - 2 R (RS P DABRRV AR E T = - BEFF S EETE T (e.g., Lazarus
& Folkman, 1984) - {IE#5 AT 4EHIE mIAYER AR EFE L (cognitive process model) A RE(EIMEE
e RS2 A P2 AT %8 (e.g., Cropley, Dijk, & Stanley, 2006; Watkins, 2004) » [RELASHHFE HEsm R
A R RR AR B (Treynor, Gonzalez, & Nolen-Hoeksema, 2003 ) H 5 /& (& B8 f (1 ELA %1
TOTE B IRFE RN - (EHG 7T DU A8 R AR S 8 — TR N R4S BR Ay B S P4k B R e 7 VAR B 8
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B RGEEE RS PR B R B R RURAR o BRI ASHAFST T oR (I RS Y R REL e R 89 v P 2k 4 1
TOTE B OB RNt T R Y & R R R -

&R BRI - AIATEEPUE BB HISORA LU REE R - E5% 0 USRI - (RS AHSEE
BUSI T SREREHIE ST IEE AR (e.g., Aquino & Douglas, 2003) - (RIEEAHTZE4E R AT DL
B B R ST B T A 4 B PR SR P Y B B R R SR BLE 5 /> AT (intervention programs) o £
— > BRATENRE R E RSSO E = - BP0 A RIS E B2 i i (o el L B R A R
ZET455% (employee outcomes) © (AL - ABHFEER A Petriglieri (2011) AYZIRISF AL ERL - £2H
OB R R A Rel U B B A & 1T R A s aS TR At — (S 7B R B e R AR - 55
= EARFITEMN ISR B - [EE ERNBEWE: (boundary condition) FYFEET (Elsbach,
2003) - EEHEIEBEIRGSAEHAEASUER EAV AT - ATITIEE SN B - iRER M EAE % (Cropley,
Michalianou, Pravettoni, & Millward, 2012 ) » —fE [ EFAE VS FIEEES - FilEREER
TR TR - B H AT Ry 1L - RS S AR A E I - BRET B AR ] SR S B A
AR B BT Ry S FET YRGB BB AW ST IR R i -

SCRRPR Y BEL R et i
RIS PEVR ERIES

FHEETRAKRDECESENBEEET&LE (social identities) FiMHZEZE (e.g., Turner,
1982) - {El N HFEMELHHE (sense of self) MHRAAVEIA » FIAME A FESEES) 5 HETER]
feL B E A AR R L R RS AV AHRA I - BROME R EAE R - dt B Pl e e a RS B TeryEE
BENGHE NI AT S 4R E R EIEEE (Steele, 1988) -« & {HEE MG BB PV E HEM
PR ECESEH E A H RMEb S (PIsE HEEES) B - PRS2 2 B R IVREEEE A aE 2 5]
PR - FERHERS L Er & B el E B (Aquino & Douglas, 2003) -

Petriglieri (2011) FiR{EFEKEVE MBS - HHATEEZY (identity importance ) BA4K g
FIHLE (experience recurrence ) FfEEEZEEE LN - LA 55 S ERSHIRUERGE - sl EE2 M
EfEiE A ) ER B RS S AR - I R BYEE D EEEE A - FlIE SR E
CRENAYIZ ISR SRATHEH] (Bjorkqvist et al., 1994) - R (EAG ¥72 BL B ZARBR =AY I 2 & A E S
HLERDT » RS s m St @aR e EE e - KBEIRMEREE S L E M R B
SR ERSRIT — AR BiE Lo Pk B B E 5 EH TRAVARER - WL (SEA5-(th AP S0 58 ) = Ay 2 ek
BrKAE - J7 o BRSNS RS B AR SR e B S MBS B IR M - (EHS BT
HIREE B 2 sy -

{ERSCE A Y N ARG h AF - B AT R B B VIR AR B E) - Rt BGAH
el SR E %% e B 22550 (Elsbach, 1999) - H Z{E AL ERERL (validation) HYEZAE (Fine,
1996) - E{ERGAE RIS H 8 S A & m TAEE - T & i m BLE Y B 2T 45 (Aquino &
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Douglas, 2003) - fF3& > i L0 B 5 POAR R A & (5 B R R AR A RS T 3R - NIEET
4a{E BSRe E B M B A B P R M Y RN - 75 FT FI AR BA Ry ol 580 B & I IR 7 AR Y A5 2
(Petriglieri, 2011) - EMFFEHI - B TAVE T GERE (FROGFEMAYTIETR)  (Aquino &
Douglas, 2003 ) ~ RrEHVAHERER (GIASLEE A =22/ ) (Elsbach, 2003) - EEGHHIAKL
B (PIaERE ~ 752 EEZIRENS )  (Major & O’Brien, 2005) K T/E{EHBLEE GT (FIA05MHE
ESSEIAY T{EA% )  (Pratt, Rockmann, & Kaufmann, 2006) & 1] 5 [ 5% (& #e A0 E B &8 > mT 2K
eag Bl 2 Sk -

SRAVAGER - PEE I 4EBR AR B T AE & S T & R B FAY EBEFS (Aquino & Douglas, 2003;
Petriglieri, 2011) -~ & {HAGSHEIME & R EMFFAEENEME AN EE - eI > SRS 17 E
NREMES LB E N\ GUEARAH SR B - LI ACENALRE T8 € R% (Elsbach & Kramer,
1996; Ethier & Deaux, 1994; Major & O’Brien, 2005 ) -

SER B NEZE R

ODERZ RS T ERS R SRR B FE A B AR > N AR B IREIS - st
R E MR T . (Kahn, 1990: 708) - & (RS EINRERE - Hrd5RIRE - £2 H R
FORIEIEERE L RUE R (ERS S A YN FTRE R FERY (S & (Carmeli & Gittell, 2009) - #0505
BE SRR MG Z A TR T (B8 B2 B (AR FE Y L B % 22 L (Frazier, Fainshmidt, Klinger,
Pezeshkan, & Vracheva, 2017) - BUR(ERGE T AR B AV SR & s B HL O 22 2 AV AL -
MBI 2 R =0 2 B (B RS R A2 PRI e DA 22 R TT A RS s T 8) - 20 = A
HHNFRER RN TIETR - BATEMEBRGE S AR TS B RSN gHAEE » Hibo
B BT Ry e (B B NP K %2 (interpersonal risk taking ) FYZ7 & PEHIEEEF(S (Edmondson,
1999) -

{8 Petriglieri (2011) AYEHRG: » & (ERS 5 M0 4R P Aek e EL 1R S A1 2 1 S (Aol 2y v R B 2
FREEE AR SRR T EANY - PERHERS RN RIRE B - N BRI OB R E RS R Z B B iR
77~ B R B E 2 PV E SRR - BT IE S RHE RS A = Y EE ) 2k R38 B FeE & (Aquino
& Douglas, 2003; Douglas et al., 2003 ) » EH 5 S & #E 1T I ARG Ak DA E BREU(] e K2 e DARR (Rl 27
FRA 2RI S « AWFTHe OB 2 2 RE Ry (BRE IR R A 2 EAS AR » R Ry 2k B SMEERER Y 3L E B
B o R RS B BRI SR E R S RENZEES T L4 - MG RFERE - gkt
RERE AT RR - Wit - BEEIMEA [ SR A E R ERS - BN E=EMEE T (B
Y BB AE) BNEER (GEREFREESIIAD) 19228 - i o] gt R8RS AR TIEER
REAGEMAER - FIERS AN H O A A ETHERE R B Ok DB EENE
5E o MR B SHUEL (Butzer & Kuiper, 2006) » 3z FIEELIME TR B P EHENREEHTL -
WL R AT Rk A5 R A O B 22 2

H Ri#E S A BB U BHEEE 2 B 0 22 2 TR R (7 > (B LR AE R AT o] R AR e B S
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RS o 140 > Butzer B Kuiper (2006) #%HTALE & [m SHRHIMEES - MITEH B CRRIREERY
FEFVEL (sense of mastery ) BRFZERIRGEYE - ¥ H CAVTEN ARG = S0 - BEIVEEER > £
SR ARG W BRI - B BRI R TR A L 2 A BN ARG o Mg
EEARE M AAE S - MRS HRAER > fIOEREEEFRES CHE
ERER > DR EZEENEREHE - FE LR - AU ERE RS E B HIEES - R EELG
BE—EEE IR E CHI S R0 E - EBEGZEHIRRERZRELHBE (Fine, 1996) - HL - A
WS e e i B B 2 2 R 2 R I BRI

MELZERENITZETR

HEP M ETT R IEALIEE FBRBEA ® %K (role requirements ) HYFTE) - G117
B« 535 A{RERE %A EAMT F (Brief & Motowidlo, 1986) » BT ACHETH4H 4k 28 B
(interests and success ) ° {H4% | 4HERTT BN A REIR:E 4554 ( contextual performance ) ( Borman
& Motowidlo, 1993 ) ~ Fl[t++&4H4% 7T 5 (prosocial organizational behavior ) ( Brief & Motowidlo, 1986 )
A RIT Ry (citizenship behavior) (Organ, 1988 ) i - & @ PR 4H& P AL & 17 RAyJEAL -
FHUEEZE TR - ATV GIT /AT LU E A S Y - Fa0E B[R SR 58 AR (Singh,
Winkel, & Selvarajan, 2013) ; 7 a] DUBAHERE AT - GIATREHAHAR TIERAZHTE Es% (McNeely
& Meglino, 1994 ) =sH4%zHE AT (Siemsen, Roth, Balasubramanian, & Anand, 2009 ) - [Rf > A
WHZEMIE SRRV TR TR RS KPR VR & 17 R & 70 Ry N YA [E] St & T Ry B 48 (e 1Y
FIAHAR & 1T R R (EHE e -

AATE E R OER 2 BT USSP Rt & 1T R - % 0 Bt e OB R B TR B
TR T A FAEHE - WIS E Sl S AR =Y EE/K#E (Edmondson, 2004) - 57 Fs4H
@y NEE bR Z 22840y (Edmondson, 1999) - L HA RS AYE) )7 ¥ [F 5 2sH S
A EEORNTT R » BIAIRTLRT SR E B8 - 2% ~ SFENAEIMTE - B sO0BEZ 2R
(AT - AEGRAVEN IR B AR A B TAEsA e (Kahn, 1990) - i EBEAESERE C
HE R - fUABLTE) (Edmondson & Lei, 2014 ) » A/ & 88 A [E S E0H 4H 81+ & 17 K iVZE A < AH
By o MR OHEZ 2RIV TS - Bt T TR T A FAREE - RmiEE A PR E R &
%2~ FHECHTEIEHEE AR & R BEHE - (el EBFRE S C R EESH S
R EE - (E6h = B B A R B EOR AV QB T (RO B 2 B TIF R/ D i
HEI BB E TR -

NS Z » O 2 R A ACREIE RS 7 TAFRYIE R BIIRER - S RS B e TIRRR
PV R RCZIRE - EEEAVEE TR E 2 en - T LUBMA G ERE R ERE - B
FETE) > RIA R = R A][E S BLF 4H 45+ & 77 F (Carmeli, Brueller, & Dutton, 2009; Singh et al.,
2013) - BEEAEROEZ IR - MR EE TN A EIMT HEBEZIIRE (Frazier
etal.,2017) - BUNOERZ 2 RELF & 1T RERYIERE % -
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NELZ 2RI AR

SREATHAYER B BLEm A - 78 RS ERE I LIES » NS TIFER AT R FIERYRE
fiti » PRI A AERR A A B TRV BRI » PRI BRI T{E A A A MT AV - SR iR %
IE U G ER TAF A LB 2 R THERSETY B A PR:E (Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Douglas et
al., 2003) - PRI & 4Rl Lt F it A BOR AR RIS g T R » BRI L R e RUE
JEE B T R AT AR E R Y A B - A AT R IR AR S Y A PRSI L
Bk T /EE Aty MT By (e.g., Hirak, Peng, Carmeli, & Schaubroeck, 2012 ) » S 224 BT
ARSI B G 1T R AT AT REH 885 T /YA . (Nembhard & Edmondson, 2006) © {RIELER < > A
W7e s OB 2 R R 1 B0 R B B A+ T R AR (5 -

it 1 REEEGRELEFNLEZ 2R EMEEEMTETRVESL - 52 > LHE%ZE
BN [ P R E U A T R IR (A

AR AR BIREAE

BEFLWFREIR » ERAERAREE A DUA R B ME A R B EBRE H IR A - 8
(BB e AR T FE MY 4552 (adaptive consequences )  ( Treynor et al., 2003 ) © {541 Treynor et al. (2003 )
FRH S ER 8 (reflection rumination) » FEIB(ERGER HIERHER T =0ET HAVERINS » FIZRIER
] R g 1y — Fil 0 T M 0 4B FE - Watkins (2008 ) HIJEE S ELpE— 48 Es 4 i %9 ( concrete—experiential
rumination ) -+ SREFEARSG AT ~ FEERY ~ AREEHY RAETHY B FaKEpba e - [EA8ACH " Ry, #YR2
1A A TR U7 D R o AR Y SR R B S D B 5 0% - HE T 28 2B TE [ HY 45 2R (Di Schiena, Luminet, &
Philippot, 2011; Kross, Ayduk, & Mischel, 2005 ) = AHF4E B it 57 2558 24 B i A< A 708 e 45 B
S SR [ (A R e L m Y S ) PRI PR R 2 o R R 2 8% (problem-solving
rumination) (Cropley et al., 2012) » &R ARG ETE B A BRI E3E ~ FragBlfise -

FPE] L fR TR S 85 {11 G T 4 R B 4B (upseetting experience ) B B84 AR AV AIAAE - HHAVAE
Bt R AE SR A Y IR A R L R BERYE R 57 (Treynor et al., 2003; Watkins, 2008) - ¥/ 5 i
i S BB RS - TS eI E LI ERF R RS ~ BRAE R S AR A= Y AE R SR - I ZR=R A L AE
R BAYRE (Cropley et al., 2012) - [ » FEEAR S E9 2 FE SR E (8 S8 5aY R B OB REE

( prolonged mental scrutiny ) ( Cropley & Zijlstra, 2011 ) » EH AY{F (RS L0455 & MRS E I &
{#%& (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984) » FATRI1 Ryt H B RIAVERAIR EEE S - 3 > BN LIRS
fE R s HAE > (ERS g SRS B AT LA EEIAV S Es - BB AR TAE LT sEmERHY PR B & -
BEREFIE  (HASRH S E HUsR R EAE v DU T H R MR g 1) (Treynor et al,, 2003) -
15 R B {181 A FH 2 T S B P 0 S 4 B R B Ry e
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KEH DL HEREA - AT T 58 R R R S 8 ] DASR B e B B L B e 2 R R (% o E(ERGET
fEIMEE B RS E RGBT - a5 RSUAVEN IR 4E R R [ 0y B b S B (E A8 E » Rig
PATA R A FE SRS SR R S Bnt @ 8e (Petriglieri, 2011) - ¥ s MERAR BENS - MM
FEEEENEREEFEENRR R ATEREE > fli0 "B EREamasen ? o 3T &
WA RS S B E © ) BB A SRR AR 2 i81E (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984) - {iE#G
] DL IR IR S B4 BT 54 (Roelofs, Muris, Huibers, Peeters, & Arntz, 2006) > &) DUJERE:
BRI B BEf# (Di Schiena, Luminet, Philippot, & Douilliez, 2012) » 411tk FH AR At {FIHY
E R A - P 0 DARS R S YRS S AR A R B R R R RE T - T AR
SRAZT HIERS AR 1 3 20 1 2 S (I Y A /K 38 ST [ BB RE S0E i &C BB T R T 42 -

&r bRt > = R R B R B AREUA PR AN PR B B AR - T DARR Y E B S E TR A 2 B
NEZ BRI 3R I TR E 20 E B2 O 22 2 EUHIR2 2 - 281 » HEEHY - (RRRE S8 T
{EE A= BRI AR E B - FUARR I E B S A RV 455 - R EE LR E L
M RIS - I AT M A S8 °T DA ESE e B B 0 3 22 2 R I RR (% - LLE
BT AT (B R R AR S s i = R A R S B AR A58 -

MRt 2 - Pl RE AR R R 55 & R 5 Bl e R B Lo B 27 2 IR T O R (7 AR v T RE R 5 > (R
AR S R A R SRR

g _Ealaeritesn - PR S S & REa e B B DB e U AR (5 (B 2) - AL -
Wt gEE i — 2t R AR R R B9t SR Bl e B A H O B 2 = R 2 B A G 1T Ry 8eR
(RE& 1) - i {E o S SR AE (R RE A R S i s T RE R S B R 2G5 - 82 > AT gEse
LI A — (8l o AR (/153 (moderated mediating model )~ 401[&] 1 A7

MRt 3 + AR RS 59 & 0] S B R0 E i 18 28 O B 22 2 BRI E T Ry T8 R, - B &
FTREMR AN 5 - (RRTRE AR A S B AR & ek -

SOE B — 2 OEZ R —> MHEETR

|

T RE AR S 5

1 ARWTFeAwE
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Jiih
EZN

AW FeE BRI ABE ARG E 26 E - QL EZ e S E R BHE A B > ARk
FERERTRTT - AWt TR RIFS B AR T3 > BUpe U AR FTsEAy 2ol B N8 34
BB AP ER S (B2 E S EMS L S 2 50 TTi86 ) - St E R MPEERMI G BN A F e
WEILEE T > EE LIRS — - FIERTR > SOHEERNVEESETEERHE — 5
TPEREL > WIS E ST G AT E R NEE R E - At TR R 2 E BN E - s (B
CPERED M edn B4R > TR RIR RIS G RO o MPEEL IR E A — A
Fo 1 {025 mT A RS B e ] g 1T B BT ZE 6 SR (et - RIEERITZE B R & 3 TR Bl R e AR
B S A2 S E S H YRR BLEDR - WAEWTFERR I & el 2 5t & /AP — (8 H S
% o AN WA U ER G RS R R B e QBT - ML SRR S AT FEEK -

A5 — PR R E B LB R~ MRS R RIS - S5 IR B RN
T RBUE N RER - NG —25E - AUt et —(oiiseaiE (cover letter) - FEAIRLIA
WHFE HEYELERE - W ARE(E N BRI AR ARG - FrART SR Z 2 BASHIIRE - % - Ui5tE
1A 2 SRR B AR AR IR I BV S - DI S RIS S 2 e B ESK > KRS
FURUEHIEESR - ATttt 361 3[4 - [EUL 319 1) - RBIESHEREE 312 (7 - FEFTARYZ
HE o 41.3% 2L > 87.5% HIBBTEE RS ESE - SPIgFRfy 35.67 5 (FRAEZE Ry 945 ) RV
SMEE R 9.76 FF (FEEER 8.64 ) -

AETR

ARSI B3 A6+ [RILLIIZE% (i Brislin (1980) FTEESRHI TS + ST T A
CRILErTARRAN) R AH R E - H5e WAL E SRR AT A R A B R
B A  Hof AR EL A Sy A EE(TIE1 (back-translation) « efie » DR #8E—(ir
OO R T - iR A BRI, - T e E I -

SOERIES
AWTFEER ] Aquino B Douglas (2003) HYJLEREEREERBWETE - MEEHWN " AL
SPHY T AAGFHIRA IAE ) & T RRERSEERRNE , - ZHEREEHEEE GERBFRFEHEE

BBy » S FI A F BRI T AR ) ACRITHES » DL S SRR R (1= RY -2
=1~3K3=4~6K 4=T~9K > 5=10xFLLE) -
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NELZ 2R

ISR EIE Edmondson (1999) HYCREEX (team) /(EEZE 4 B ERACH RS (EMS - HHFEE
AEEEEEECE (e.g., Carmeli & Gittell, 2009; Chen, Liao, & Wen, 2014) > DI4H4% (organization )
SRHUAR Edmondson 46 & F (s FHAYEI XA A E) - AR & TAEE (8 AAEARER F HY OB 2R - HEAh -
RIFFEAE TR RARZ MG - 38 T EE OEEEATFIUENRE ) NRREFEHE
i .40 HYgERiEAE (Ford, MacCallum, & Tait, 1986) » [NIEEAHWTZE T LAMER » A& PR A 7SO 204
RGETIREER T » Hp U RS - flE T EEAF A NG Essignis 1,
AN By S [l - B T EE A S HY R B =R B2 A R Y S - E3RAY Cronbach’s a
Ry .66 - AWTFELLE R (Likert-type ) 6 B E KA E (1 = JEEAFEE -6 =IFERE) o8l -
REOHE RS (KEERREET) -

MtZITH

AT ZEAAE A (2009) HFIHEEIT RHER > HEFFFEFHSEREA L E1TR - 7
FEdETHALEEE  WEEEHY " EEERQHEEENTE, - FESEET AL
H - WEEEW " ENEIM I EREE A FRER ) - FIFEEHEAESEETHERFRA 6
HEKEE (1 =JFEARE 6 = ERFEE) » ZHRERBEEEEETES > 28Es > FRF
[FISR A Skt & 1T s - IESh > ABI5E275 Carpenter ~Berry J Houston (2014) AY{RERTFE4ER -
S BRI 2 A E T R A R > NIENER RN E & - BRI AR

g -

R 23

AHWFZERR A Cropley 52 A (2012) Ay AR BB LAN R EE#ES > MEEEN K
FEHCHFELIER R -t TOERBEARAINE , & T IRECEEIELERRE - Bk tECE
TAFFAVREERIE , - AR S BiER - £ | CREER) 25 (EAL) - 2l &t
PR R (R 257N F SRR SRR A TIA

IR

AHFEERIE AN - BEMER] -l ~ BIIRRE ~ ZERE - FEBAES
Ry B e IT s (M & 2 B E RS F & 1T R AYEEL (Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Twenge, Baumeister,
DeWall, Ciarocco, & Bartels, 2007 ) ° F3& » AL E A Cropley 8 A (2012) BYEF » #EHI1EEL
[Z % (affective rumination) J2 AAK[ff (detachment) M % » R Aol sE &2 & TAEE IV L
THE BT {F{T %y (Baranik, Wang, Gong, & Shi, 2017) - (BRI ZEFRA FE - FlEN " EIREIEL
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TR B EEW LENEERE ? | ARNERAELE - flEN T ER—EETE - fRatEr
Rl E CHEETIEIRRR ) - BEECE R AR S5k 5 BB R - 18 1 CRE R 25 (RaL) -
R E BRI AR RN A SRR AGE T -

s e

st

1 2EUAESIEI I - FREE - GRS 2SS (Cronbach’s o) © HFE 11
o> SUER R S R E S AR (r=-33,p<.001) > OIS ESEAESELETE (r=
25,p<.001) RAFIAH&EE{TR (r=.23,p<.001) B EEEE EAHRE - MEMRAR L LEZ 2R (r
=.12,p<.05) ~ FIEEHETR (r=.22,p<.001) KFHSTETR (r=.29,p<.001) & 2HEF
IEAHRE » AOGEtSIEPER (r= 31, p<.001) ~FE& (r=31,p<.001) ~firf (r=237,p<
01) FASHFARMN (r=.19, p <.01) BAFIAAGHH E1T R 2RI EAERE

CFA DHTHER

AAFFELL AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012) i {TEazE MR Z 5T (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA ) -
KGR 2 E R G RR R EERHY3LE % (Bollen, 1990) » B4E i BIE ~ T HIE
272 (root mean square error of approximation, RMSEA ) (Browne & Cudeck, 1993) ~ ER#RM:d s
1 (comparative fit index, CFI) (Hu & Bentler, 1999 ) -~ ¢ {E L 542 (incremental fit index, IFI)

(Bentler, 1983 ) K TL #5%% ( Tucker-Lewis non-normed fit index, TLI) ( Bentler & Bonnett, 1980) -
NS AR5 28009 EE{E (Little, Cunningham, Shahar, & Widaman, 2002) DL K 2174 & A
=151 (Landis, Beal, & Tesluk, 2000) - ASHFZE £ A [E)8E M 55 HE (homogenous strategy )  ( Marsh,
Liidtke, Nagengast, Morin, & von Davier, 2013 ) #{7I8HH@%E (item parcelling) > FZREZEE RS
HYRIEHERE - CFA G55HBUR » (80, N=312)= 15437 (p<.05) - RIFHEBEHELEMN 3 (HE
$51.93) » RMSEA = .06 ~ CFI = .97 ~ IFI = .97 ~ TLI = .96 » AN IR Bz Skl &
A $EHYIERCE (Hughes, Price, & Marrs, 1986) - f % » At se TR EHEAARRE - R PEsdsE=( (5
R - RERE - OEL 2R FIESEETR - FIAASH &7~ R ERBRRAR S ) BLE A
FEFTELEE (R 2) > GRS R | (PR T Ay/df=49.82, p<.001) =2 (=
T Ay'/df=46.07, p<.001) ~ B 3 ( ZRFEIE 2 Ay'/df=T74.31,p<.001) Ffs=t 4 (A
FAE : Ay’/df = 157.83, p < .001) HYERACFEAbEE - BURBREOEE R LAV » RILARRZELL
AR TR E . BRI 1T -

FIRFE B ERE (95) ~ LHZRR (\75) ~ FIESEEETR (82) ~ FHSHETRA

(.83) R MIEMEN S (.85) HYREGIEE (composite reliability ) ErEht .70 HYHIETKAE » BEURVEAE
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100" >4

wxk

¢ HFRF=c THESE=1: 87,

T YRERAEN b B = €  chiE =7 ¢ chlE = | : BIEEE

BN =T S =1 MRS
cFW =T T =1 R
o MVEEREEFT YE (0 s.yoequor) ) H(EJHNE—IEM -

10 >4d_ s >d,

o

(zg) .08 6T ST 0 or- vo- 1€ LLE vo- 61 e LO SL'O €y By DL TN €1
(¢8) .,  ..ST 90’ 0 L0~ 90’ WL 10 90’ ) 20°- $S°0 v6'y L BHERY Tl
(08) anr 8T WETeLTE 10- L pT ST 90 €0’ or 19°0 9¢'¢ B IR 11
99) €€+ L0 61 70 10° €0’ 80™- S0~ 80°- L9°0 €0y NEZZHE 01
re) ,.0T- 9T ¥0- 90’ €0~ 0 €0’ LoT €50 SE'T BT 6
L8) .85~ 80- LT S0° ) LO- ) ¥8°0 8¢€'€ LY 8
(16) 20 LO® S0 €0 10 10 08°0 06'C TR ZNEE L
S¢S P F .98 90’ ¥9'8 9L'6 (H) B9
48 6T ,.9¢ Lor 10°1 S9'1 » BT S
I/ r 80" 89°0 or'e CAEEE Y
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%2 EREEBZ O EER

5= Az e df Ay ldf CFI IFI TLI RMSEA
s 5-factor 154.37 80 97 97 96 .06
ezt 1 4-factor 353.64 84 49.82"" .89 .89 .86 .10
L 2¢ 3-factor 476.89 87 46.07" .84 .84 .80 12
ezt 3¢ 2-factor 823.20 89 74317 .69 70 .64 .16
L 4 1-factor 1,732.63 90 157.83"™ 32 32 20 24

=¥ ¢ CFI = LE#R MR 51 (comparative fit index ) 5 IFI = 34 {E #4512 (incremental fit index ) ; TLI = TL #58{ ( Tucker-Lewis
non-normed fit index ) ; RMSEA = #T{Ll#5 1R 227 (root mean square error of approximation )
S RFEE  BUERE O R - R - FIESE T R R AR SR T R
"4 AT RS ST R RS S T B e it B — ER T -
BREFER  SUEERE L LEZ G A—ERT > MESET T AEAHSHE T A A —ERT -
2 RTER  REEE - DEE R RER AN At AT FIEEL ST BRI e T B A IR

=+ e
T AFEA  prAEEE O R — @R -
“p<.001

TR AT ELAFATR A ST - HAh - AHTFERRA Harman B T5AHERILE 77482 % (common method
variance, CMV ) HY[H5E (Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003 ) - FH4RMEEREMEZC (structural
equation model, SEM ) 455 #8357 BE A YIS R (}*(90) = 1,737.07, p < .001, RMSEA = .24, CFI =
32,1L1= .32, TLI = .20) - BURAWISEZILETEABRAT BEG - /£ B2 ATEE N -

AP MRRIIRE

AIAFEIREE | Ry OB R A M 1l E B BRI g T ARG o K T il s (MBS
T, (indirect effect model ) » AHFZEHEREFE Hayes (2013 ) 5 PROCESS macro ZEI TG TE < BEEEH
fat » £%H PROCESS macro ZeiiiE 1/ PR EA — Lt FAVESS > B EHEER (bootstrapped
confidence intervals ) 7] DU o8 PRI A5 73 Be Ay SR LR RE 0 e - 1 4 B0k e /7 T R TR itk
A RER R B SR 69 (55T (MacKinnon, Lockwood, & Williams, 2004 ) - K[ » ASHF5% 2L PROCESS
macro HYIET 4 AARE a1 YRR/ (3R 3) » [FE ERBEUEIFEER (RE4) -

TERIE A G AT R 7 > 208 B B0 B 22 2 Rk & BEZ R (B =-.37, ¢ =-5.16,p <
001) - OEEE R VA [E A G 1T R 2 IEFRBEREE (B = .24, 1=5.00,p <.001) - FH¥E &
FE A L O B 2 4 RO s B [F] St T R YRR R Y (IR & = -.09, SE = .03) >
PR &5 SR BTR 10,000 {EFHEEAHY 95% {Fi7= — E IEEHE&[E (95% bias—corrected confidence
intervals) “NELE 0 (-.16, -.04) - [EERHY - FEFIAHER L & 1T R > L ERBE L OHEZ 2 EEN
BIERE (p=-.37,1=-5.16,p <.001) - L2 REFIAHER &7 52 RSP (p=.30,1=
4.82,p<.001) - {53 » RWEBELHOEL 2R EFNEST ST RIS EEER (R
AR = -.13, SE = .05) - HRELENVEERETR 10,000 {EIHAEAR 95% fRE—EBEEEER O E
0 (-24,-06) - BEESME > Fewl A ESEEET RS ETR - BEURHEENCREEEN
Rt fEREs 1 AR SF -
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c NN =Y BB =€ hiB =T chPE =1 HEEE,
BN =T B =1 MYKMEEY
cFr=r hHHE=1 [HH. H

vr0’ 0T 90° [l vT6 01°0 0’ 10° L8 €l S0’ L0~ P F
38 €¢l- 90° 80" 661" L9°0- ) €0 910’ 1€c 90’ €= HTNEE
€61 0¢'l 10° 10° 960° L9'1 10° 10 656’ 80°0- 10° 10- g
1419 $9°0 S0° €0 433 170 70’ 80" 9%0° 00T SO’ 60’ TV R
Sg9’ L¥0 90° €0 o1 LEO SO 20 1eg 120 90’ 10°- . AIEE
€9¢° 160 60° 60° 438 1$1 LO° I €T 0TI~ 60° 01"~ o MOV MESHE
901 91 10° 10° 9€T” as 10° 10- 9sL’ 1€0 10 €0’ 2 £
1Ly Lo 80’ 90° 869" 8€°0- 90° 20~ orL €€°0- 80" €0°- o I
100" > 484 90’ o€’ 100" > 00°S SO° YT LR
€90 L8'1 80’ 98 €00’ v0'€ 90’ 61" 100" > 91°¢- L0 LE- e
100" > oLY 9¢’ €97 100 > L9'8 ad €8°¢ 100 > 1811 34 s ErEE
d 7 as g d 7 as q d 1 as q Elrgg L
LB - i LB HERN A0

WM AR ¢



FEE 115

T4 BRI (bootstrap ) J3HT4SIR

95% (ZHEEH
B PR IS SE TR R
ELE R — O 224 | —F[E] 2517 B Psentity threat-Psychological safetyEffect -09™" 03 -.16 -.04
REEE— ORI TR 13" 05 -24 -.06
il © N=312 - AR 10,000 -
p<.001

BTN P T BREVIRTE

1BLEs 2 Ry REL AR A s 8% 4 1 B B O J 2 B 00 L 22 4 RN T 9 B % EL A B R R 1 S B3 Y
T - HIEETNOR R S A S ARG 58 © hAh - a0 RS (B TR AV IR R LY - AT
W —20 HESm a1 BV ROt & 2 B MR S el el (G 3) » LRI A BRIAFLREIRESUR

( conditional indirect effects ) (&I F /35 (moderated mediation; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes,
2007) - AL - AWFFEEEA Hayes (2013) (Y PROCESS macro (123 8) A Agbasd i i & iy L
IR - RIEA [E BRSS9 s RKEE T M TRER 2 SRR 3 IIRRE -

TEARES 2 IIARTE JT1H > HHR S W RIBEE Rl 2 B e RE e DR S 9 0 B B 00 PR 27 4 R B A B U TR
HRE (Bp=.34,1=334,p=.001) ° R RARFHOEILE - AWF7EHE—FERA Aiken ~ West
Je Reno (1991) HYEES » DURSREME AR S0P BUE & —(EREAE 21 K e (R 4 AR 48 Ul B R R

(simple slope) = HhlE 2 w1 - fE& MR S (B =-.25, p <.001) EMERTEAHALE (B =-.60,
p<.001) BYFEST O E 24 N B B w0 XE R B Y T B (K« (BEAE (R REREARA S BRI IR T
O 2R N EREPREE LS B S AG A - I - (a2 8153 -

EFR bt SR B 3 T e B P e g A S P B s BRI o BR 2 ]G (BT oRAE B HE AR R
TOER B HTEREI R R (B 3) o AL AWFFERAE Preacher & A (2007) HYEEE - LLRIEZ
RS HRIE & — (AR R e R4l - AR TRE 3 AURE - I3 6 TT41 > FEAESEHET R
T (RS B AEAE 10,000 (EHEEEARIGRAE T - H 95% fRE — B EEEEFAES 0 (-22,
-07) - [ERESCRE R - 14 - AHEHY - SRIEAEA A 95% fR=—EBIEEHER T AEE 0 (-12,
-03) - [EHEESURE Fy -.06 - IEARAVEE SRR » (KRB S SR A BT R b = R R R S B4 AR S
58 o FEFAHAREETRITHE - (KRR EAEAE 10,000 (EHEHBEARIERCET - H 95% fRA=—(EIERE
HERAEE 0 (-30,-10) - FEERCRE R -.19 - AHEHY SRR 40T 95% fRE —E1EEH
EEAEE 0 (-17,-03) - HEESERE -.08 « EFENVEEEER - (KRR R AR e R
o EIREA R S 4S54 » IESh - AFE 2% Preacher S \HYFHER B » 4@BILL P/ 0UR Ryt fhiery
s T - i 3 R 4 FTR - S DR S T Ay (R 3) seFsRS & A (RE4)
VR RS » O R E ST E i USRIy T R AE AR R/ KRR R A S B R T 8D 25

(FEEEAEE0) - HE  AEITREREHEE SRR /KBTS (K - LB
WGP Y G R (R 6) - NIt - & DA B4ER - (Bek 3 JE1E0Fs -
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5.5 4
R
ST a T (B=-.25,p<.001)
o~ T
E —— (K[ R
2 45 e
4 (B=-.60,p<.001) - R
PANE )
3.5 ==
& =
I B
2 RIS AT R R L O P 2 4 B I R BT R
6 FEIHPIRE AR
FHENEET  MREARE (CHESEMEER SIS Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
L - FIEEH TR
M — 18D (2.80) -.14 .04 -22 -.07
M (3.36) -.10 .03 =17 -.05
M + 18D (4.00) -.06 .02 -12 -.03
FRETF TR R .07 .03 .01 12
R - RIS ST Ry
M — 18D (2.80) -.19 .05 -.30 -.10
M (3.36) -.14 .04 -22 -.07
M + 1SD (4.00) -.08 .03 -.17 -.03
TR TR E AR .09 .04 .02 .16

510 LN =312 o PRy 10,000 o
2. FEN P IV R M TR SR G 5 8 -
3. Boot SE = ${#{LiAAVREXESR § Boot LLCI = ¥ A(ESHEEAY FIR (lower limit of confidence interval ) ; boot ULCI = $j{
HEAEHEEMAY EFR Cupper limit of confidence interval ) 5 M — 18D = {KJA I8 —(EFAE Y 538 5 M = R
BPEIENTHE 0 M+ 1SD = S — (R 220 4T 8 -

i

AU L e B E RS > ToRAHG R B B BAHRE Y & s TE S ia e TAEE M
POEEE; (Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Douglas et al., 2003 ) - 22 H T/E{T RIAVEIA - tHFtETEEEH
I T TEE B O B E AR B T B S FEY B 28 R - BRI A T DI e L e E
E==tt5E (e.g., Davies, Spencer, & Steele, 2005 ) S DURFERFEETTE(EWTZE (e.g., Elsbach & Kramer,
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1996 ) HIBAFEHRALT » BIAISMERLE (external validity ) FY-R e BiffE A S EENREEFEAZAYEEREE (Elsbach,
2003) - AHFFEEEERE S [ BT P YRR E U RN o SRR AR E R o B TR AYAE
GBI TS - F DU B IR E R 2R L LR E R BT R IE - SRS BT
P E BB ERS - SR E AT IE ST B B IRAVA RIS FIERTAL - AT aR e BT R R E
DIk B IR Z B S HIEE -

ABFFEHRE OB 2 4 AV /E PR I SR S A5 50 U BLFA L B T AR RA (5 - TSR 45 R RilE
BB GEE LFEEOEZ 2R - MR E S EMAS A OIMT R o A REREUE
JE B [ AR T RsFEIH L RRH (Aquino & Douglas, 2003; Douglas et al., 2003) > ABFFERIREBFE
HMEE AL B AHAR PV IR TAETT Ry A — 0 A 0 E U B H B B R IAH SR 1 & 1T R Y S BUR -
KBRS » ARV TR Petriglieri (2011) AYFE U HY S HERTRG © &SR0 E B2 HU(E G R
TR DASTH U AR BRI TRR F ReE S TE - B $H ¥ 32 B W RE E BRI TRl B S B DA R B0 e
WBIEGESN » AW sS R AR R E BB RS - T RELC AT IS B RTAS - T
TTHEGIITT R R BRI R - I » BTTRSRIVAEIMT BRV4ER AR R B2 20 E 7l
ZrEReavEIE M B I OReETTE) - HBEN SRR RMTRRIE - 3E Petriglieri Z2fEHAVEIE 2K
THECZ BB EARS o FIth - AWF7E4E R T Rel 2 B i TIET Ry E IR IR At — (B E .0
R Rt AR -

HR - AT S AR R S T DGR ETRE S BB Y A [ E RS - BRI AR E A2 A A
AT FH 2R 4% 1 w0 2 2 SEHE L B BT Ry B B8 - SORHE B AR E U VF R VB S A

(Douglas et al., 2003 ) - BEZAZE L AT TR E SR AVETH (FINFES ~ B A e ARV )
A] LA S B30 B B A (e TARTT R EAYRH% (Aquino & Douglas, 2003) » [HAEHFTAIME 55
HHNERN T TR (FESEEAESEETR) - WEAFERRAFEERR - SRS R FHE
BN IMEE B RUE R RS - (A E AR R - BEVIREI - MR EE T
HETTAREE PR E FR4EERBAE (Treynor et al., 2003; Watkins, 2008 ) -~ "] DUIE[RIEHE H C AT BT
KB > S8 TREHA A E LA F 455 AT#E (Di Schiena et al., 2011; Kross et al., 2005) - Kt » i
12 SLER AN AR By o] P AR AR S R S O R 2 AL g T B GE - B MM S T AE
HYPMENREZEE BRI E - B HEERERNEES (Gt iR ASLE ) Frl
SEHPHTRSERBLTIHE - AT e —EAIG R B E (Petriglieri, 2011) 5 A B (E RS HTHEZE
TE B TR AR B [ 35

AWFEAAE Petriglieri (2011) HYREE B SFALER » $2 AR SRat 2 B2 0, O B 22 2 JRUF R
il Ryl U B AR T Ry B sat FR At — (& 3R AF AR AV AL tH R E RN E B E
I ST A B R RIS > G o R VE S S E R AR AR A DT F R R PR AEE - - A A
PE FRERIBSE » SO B (B HL A RS YRR, (Petriglieri, 2011) - EEFIGDIEEARAHER
PIAE B MERY & [ LA S rr B TR B 0 E A4S - s L O BIRRE BT /R B iR
BT {18 A\ BLAH 4 R RE



120 4SS PEVERE R A G 1T Ry OB 2 S U I RE AR R S B9 2 A T e

R S8 E R & i i AR O B 2 R R A & T R - N AH SR B s TR ] LA [
B 20 E E BES - Eot - HMEETA B THEBEE BN EE N - DU EANE
TR B T(E AN E R - KHBEUERE NN - 1 BIE B R aE Ry sfg - o] DIEHER TIE
EIENEGEEE T - e IR A RS2 R R0 E B INAT Ry IR0 & it 3 [F] Sh e TR S B
HEF(E (Aquino & Douglas, 2003 ) =2 ¥ [F] F5 14 fll A EZIMRED S0 =555 (Chaney, Sanchez, &
Remedios, 2018) » 1M A] AR PR AH 48 P B0 e U2 Y EE A

HE - AR R SR RS P A S R R RUE B AR (Fine, 1996) - {EAGH 48 H
e R A B e T ER R TE A SUERNEE RS - RIS T A H IR A+ & BRI AR E SR (R
TrEEZERZNES (Hall et al,, 2018) < {40 » 4HAK T DR EZTLAVERE - KEWMS S FE
HI%HE (e.g., Kurland & Pelled, 2000) » FIZRIF(EDEBE S EAE - FE - dHER AT =it H
EH BRI E RS S &SR E TR RUERE - Pl TSI REECECR (i
& TSR~ MRZEE > 2016) o RUBEHSSTMN A SEREEHET - A2 ERi LIEER
TEREHIRIE -

AT TR B R AR S 8 T AR s e BB Y A AU BN B IR Y R R B AT DA
AR AR 4855 - PRItL » 4HAR T DL S e 48 d R AR 1 S 8 all R A3 - (s Sz =X S 8%
s E RS — &S B AYEII 4R (Treynor et al., 2003; Watkins, 2008 ) - #48 5 T#ETT(E N &S BRIV FET
il L RE R R SRS BB - SR MIRE EE TR TR B O B AV EE [ S AR gy o e i S B
KERHFFEPLIFEIE - BRSNS - 4H8 A B R REAR S 25| Sk 5 | & Tl 1A 1F [ Y O B AR RR AT
W E AT BRI FERE A8 U Py SR B4 [0 » [FIRSEH A Rl PR R A B b R (8 S R

(Petriglieri, 2011 ) -

B F PRl B SR Bk A 52

AT BT R Ak P B\ SR E 2 BT S REFEI U RR (% AR RIS T s 3= RE A feh 22 4H A% 52 E ok
% (organizational identity threat) ( Elsbach & Kramer, 1996 ) -~ B0 E @72 (professional identity
threat) (Pratt et al., 2006 ) &z ik =% 58 € % (occupational identity threat) (Fine, 1996 ) ZE&iHE >
R R TAEBENIEAGUEN M > SRS - BB d - BE—LE T E SRS T
EREN  FEE TIFEEARE - SH8E0E R EETE » B4 Pratt A (2006) ZFELSM
B R FTIC SE AN AR AT 1o B (8 A Y BRERE AL a1y - B iR B AR g A e EHI{L (identity
customization ) HYEREEREEA: - [N - ARAWIFT AT PRETHER P RVE RS - P A S &L -
TERE LB HSAI GRS - Wl 2)iE SRS E » DUR el B RT Y 0o BR 31T s S EAH
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ABH7E DASH S R R0 E B B R i B e U 0 M R O BRI SR IR DT AN
2t (Aquino & Douglas, 2003 )« 2877 » 5 [SF{E RS E BB AEIRE 27T » bR TSP E L
BhEE (AN - ATREDD S SRR HIAHARIE ST - BIAFEIRZIMEDS: (Ethier & Deaux, 1994) ~ ME:5IZ]
HENS: (Davies et al., 2005 ) sR&H&RIMEIV S (Elsbach & Kramer, 1996) © (At - S HIE A A AEE
DA 8 2 2y iE (8 ey 2 3 - ISR 0VBIRE L Petriglieri (2011) AYEFRMH—2 © HRTSZERETY
PR = B HIE T - (SRR aIbt st R 2 2R S o RIEL » RARWFE o AR A TE
RS T E 2 3% » BB bR%ER (standard questionnaire scale ) HYEHE » A DUFIIG ST 4R
G rp S AERUE B AT TERET - BB SR U A B A B R B [ N BAH 4 S FE A%
HlER e -

HE - KRR T % &1 BEESIBHENEE E I - K ERYEEE BU& 3 4 2R . 7] se
&1 7S 7 BN R /R IR - Bl sk B 2 EWEUE B E4 - ik B E AR SR A A

( Eisenberger, Huntington, Hutchison, & Sowa, 1986) - Z}/@%EH FE AR SRTE » Nk E F&
HIERE B T AR A S IR B ) - ZAT » AW5EER A Aquino B Douglas (2003) HYHIE TH -
TERE B RAREREE - REARREFE AT A A FEARIFVERET » FLARE A B AR E B2
BN TS OHEET R EARER -

HEPREE R U 1 R H A 5 [ SR A EE RV R )1 & (e.g., Petriglieri, 2011) - {HA LS
ST E A5 AT FH 2% il 28 B Ry P SR A A4S 5 MR IB S ARSE AT e E U B B T 45 SR T
HEEEAAE o BIU0 > Aquino B Douglas (2003 ) #F S & i fir vf LURER 52 E B ATty SR
&7 5 5 Davies % A (2005) 25 FRR0E 204 HVERSR 0] DUREE 2RV ZIMREN SR )i - (EHAR Sy
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