NITEIEHEE  BITEH3M] (201797 ) 59-84H
DOI: 10.6147/THRM.2017.1703.03

TAEMEEEZ TR e B G ERIA
E e A AR L ~ (AR AR R 2P

MLEE
BT BUEREL L HEE 2
fafHEE

B TZEUE RS D 2

1 22

AWIFEHRIE S LIS T BRI 2 28 > URERRSHRCR » KEP MR HEE R
5 0 M LAEER R TR T ROR RS - BREEARH - LT 88 (N A Z BRNRENE - B
553 HERTAFE - WIFeai e Rk SR REERZ Tl - EMiSs RBIH R > LMK
%Itk - BRSPS SR BN B S E R SR L FR ¢ R R SR g o E
% ARSI E AR RIARIR (4 - HERREN - ERSREBAT 2T NRER - A==
TS RS (R M IRV BERCR - & TIEEZ T B REFIR A B B R, AR s
1 EBARME AV EIRS T BB - IR IE TR SR - IR R R - NE BB R LLUCRZ T
A e

R © 2 TR ~ MIBREZ Tl ~ BRI MRS ~ (R TE

s HE] 2017 427 A3 H  #2HE - 201749 H S H
RS MEE (HIUBUAREOEEZ)

AERAAE ¢ 116 BAEHSCLESERRE B 64 57

EENEEES ¢ (02)2939-3091 471 67393

E-mail: ttlin@nccu.edu.tw

7P JHRM

airiti Press



Journal of Human Resource Management Vol.17 No.3 (September 2017) pp. 59-84
DOI: 10.6147/JHRM.2017.1703.03

Work Group Polychronicity Diversity and Group Performance:
A Moderated Mediation of Team Temporal Planning and Task
Interdependence

Tzu-Ting Lin
Department of Psychology, National Chengchi University

Chi-Hsia Ho
Department of Psychology, National Chengchi University

ABSTRACT

This study developed and tested a moderated mediation model linking work group polychronicity
diversity and group performance, including of group effectiveness and efficacy, as well as it intermediary
mechanism and appropriate situation. A total of 88 sets of effective group questionnaires with 553 full-time
workers were collected. Results reveal that after controlling for relation-oriented and task-oriented diversity,
and group characteristics, both group polychronicity diversity and temporal planning have a positive effect
on both types of group performance. In addition, team temporal planning fully mediates such relationship.
Results from moderated mediation model testing verify the contextual effect of task interdependence. That
is, the direct and indirect effect of polychronicity diversity on group performance is stronger among teams
with low or moderate interdependence. The article concludes with a discussion of theoretical contribution,

human resource practical implications and future research suggestions.
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ER S HHSIRIE P - ERG RN T S RS, - LLEHEAREAEE - ASE R UL
EHE SV E RS S T %Y 5 20 ( Devine, Clayton, Philips, Dunford, & Melner, 1999 ) #H#iME A/EE -
(S AS a E EE S2AN [EIRYELRS - R ERA S A EEEEN T - RMAEES E MR R AR E
REFRTHEBHYSEEGE (Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007)  » M &ER(LEEFS A ERENR 2 EEL RS - 0
TSI RS T A ESIE SRR R - BRI A I BIHEEE - R E RV ECR AR
732 7t{bHY (Jackson, Joshi, & Erhardt, 2003 ) - EIEGH 8 2T L R ARSI AT ETREEE S (Cox
& Blake, 1991; Devine et al., 1999; Easely, 2001 ) - fHRAWFFE AR « BRSO Z2 2 A 2 2
i A& R R P 2 SR B R LRV - ATRE 2 S EAG & e M W BIRS R B Y B R — EoReE A Pk
a o HAGR AT RE 2 IEHENY - AT gE 2 &MY (F, Jackson et al., 2003; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998) > &
DAERS 25 T S B > DUR A {a] & B I A 50 i AR 4L 8% H Ak AR IR 1 ES 2 TR -

Hop THER] ) SN ERBEE M ME S5 (Harrison, Mohammed, Mcgrath, Florey, &
Vanderstoep, 2003 ) -+ 2R » EIHG R B < {8 A B AR A Bk 2 e AR AR 1 Al A S i b 52 3 2
B (Eisenhardt, 2004 ) - = 2 J& > M- M B 5 1 B 6 = B BT 42 55 98 ( Mohammed & Harrison,
2013) - o] LG RETR AL BIAS 25 To e SR P Y B M USRS 2 02 - fEERE T - BB g &
H DR EIRyE AR 7 S B SR AR B A E - 2EBERRARZE (Bluedorn
& Denhardt, 1988) - Hrft » JTHEAARAZENENVEZERKER " 2 T{E% , (polychronicity) -
HOEF BT R I = (Rl 22 HEd 4 DL E BB IREE - S SR B Z AR BV 21T B

(Slocombe, 1999) - [y Hi 78 LA A [EI T R I R S AT AR RIS - Ao A i S REAE S R R
TIENREIRIE T > SERCR R Z BRI EHS (O Leary, Mortensen, & Woolley, 2011) » FEEFEAVHEIL T -
BT EBIFIVEIRE (2 TIFE) AIRef 8 T EieRETme AR ARSI Z BEEBHE K » B
KRS (5 Mohammed & Harrison, 2013 ) < Souitaris 1 Maestro (2010) HI383 » =/@EHH
BRI 2 TARSEA B INR RIS DA SRR - WA A M BRI A IE M2 8 - (RIBRF R Z TR

(Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2011) - [E[8G o DARFE] RSB AU(E AR 7T AL o] DAE B RE LA R (£ 75
SOE A AN DR - TEHEEERFEEEAERSNEDK - PIAE EBUARY - S E B
£ (Mohammed & Harrison, 2013) - (& #EEIEGHYREAGRIA - (NIIL - BIEGH BRI 2 TIFER BUEE
BERE AR ~ 2ENFSE TSI AE A REdYHE T A -

B BERSEEHE R IFR A L E AR - AIAE R — B St - L - A4 A A R4S
T ] B B RS H PR VB AR AV ] M f72€ (Bluedorn & Standifer, 2004) - & EHAFE/ 5 - HE#G
i BT I AR B RE ST ol S e Rl s R Y S B BT B IR - Wi B P /D & R IR 2 A e ] Ml 28

(Janicik & Bartel, 2003) - {KiE:H A G (van Knippenberg, De Dreu, & Homan, 2004 ) - [5|f&
ok B[] B B R (o P M e B0 ] (R SR MR A 2 JR AR AR R S R L 1 4 52 A S O A R S TR
WA Ta o ~ TR o AR AN BT B o 1B TR S B R AR S A (e B RE R



TTEMIES - 25 BB IERE e p (55 - iR EIRGFEAG R (Chiocchio, 2007) - (I » AT
o s B RG 2 TAF2E 26 T 1 1 8 G R PR R FEE A T (i M S RS R B AR,

AN - SEIETAHRE SR IR 2 T AR SIS S B G 25 T MY R 07 e (s fi0 A 2 i A8 » Mannix B3
Neale (2005) f5H 7] AEFR 5 AR ARt TFAHRAAVERENETE - WO ARG 22 T AR AR5
EHTH BUBEIRRUR o L > AHTEE— DR B AR R 25 o M B [ RS 2R B R (4 B o o ARl
A]RE ISR BB B T o IR A B SR IS O AR AT G & T MR R i Y B R A

(Joshi & Roh, 2009; van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007 ) > SRR AE ST EAEMIER SRS > EfS %
PEEVOH & N - Bt - e LA MR - [ERF R BRI E S RS 2 TS
TUMEH EIRGR T  E BRI BRI SR ETSUR B R R G RS I S B G 2 T M B e ARl

s ReHpEER S TR R 2 B ES AR -

HaZ o ARWTE £ H A RPRET BIRGHR [ 2 T — 2 TR e M EIGRI Z o BRUR - WE—0 K
F B A I AR B A oy Ay o & B EIRS (1 T AR M H o /Ry SR A e - T
AR B ERSE (Jackson, May, & Whitney, 1995; Milliken & Martins, 1996 ) k25 B /E #72 BT
AR TARE#G 2 et - 0k RGBS, B T ERER ST, 0 ATE AR - R - Tl
ER 5 - R - NE BB BHERNR G BERIZENEEET R - B - FEERM
DIFzRE Ry REE H BLEIRG R S IRV &SR S EARRE AW 7 Aeizd] AR (B B SR E 2 G % 7T
P& - DERET i Uk ba e A - BIRE BIHR EIAG I ] 2 e My s2 2t B B S A s 2
HIFIEAE - TRRESS AT &R E H BB SR v Bl m] ge B BT 2 -

SOk el
BEEZ Tt BRI

Jackson % A\ (1995) F3 R EIRG % T AT A R BIRG R B AE S (B AN RHE Y25 - T8 SR
Aoy - (1) ZEE5R L (readily detectable attributes ) —— ZZ#EA0 ET VIR E R A BRRSER VR > —
i s 2 T2y - AR (2) JEfERFE (underlying attributes ) —— 5 EHARFE H 58 > 401
KBRS o A FIRE R lE S B AR s S PTE  TAE RS 25 Ttk - Aoy ReBiAE M 2% Tk (relation-
oriented diversity ) BI{T752E 5 %70 (task-oriented diversity ) - Bl ARl ~ fliGE ~ ISR 5 FEA2 -
Weim - N8R H B G AR R R BB NAEE R - B - FETR M - DGR R
H B ERS R B MR & B R -

Mi& - ERSZ T 7 RIS I B T T RE B S - RE TR DA OB THE LR Ry
FLbE > STE(E B bF92 £ 88 (Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007; Joshi & Roh, 2009) - FERI{E I E &5 [ 241752
BT » AHLEE T NCOEIE L T ERS SR - BRGTHEE (affective-evaluative responses )
HAMIFE  AEE SRR E 2T - AIFERE AR IER A2 (Jehn, Northeraft, &
Neale, 1999; Pelled, Eisenhardt, & Xin, 1999) - R[] » BEEBIFEERAIEI A —2EI&ER - MARRE
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S SCRPBRRRYEE - Jehn 5 (1999) S531A IR T MM EIRS SRR - (HE L BEE -
WIEEE - HEERSESUE RS IR SO B Z T ER TERE - A EE E
FHEA - Pelled S A (1999) HYBFFTANFEHY » fEsm A LB TR BURE TS B Sy 2 T ME BT A B G U R
TGS 26 Te I S 0 A S 28 5 TR 2 e MR RIFIE 4B 28 A TEAHRR - FEefIIB & E2E & tEm - m
Webber £ Donahue (2001) #5771 24 IRIATEI2 3 - 5m 2 B TR = HH BA SUEARRAEY 2 e AR Al
ERSAERY - ERS S IR o MM > Horwitz 83 Horwitz (2007) HYEEE 3 RIS HERE 20T
MEEERGE (2~ 'E) AIEMHE @ S8 ARIER BEArS IR G B ERS R - B R 2Tt E
EEMAD -

HE SR — B AVEE R AT A B EBRS S T ay 8070 BE ISP —E L T ERS
GH R ENTE - HERG ST EA KA A R L F i D et smiry i m) - S
BeE/FE EE KR4 (van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007) - 58 F » Thomas B2 Ely (1996) E[IZ7A
JEA—ESEEZHVES - RESA SN E 2 MR ERSEEIR - RE8VE2E RHEM Williams
Bl O'Reilly (1998) %yttt EF @ FRHVEET A FHRETE B C B AR FERIE AR (Mannix &
Neale, 2005) - van Knippenberg 5 A (2004 ) $2H 5758 — HEEEfE = ( categorization-elaboration model,
CEM) - SR RFrAHEEIZICHE - FA & RS [#Et g oS ER orsoei - BAAAZ Tk
FHEHRA EE RO T pIHIESE - WA RE B LR R &R ~ BB =50 - A2 E 5 e
BEZ T —EVEEIR - FIRE R A A BRI AR YRR ERE TR - W B AR T IR
R B » DAURIRZ TR A RBUHE 27T (Mannix & Neale, 2005 ) = DU R LR - b
FeE A ERG Ak B (8 N R DI B AR S B RS R I 2 I F > AL AERIGE R EFEE 7
BERIER Z TR B LA ERS T ERER Z 2= R AR P R 2 -

BRSS TR TIFZE

6 BG I PRy (B 72 52 FE B B U L A M (R AR & A2 (Blount & Janicik, 2002;
Bluedorn & Standifer, 2004; Gibson, Waller, Carpenter, & Conte, 2007; Waller, Conte, Gibson, & Carpenter,
2001) - 41 Gibson £ A (2007) $+HPSENEEEBGETH G - X BESULE RIS E > HiRNKE S
FEFF A EIAY R TR - H RS R Bos S E i S B A Y I E A IE A SR E MRy 8 (RIS EEE
5 EHARTERYRIER - FIERZE HAVEE - DURFIERERAYERE ) - ifi Blount £ Janicik (2002)
s R ER Y AR HIE R - GEHER BN B E N G S FREA A REERA - IRk
TEMRIF AR — 80 - (RRE S ENGH - CHEEREREEEVRETNE - (EEHERNE - DU
EIPEEOREEEEYE - A BIPRGE [ A RAVRES - Waller FE A (2001) A58 S B RAYE R B
BATE AT ERY - s R B E AR E R R A SE sl ETSHIRE ST - AT A ERR R s =2 5%
TEEIHG T A A R s 2 -

A5 RS R T RIS S E BN IRET RN B ARV & - Bl LR A
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2 (Gevers, Rutte, & van Eerde, 2006 ) ~ #1:% % ¥ (Gibson et al., 2007) ~ A [Z{# 2% (Mohammed
& Angell, 2004) 5 - [ S+ 5 E S SRR AT SR HER D - Ho o BG5S TIEE
( Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2014; Souitaris & Maestro, 2010 ) 3 [E §& FEf2 BL45 A EE 31 - Mohammed
B Harrison (2013 ) AYWFFE/NEBIHE 2 TARE 2 Z TR BRI R I P I R A AL 2 & PRt &
BALIF BRI 2 T TR » D2 A B E A B LA DR E—EB L RHE
fA{EFSHEE (Nandhakumar & Jones, 2001) < BEZRAILL » B TERFEHIRA SE lEHS » AH2ATREE
B ABE—NFEJIEE {5 . (Waller, Giambatista, & Zellmer-Bruhn, 1999 ) - /428 T EAEH &1
% TAREHEREBERFN AT REE - NIt » AWH7EDIL TIFE R T - SRR 2 o ERS4E
AT EE o TEA RS 2 TIRE 2 fER M TIRREIELER -

Hall 7£ 1983 42 H2 T. (polychronicity ) BiEi— (monochronicity ) AYHFRIIES: » 2cHE it (E HE
IRF I AT R R 22 52 - B — (SRR (G fm i — R — R S — 5 - B ESEE A HR
— BTG - AIEFPEY TR © 2% LA E R RSR[5 B R A [ A T 2 AR 15
B TEIRGRIE ~ JLAIAFPAY /E T3 (Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999) - HIFTaRHY " —0LFH ) - BEA
WL AR T Ratas - HE T B —FE R E— S EMEAIRES (Bluedor, 2002) - —IiflRZHE
=% LIS fRiFEIRFETIE L BBV ER » SB—tmflE@ e el — T S — - HEE g
B BREBIFAEAINEE - AFRF RS TR E—E¥% (Bluedorn, 2002) -« [ » R
R (simultaneous) ~ [FJIEf (at the same time) HYMEZAERB4EET ¢ M2 LR EAYZ Bk
H¢ (Bluedorn, Kaufman, & Lane, 1992) - 7% Bluedorn, Kalliath, Strube £ Martin (1999 ) &1¥/2 T /F
FERHERENNES » — RRFERETIE D R EBEEN: - — Al hE BRI ET = -
FEMARTFEUEEE - MAW 24 Bluedorn (2002) —BAsATE HAVEIR: - K2 TAEEERET S
HyEE L > BT RS B TR RIS NETT R -

REZ TEEZ T EEEEEEN

BERLGHERER HIFEREE THEHERE A EN - THEEEE - 8158 - FHERN T
EIRIEEY > SREVHER S EEBRER > REELE - DU IR AAVEEL (Bartel &
Milliken, 2004; Eisenhardt, 2004 ) - Eisenhardt, Kahwajy £ Bourgeois (1997) HYIF5¢H 83 EI#E R &
TERS R RV 25 - SR RS A S RS A S0 E 812 THYRHE: - (R & B RS A B YIS R
LRS- GEERA EFIERN - EMERMERESEETEAENWEE (4 FHsED) -
WREER B R FIRY 7 ARE P Se B £ (40 - AHEERYEREIRERY ~ 7E0F o3 ic o 39 53 By
B EYET ) (Bartel & Milliken, 2004 ) ©

Williams B O’Reilly (1998) f5HIEIRS 2 T AT R AVERN, A SREIRE - il T & EREUASRIZE A
a2 F E RS P B VAR 2 o ILBREE Y UV B TR IR 2 T I Al A B, ~ K% - BB
FEAR - stk REERNERITA EMPZE o T EHE R E RN — R A &R BT



MHEAEIZ T » RIS ERR - &l O REE e e ER R 8 BRE AR &S
HUsFam L - JRRIEERG G20 F 3 2N S BB R T ~ R 3~ IR S (van Knippenberg et
al., 2004) o (RIGEEIRL - BEG R IFEREE— 2 TEEZ ST/ g R EERS E S B SRR
R AETTACHR ~ PRI S B MU ERSRIA EaAEE -

TRIE 2 TARRINESR » &2 LIFEERGRES AR 2 THYIRRE - [FIRFEE R EY) - I BAERSR
S B RN ~ T o BT 0 B EREERS DLy Ay O UREI 5 (Benabou, 1999) - H
TE[E — LI - RSB G AE— LT - B A AEEAY (Bluedorn et al., 1992) - fE—{F3E
ERGHYERE - AlE S THCOREVEDE » BOEJTRHE R e LAE ~ ESTtE -~ miFss BT o

(Bluedorn et al., 1992) » FIPERSERAE BT TENRTT &  Schein (2010) R[5 Hi{R4F B —FEAI(E
BREE AN R E S a7 R EREEFIRAVERE - LA SR —FEERT R B [
BR AR MR LAF - ME S LA ERS TR E — - SRR L E - TR e Ens A L&D
FEAR BHRSR - 781 » BIiS PR R B —EE - 2 IR ERV(EES © FEREH BIERS IEH = EA Y -
RGN TAE(EHS -

FHIA 20 T A R My 2 B S 52 i (B S A RRY &8 B ~ R pEslCiBlEs - BB fEE s TIEAE BRI
HUHTIEIRG 2o o0t - IR AT AV AR B R S RS (Jackson et al., 1995; Pelled, 1996) - MR
HIERS 2 oG - WF9E 8 25 E R R B 46 BIRe Ry BT H 2 T LR A B A Bk B Re R (Cox
& Blake, 1991; Hambrick, Cho, & Chen, 1996) - [KIL » {RIFE N TAIREREL (Williams & O’Reilly,
1998) » JEAIMH T ¥IITHY B — B2 TR SE(EAG 2 Rt - B2 &2 T Bl JHnVELRL - W EERS L B KB
E R BCER - FTRE R MBSV E A FTE D - INA 2B R R T A & SRR RE iR
FTORERSIRE - EE—F¥E (U EESEN T REREFNSE) 1% TEE (LERE
HEHZEN AN IE TR ) BEE BRI TR - "TREA BN R A bE RS
HyEEmE (Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2014) = 4¢3 bl » ABHFTHRHILL M G

fReast 12 fEFEH] T RS [ B R E m 2 B 2Tk - £ LIRS TS E RS B A IE R
i -

BEEiTEREIEEREBERERIR

B T LLAHA TAF o S5 R R O 20 - S [EI RS DA BB R SR A S A R AR - AT Ry
KFE— B B & 2GR (TR e EiG SR ) - BB AR 2 SRR (5
15N Z ) (Bartel & Milliken, 2004; Blount & Janicik, 2002 ) - ¥a4ajgEss » BEEE ek 2 B2 HEIR
G ERS AR TAFIFRIAYRER © i3 Janicik 81 Bartel (2003) HYES - E#S " RFRHE , 12EHEH
AL —FAGST H S8 BT RIS R - B AR TET 5 - A0 o T s R R B A T R E T8 ~ 1T
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EETTENEACE 2/ VISR ~ DL HA ELES RAERE VAR - & B BT BRI RE (20 -
AL ~ izt ) BACAH R - AR R F RV B RS B B FTRERE 4R B A YR I (Bartel &
Milliken,2004; Gevers, Rutte, & van Eerde, 2004 ) -

B HH B SR [T AR B R 2 7] DA i 5 0 1 T S B T S R o A o S Y L [BI B8R0 - M7
IEFIF AN ERATE) S (Janicik & Bartel, 2003) - S {ERGE S g T EB A R B HA LA TH
[EIHERG - (EEIRG R B S E Bt im s Loy - (URERG R B B RA T H=AYF240 (Thompson
& Fine, 1999) - iE{H 4L FEZZRIE R SRR HA L ZVES - A S RSy — s (&
Wit ~ REIRE) - 2 AR EINERSE %M (Bluedorn & Standife, 2004) » (i ol Fs—{E & HIE B
RaE o S F_ERYREEMARET - (E BT EB IR M P A IR E S (Janicik &
Bartel, 2003) - [N Ry BEAUMHI w0 R A Bt BIEG pk B eI SRy 2L, - SR Ie Bt HER
BN - BT EBZEE S - DUIFRIIHEC (Gevers et al, 2004) - R EIRGHISRERIAIE A
HIEEFZENR - BEREBIZE S H ERE R BLERS SN E B A LR (Janicik & Bartel, 2003;
Weingart, 1992) ° 4E& Bt » AR DL TR ¢

T3 2 © EAR T e S SR B TE B -

BEAh - [EIRGIRE RETAR BAR 7T R BE 47 )6 13 A o 1 L [ B 2 B T B (59 Hh /4% 6 (MIehta, Feild,
Armenakis, & Mehta, 2009 ) - i Ry $HRF R BB AR HE A 7000 ~ e s~ 28 EREREWE
AGHERE (Schippers, Den Hartog, Koopman, & Wienk, 2003 ) - ¥k &5 8 14 72 BRI Z otk
ERgh o TR R EI S BRI S E A E RIVEE - BB R B A s % E A
FRRE T o [ BRR AT TS > (SRS (Williams & O'Reilly, 1998) - BEIRSHERE 2T
B SR R B TR ~ BRER R SR M - IR & (2 AL Rk B R T T S AN TR &I T A -
iz S R B EE 5 (van Knippenberg et al., 2004 ) - [EIHS R & R B B 1R R R o LR R/ SR
MRV RAK - TR e R AUAE BRI R B TR B R DU R Ry
HERBLEEIT Ry (Gever et al., 2004) - [ BN EIRSIVFZRtRAAL - 25 EIRSAE T THERETHIE > fihah
Bt 7B TP AE R B AT - vTRE T DUR/D BB Ry 2 RIS R B AR EE ~ —FFaT
s FTACERAYIFE] (Buehler, Messervey, & Griffin, 2005) - { [EIAG 5 A SR ETT LR » 1 EHFEEE
S ELI AR AR EINY I AR R BRE A TTENREE - & B B IEREtSE B - MM B RS R R TR

( Chiocchio, 2007 ) - FHL - ABFZEEEH DU EGES ¢

fiei% 3 - EIRSHFEIR B G T2 TIEE S eIk ERe RN 2 FAIRf -



BREEFHEMKITEVREENNR

BEEE LSRR TS AR M EAE RS 2 e M s 3 S B AV B /S & (Joshi & Roh, 2009) -
SRR ELA AR Ry BT ARE B 2 T I EIRE RN 2 (e.g., Mannix & Neale, 2005; van
Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007; Williams & OReilly, 1998) - [HEEETE I H3 F AEE(E SEHHBRA4S 88
TERSHIEE3E (Tlgen, Hollenbeck, Johnson, & Jundt, 2005; LePine, Hanson, Borman, & Motowidlo, 2000 ) -
g SER o SURERG BRI SRS R L FEIGRUE - S ERG N A E A& R £
HEDR AR RERS B2 e B R (Gaertner & Dovidio, 2000; Jehn etal., 1999) 5 27 -
B AR B i P20 s F TS TR S AR BRI &R AR - F i oa B R s M 25 e M B s R
(Jehn et al., 1999; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998) ° [NILL » AHHFEHE— PRt L5 A ARMERVERERTECR -

BRSSO MM R TR RS Rl 2028 1S 2 It &7 B0 AH B (KRR 52 i AR HYAZ & (Campion, Medsker,
& Higgs, 1993) - & TARER A IR - BIEGE B AN MR O MR SOR 7 RE 5 il E
BRIESE - (N &g b A sk B IAVIEIG B 8h 2 350K C#i ~ &1F ~ 53 ) (Salancik & Pfeffer, 1977;
Saavedra, Earley, & Van Dyne, 1993) - Hpk & & #8 L 2 & s B &R - AIL[E M58 (% 5 FHZ
M EEBAEMRMERR - BB AR EILIEE - HEAGVBII RS R LT R ERG EE - L
DEREEE A B & /F 58 (Bass, 1980; Stewart, 2006) - BEEIFFE/N I - BIRGE S TIERYIE
(AR SR SR AR MY B B b By 5E25 (Jehn et al., 1999; Van der Vegt & Janssen, 2003) » iS5
PAMEBAR RN & A BAS T AE  — LA F R AR B ER 55 (Joshi & Roh, 2009) - [Alffi AT581L
FEZ TARER BRI G AR - MHPMESERNE SERES ARSIV E - CEANBRSEIR
T EERS R BEERE - O S ~ PUTEEINY T2 ThEE (Saavedra et al., 1993; Shea & Guzzo,
1987) ° At FEAREEBHERMERRE ZERT - B R RS 2 T 8eR TN g 2 F5
%2 - FEEH s S EBAE R E M E R B R E I & - fEERS RS Y — fE T R R LR
( elaboration-based processes ) Jf&5E (Joshi & Roh, 2009) » JFEAG BN TAESE S o = iy B i
A2 B 2B BRI AR B AV E T S B2tk - TS B AG SRR ERF IR ~ IR ~ P34 S Y HLE - FERE
SR TTHERSAYEERG R - Haith - AUFZER DL T R

fEeis 4 ¢+ [EIRG (L AR T 3R A AR AT AR R R 3 20 TR 2 e M B EIRE S8 2 BR AR AT T/ E T
JRENE = EIRE T AP IE S T - 8% /T BRI PSR -

W5 /i ik
RS

AUt FeER G HEEREER > HEHREEERE2R TFERNKE - FEAVE SME
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ARG L & AR R (6 5 e £ 8 B3 TERIRAVRE » SR sHERERERS T FER
N TAERAL (= ALLE) - et B 7 3 A & SR A58 H S AR IE TIEAEER - TIRAVERE
PEMLGIE - - EERETVE T RERENRERS - HETRCUSLUR ¥ > SPEEIHE 2 EIH
AR HESRIE RS > (i 22 B 30 Ry ST IR DRR B (5 > R VB I Z — BBt - RIEIRA R
HEE - RBERBEREEE  F-0MEEER L@ 2G> #SBEBEE R 2R ILNHEE -
(HHB SN -

AWTZE L 144 EEEERE - B 106 & > BF 627 (0% - fIRERAT - WEB%
BRI EEAV NG 3 1378 ~ WEMEREGE (r,) REBGEFRERRIEESE - 13 88 ELIEERH
BRERR > WS 553 ERNK B AREA - INEMEAREWEERR 61.11% - 2E1E 75 FEH
HYERSy > HMEL 325 fir - (5T 58.8% ¢ “PHIEFHL 3231 5% (SD=8.01) @ HEBELUKRERE 57T
53.7% > HEIBLLERIRy 27.2% 5 BRER AR B /E - 5T 79.2% > B EEANS 12.5% : Pk
BEER 4734 (SD=551)  PHEREEE AR 645 i (SD=2.80) ; PIYELEEGHFEITH K
3204F (SD=248) -

=

A E R ARG  BRES A EH FIARE  RERIEME B ks
BEARIETER - RS EEEN  EHGIE L3R P2 A IS TS > i
FEE (Chiu & Yang, 1987) » EbI350t (Likert type) NEiR RUE(THIN - AHIZERTE A 2 &7
HITH] » & RFEER R — -

EAR L

S TIEREZ RN T EERTHG R 2R L B HERE - G EHEHESEE 2 Xk
[E[P]#4 ,  (Slocombe, 1999 ) - JHIEAYE 5T £ Slocombe Eil Bluedorn (1999) FrasfE et TIESE
TREEZNE - DL TIEERTEG ) 2 TIEEMG ) sHEE CEERIITEBR T RS - 88
I 58 BERNE—ENESE Cronbach’s o fy .82 o AT R4 BIRSHYZ TIEEAEAEZE Rk EIRg
0% TAREZ TR -

BEXRIR

<5 Horwitz (2005 ) YRR - BIAGER E[E]F =5 8 FIRG %0 (effectiveness ) B (efficiency )
HARAW 7 E EERERHEE - bR 7 SRt 8BRS RBE ERS EB A - TRy ARG
PG E RS 51 (Harrison et al,, 2003) - DA "IREARFTE , £ TIEERTG L sHEFTBEIEGHY
RS RI  HHERSE B B SV E TS B A SRR - T RS 4R, $%H] Edmondson (1999 )
S B SRR - 1227 Huang 81 Huang (2015) ZHEpeA - L5t 58 - WE— (S
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Cronbach’s o /% .87 = T [EfE4>2 | HI|£:7% Mohammed 1 Nadkarni (2011) - Mohammed ¥ Nadkarni
(2014) SEWSE 2 BRRTEERE TR > TR SHEMNREZILET 3 8 - 2RI —84E(EE Cronbach’s
o By 820

BERIFERIEE

R Janicik 82 Bartel (2003 ) T #/E ~ BRIMEI % - MR ALL IR RS 5 TIRMHAS
AL P B RS AE ST SE AT S I AHBARS R ~ BHARE TR am AR » J651 7 3 > W —EUEEE
Cronbach’s o £ 91 -

EFHEKIE
BRFF Campion 5 A (1993) FRmMI(LASIRMIERS DL IRMRTE , & TIRMTE ) FHIEE
BT TS BB AR - 85T 3 B » P9 —SUE(STE Cronbach’s o % .80 -

RN

SEBIESCRL - T RERC EERG Tt - BRSRE - (ER M ERI R EE R R EHMA
BRMCEERE T - &R R BN 2 E#G %ot (Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007) - H A (x4
% T E S ERRRE Z R - FlRZ T (R E S THAIE S ERRE B ERE - FE%
TCME s EEE AN (Wegge, Roth, Neubach, Schmidt, & Kanfer, 2008 ) ; k% [Eg&HY 4L EE0E ] (Harrison,
Price, Gavin, & Florey, 2002 ) -

WEoeis R

BIREN R GHETE

AT EE TR R 2T » RN ER SO E B A m B EEH R ETUT
i s () B E8NEEE AR (r,) BEBENESESEHEN 2 DR ER B S ESH
FHEIHI R FERRE « 5TH r,, VAT REFEL - (KIZEHEFEHE 0.7 (George, 1990) - EAGHT R B2 EAE
FREERE T r,, #E 0.72 ~ 1.00 > SEE{E £ 0.94 > (BRI A BT r,, #E 0.70 ~ 1.00 >
ME Ry 0.84 » [ EIRG ST r,, #i[E 0.72 ~ 0.99 » “II(E K 0.89 » BEESRERM r,, & 0.73 ~ 1.00 »
PR R 0.92 B B S AV EIRS N E S — 20 - (2) SHNHHRA{RE (intraclass correlation, ICC) %
HIEE B R AR SR - BTICC(1) 5 DAKERRG B2 (E% » B ICC(2) » R4 James (1982)
Frid sy T sUETTET R BRI R SRS AT - BIRSEER - BfsRE 2 ICC(1) EiKF
F5 037 ~0.36 ~ 035~ 0.21 > B 5~ Bliese (2000) FriEsfny 0.12 FUARL > & (Eta squared) R
R F5 0.53 ~ 0.53 ~ 0.52 ~ 0.40 ; i ICC(2) 45 BRI P By 0.69 ~ 0.68 ~ 0.67 ~ 0.51 » BE RSB IEH > B
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RSP IEBAEER - BRI E R 0.70 11 (H ICCQ) ZEIBMBABMPEMRA 24
BREgE > R/ NEESRISE - ICCQ) HH/N 0.70 Il SHEHE GRS SRR
Fro BA&SH r,  DUGEZNHR SR QIS8R5 2 A117HY (Chen & Bliese, 2002; Kozlowski
& Hattrup, 1992) = B4 —EUIESHTAOGER - BT BRI RAREITEE - IRBANRC - BIRRORI
(& 38 S FE &% o] FH DUHI = E#E fg ZuiviE & (Castro, 2002) - (3) Fi KB Z AN BRERHETES
(ageregate) LU GIRT S 2 BREE AT - DA RIS 8 - 35655 ST Py e 2
R F2 M (Harrison & Klein, 2007) o

iz

BT FCEIHAT I ~ AR DU S B THE AR (B > R 1 Fos » H o BEES TIEES
ol (BN TR BE(RE STl (BaMER - FiRZatt) ~ FEERS T (B8
LEEL - FEZ) - ERNEE - PHEREE (£) - BRS TR VPHEEE A AFEE
R (r=-14 ~ 14> p>.10) - HBERGEGHHEMKN - BEERRHERESREE RS~ BABEAER (
r=.21,.16>p>.10) - {HEEEGEN - ERGKCRE 2L LR (r= 25,27 > p<.05) - RIEHE
AR Z 2% TS TS - HERGE - ERNCR sy - BRI EE R E R - B
ReREG EEEIEAR (r= 31, 43 p<.01) - REEERGFETRER SR LR RS G AR
SFHYRIE o EER DT RGEEE A - (6% | TR - B2 TIPS E R S 25
EIEAHRE (r=.32>p<.01) -~ AREFEE R TR R 2 TIEER > HERESSHE -

AENTNPMTRIVIR D

TG A R ER =P /o - RIE - B DUBIE R AR HE T TRE 14T HY PROCESS #i85
TR B MER a8 SCE M R R (A RE8R (conditional indirect effects )
AVEFE T E (Hayes, 2013; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007 ) -~ EEHEHEE W Fe i AN S/ NG - [E$7
R B R& 2 IC - AT & Sobel IHTHYEA G » ME(E A 7 B R EGLHVHUHE (bootstrapping )
A EFFE AT (Preacher et al,, 2007) - HS AU S BB Thak - oAy
L > ABFFEIE MacKinnon, Lockwood 8 Williams (2004 ) Y - {58 1 5% $0AG HY (R R A IEHR L
7% (bias-corrected bootstrapping ) - #E{T 5,000 ZXEH HUEE °

B AR LIS 4 Ak be R R T B RESUR B RESURAVE HEE R (Hayes, 2013) - &5
R 2 Fow o R3] T EES R B RIR(RE [ STt (MR - FlRZocitt) ~ (EEEREZ T (#
BRE - FEZITIE) - B EE - EREILERRE - DURER S TIEEPEEIE - B2 TIFE
ZIrC M BERGER  ERSSCR S B ARZENIERSUR (B = .65, .51 > p<.05) » ZFHEREE 1 MEHES
I LR AR P IS 48~ BRI/ N B A IE R (B =37, .46 p <.01) » TR
2 o [ EHEERSSUR T R38R - BIRSESIERE R E FIRE/KAE (Effect = .17, Boot SE = .10, 95%
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2 R BRSBTS (N =288) °

- B RS HF AR SRR ERSER EiEeAvES
o B 1 R 2-1 B 3-1 B 2-2 K 3-2
PEHSETH
B IS -34(27) 26 (.33) 39(32) .06 (.29) 22(26)
ERSFEE ST (4F) -.00 (.02) .05 (.03) -.05" (.03) -.03(.02) -.03(.02)
ERREEZ T 11 (24) 557 (:30) 517(.29) 25(.26) 20(23)
BRGSO () -01(.03) 03 (.04) .04 (.04) 01 (.04) 02 (.04)
EIE=t -.03(.03) .02 (.03) .03 (.03) -01(.03) .00 (.02)
P EREEE () 01 (.04) -.02(.05) 01 (.04) 04 (.04) .05 (.04)
RS2 TAEE .09 (.10) 317(12) 28" (.12) 01 (.11) -.04 (.10)
RIEZIH
RS2 TAEEZ T 46" (22) 657 (27) 487 (27) 517(23) 30(.22)
I
[ BERE R AR B 377 (.14) 467 (11)
iEei% R 11 23" 317 14 317
5 ¢ * FrP T B Unstandardized Coefficient (SE) « ° M4:81 : 0 = 53 L o

‘p<.1,’p<.05"p<.01

Boot CI = [.02, .42]) ~ EHRUEHIRETIEE KA (Effect = 48, SE=27,95% CI=[-.05,1.01])
BRI R PR T BEE /K (Effect = .22, Boot SE = .13, 95% Boot CI = [.01, .54]) ~ EHFCERA]
REEFIBAE/KHE (Effect = 30, SE = .22, 95% CI1 = [-.13,.73]) - BRGNS » BUREAGH A EIFE
ERGER - ERACRE R AT 2T IRUR - SCRHERE 3
P ARZELUE 8 Ak Baam E el R T RS R B R R (R R A (SR8 R (Hayes,
2013) o FHAMITAE 2T » B R44E30 (Index = -.15, Boot SE = .15, 95% Boot CI = [-.52, -08]) -
BERCR (Index = -.17, Boot SE = .17, 95% Boot CI = [-.58, .-11]) Z &gz M= glafatEn S ElE
MENEE 0 BURE R R EIRR R 2 e U R R B B K - G 2% LIRS T E
BRAER ~ BIRSRER 2 e = E B M B R A0 3% 3 AR - iR 3 Al |, » WEIRSEI S » EiG %
TARSEL TR ERESURE A L P A AR MR ZEFIBIE /KHE (¢ = .56, SE = .27, 95% CI = [.03,
1.10]) - [ R AR M (ab = .30, Boot SE = .18, 95% Boot CI = [.04, .80]) Hirh
FEEFSAHM: (ab = .17, Boot SE = .10, 95% Boot CI = [.02, .44] ) HFZEFREZE KAE  FEHNEEEERNCR
= EBE TIEEZ TN EFFER RS EBME R R ESIEEKE (¢ = .94, SE = 34,
95% CI = [.25, 1.62]) - ifii ELFHess SR AR AR FE (R AR 1 (ab = .35, Boot SE = .21, 95% Boot CI =
[.04, .89]) HirfEE(ERAEME (ab = .20, Boot SE = .13, 95% Boot CI = [.01, .52] ) H§EEFBEZ /K4 - #4
BRME » BURERE S TR T H RS & BRCRAE R BAR R MR A B S T A RERS AR -
SERRRS ARSI E S A (HEF BT AR E » SR SRR 4
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3 [EIRS S L IESE S T iR G A S S BRSNS B R B R (N =288)

A M EBARARME BB SE LL 95% CI UL 95% CI
-1SD (2.84) 81 43 -.05 1.67
B E M (3.72) .56 27 .03 1.10
+1SD (4.60) 31 39 -31 1.08
-1SD (2.84) 94 34 16 1.62
EfiEtves M (3.72) 39 21 -.04 81
+1SD (4.60) -16 30 =77 44
e PR (BRI Boot R#ERIR Boot SE LL 95% CI UL 95% CI
-1SD (2.84) 30 18 04 .80
EIRS &R M (3.72) 17 .10 .02 44
+1SD (4.60) .04 14 =22 38
-1SD (2.84) 35 21 04 89
HEREeR M (3.72) 20 13 01 52
+1SD (4.60) 05 19 -27 49

i RS BRI SRR AR = 5000 ¢ CI= {58l : LL="TR; UL= kX -

LLtL

nlﬂl
R GREIERER

HHIP BB TR S T ERER KR Z ACRETEIE - AARZEARZ IR R
HYEIRG R BRI S T 2 i » H o BEHRARHEL T TIEMAE » DI TIFER T HE
TRERE - WPRET & TAFEL TR B RS e K B RS R AV 2 B UR - BRI SRR Ry /3%
R KEREBEREFEETROR - W SERRE R R T RS E RE RE
ZIC RN ZE RIS - B o MR AR LI E 2 ST ERHRASE (40 > Gevers et al.,, 2006; Mohammed &
Angell, 2004; Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2011 ) > AGFFEHfE AN R RHECETE » TRENZ TIERES
TelE 7 R EAYR A - HE R ERS e RY 2 TAREAERA T T - S EUE (ERE A v & R
fERRE - BAELIF EER RN - BA A EETIE 7 AY3L3, (41 Kaplan, 2009;
Mohammed, Rizzuto, Hiller, Neuman & Chen, 2008 ) » 5t4ll Souitaris &1 Maestro (2010) Eff 2 L EEE
JERZ TAFERT - TR 380 R il B & A AR (AR IR A BT Ryt e o 1T ASH 55 Rk AR 22 78 DS 2 8
RFETR » WARFERS 2 2 TR —RR M RFIET R - SRRERRE T R EES LFEEE—F
SERVZ LR -

MAHZE4E SR T2 TR T BER SR - BRRRcR G BB G - B8 TR LIEEE S
% TAFEER R BRI TEBR RS E) - B - EER L TRy - NMEREEE—
TESEERG FEAYIERE (Bluedorn et al,, 1992) - DR —EFHmE » TREE4E &2 LIFE(EGIE
B EHRRERIR T [F) B B A - BOBTT RIS - 12 AR S SRR T B G I SR B LR
(Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2014) - [EF > BEZAIEIFICIEEL » s RS8R RS2 TERFI9IEE
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HERS G EA IR EZERUR - BUE L HFERCR—F (Souitaris & Maestro, 2010) -~ {H ¥ EI#G
HHIEEERATE - BV E BERSR B R EIRA N2 TIEER  HERSERIGHEEDE) - #BEEEA
JERII T2 25 S B — (RS i e IR~ BSRaTdh ~ e 5T - SR (Jones & Brown,
2005) - HEFSHATTAIRA Eim - 125 T A ARSI SRR RS -

A FE RS T ERGF EAEE T P E RS SR M B A R AR - BB EFERR —2 (Janicik
& Bartel, 2003; Weingart, 1992) - SR BRI AR SIFL S WEE A BT BIRS A & B BT (E 5 A R RIS
e B A=A (Thompson & Fine, 1999) - [fIAEA B IIEIRS A% (Bluedorn & Standife,
2004) - JCHZEHERSRCRAVHE MR - BT E sy o AR ERR R AR R
ERS 2 TAFE2 T M BB RS BRI S  Hop - HERSESURE 7 HERERCRA T2 -
EhEEE T &SNS (Williams & O’Reilly, 1998 ) EizH BRI % (van Knippenberg et al., 2004 )
HYERE - [EIRG R S FE] E B e ] (5 P (R o B RV R SR R R Y 2 SR AR - AR R e 1 ¥ Se il (5 A
RANG AR - AR TE ER ~ S - A4 W ERSIFRR ERRET Ry - T I R S B AR AR
FHHE BRI BREATTEMKIE - & BB IR IEMEM SERUETS » #EM R E#g %88 73% ( Chiocchio,
2007 ) -

% REBHRE R ER ISR AT R AT E A 20 TIEE % o W R R E
HEMERCR A B AR - DTSR B2 T e h iy E AV B AT (Tigen et
al., 2005; LePine et al., 2000) - BE4E MG Suffas )7 R [E - HA#E L& it Feas R —20 (1
Joshi & Roh, 2009) - IS EB EMMENERG S - 2 TIEELTTIHENEZE 2B g H5S
Rz EREZ TAFEZ i ERe RIR AV 2 B (R B AR MR B A i i > LA B ReR
J3 TR A BHER 1T LB RS R AR AR A R RR A R EAR - IR AR RS ~ RSB AR
B KA - BURTIRE s EB AR B A B AL E S T 2RV A E -
IR B E B Ak B R A EIAIESE H R HE &S E R IR IR (E 5 AIER T
SRS AR SRR - JReR R EIRSHY H AREL4R %L (Hertel, Konradt, & Orlikowski, 2004 ) - [fij
I AR R TN S 11 & o I Em YRR ( Gaertner & Dovidio, 2000; Jehn et al., 1999) - 7RE[] > 7£4H
AAAEMER R ERS T S BIES R B TR I E DU A A s A 7R SRR - (EEAR
EFZE T AV ERG R B 15 DU B BRAFHY LAFRIRR TR - TS B T EE A FE SR AL R R AT Y
i S » (SRR EE 25 BRI R AR Sy 7 Bl - ST e USRI MRS T s ~ B2 BT a5

(Janicik & Bartel, 2003 ) » {&{sE &R [EAI[A 2 B ERVG DIA R EEE - RIS A RS R
J: o

2 ARWFEA RN DAEE AR LS A TE AT - i DAIAG R & (8 A B [ i8Ry R AR PR a
HATEANEE A BEERTTER T ERSHT7C h HI MR TE - NMESRS BRI %
TCPERTR B > HP e B e RS R A B S AR, - AT L T R AR AR
PEEBIR RS - DU BRI 2 T S Ry e S -



ANEERHEFERES

FEF AR LAy TIEESSE D > 2 TR CERRRERE R > B LH SRS THEETET A
TG R TAEERG s & > AUTeas Fe ft MBI B s B H 5 = - §EREEIR S TIEsK
ZITEA BN TIEERRAEBRIE > A TRG2 TIFESE—EE - BEER - BRETIEA
EHE A RILE R TAFERS Y2 RIR - (A 2 e IR A FEE AR S p— L IEEAS -
DURRTHEIRSHIE RS RIR - [N - R 2 TAFRIE R 8 T TAFEREHY R REME - —RE
FEFER NIRRTV EIRG AR B T Re G HERS T e A REE -

AT FEIR R A Ry AR SR FE R B M - (IR AR SRR FE AR L EE A T T AR T HE Y
BRI (1S R s R B AG S Es  HALRE S (IR B A B IR R A [ i Al RE R AR
HVRATRR » f& RS E A s R HRRE B 1S e (B4R - Mehta A (2009) 52 7y EIAG IR AR £172
J& R R — T B RG HY 5 PGRENERR - AR ERE RS AR - (AL - sHARETEEE v] s L RS
ARG AR IR 1T Ry > Shpk R 2 HEr TR ~ S 1F - DUBSEES B AR LB A BRI RIS
HARZIRA - MeEFRY EEReE AV ESE -

ST > BB E AL A BB A S BRVAR - B RMEERAY B
RA - ERER RS PYE TEE A - BiEkE E SETHIETRE LD R AEHE
$ERE - R 2 TR EHE B ST B as oAb » B TAFaRaT - AHEREVE I vl & AUHEBAR R
B TR FIRAVE R -

b PRl

LGB 72 2 A2 Ry [ 2 » T AT B BT AR (AR AR b ] 25 e M AR R IE
F—AE P AEEHMUEZEZER (§] Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2011) ~ SRIZZEORAH[EHIE2EEEG (1
Mohammed & Angell, 2014) -~ [fIAWZE Z AR TAEMEER R38BT > HTAERETRE AR RAAZSE -
WA S T I B — AT ECTAFEIRG - o8 TORAE i ] i TR - SR HEE M » 7TRE
B A B EPEF S F T3 © M — M TR AR E ~ A - A RERc A EERY TAFSEIH - itk
—K - ERGE B S B WM 3 Foie [ PLSE B - A EIR TAEE RS E "TRE & AR EIRVRER - R
W W ARE RN R ERRHTER AR FEARTEAE B B B VIR RS (S AR IR MR B B8R -

EEAN - AOHTE 2 ERE R B EEG B E RIS - SRR (B - Ek o BETERGER
BATRE 2 FItt G AR 2 LB MR T BIAG 0~ BERAVEHE - e B 54s R - AL - B
HREBIVAE » ERERAFIISERCE IV S ERRRIEEHEE R AE - & -
RAKFFEIN AT [ 1 _E B RS S TR - BRIV AR - B2 R BRI AR IR N2
KEREREER BB RS - TS5 E M{E I S IEEBIErYILE 7 /A2 2 (common method
variance, CMV) &Ef& > ZAMM » AR A (EHIFRARAR R CMV 1955 (artifacts) -~ BREgEAEAL T
{EFTEELE O] RIS L %EE (Siemsen, Roth, & Oliveira, 2010) -



(% o TEETTE (cross-sectional ) HUNFZTEEET (E 15 A 27 B DA R S8 18 R IR B BE (% » TR 9T 818
e g 2 Er (time lag) (Mitchell & James, 2001 ) A TR EFHIEE - R ILEE
B F R ERS EE R Ty E A e A SRS E B 5 E T 77 AR o A R A A
SEEAEN -

R AE

PRI A 78 < s RE B TR - SR ATRE B IER AR SE 5 1 - E 5k > AT ZEst HryZ2EAEN A
% TARSE 2 7% ST TR ERG TPy 2 20U - ZRMME G e & T 2 %% » Shipp, Edwards 8
Lambert (2009) HELER AR Eo S > GEEER - CHAVIBIH LR - FAFRE - IR
Z B R wt A ~ TE IR 1T R - ARARWZEIN Al HRaf HA E RS B BRI E 1T &y - SEIRG R B 5 R
MY 7225 - 41 » Bluedorn B Martin (2008 ) B[#53 - {(EHG/E B E 4 4E - FTREC A BURK
FTRESE A VR - — TS RE AV A KT R PR EE R A B T AF ~ BB TR i B2 &
#HER - [ Zimbardo 81 Boyd (1999) #FEAG¥IEZE ~ BIE « R ZERE - BLEBUHREARE - 7]
S B 1 2 T MEAE AR G TP Y 2 B SR AR AR T RERAR [E) - SRR R 2 et 2 I ZE TR
B E R TR ERG A [E B YR S Eie i B A 5 IR R -

B A% TAFES T EISE Z HE » B R EEGERME RIS — O R E
AE 4% (Mohammed & Nadkarni, 2014) - ZA[f %8 AT RE & B REHE MG 5 EIRG LIFRI - THZE
AR T - R BN TFER BB B B A 2R - AFeaERAE L 2 T
ZITEHERS SR - BRRRER D HIA R ERVE SRR ERR - IR BRI AYAERANT ST - TTRERE
DR B & AR 5 o o0 BIERET IR ST BTN B B AR - P ARORIASE L m] 5 R PR A B
IR T Ry M BR A SSE S AR > B0 > EIREZE AT (team viability) (Bell & Marentette, 2011) ~ [E#G
FfjFEHE 77 (dynamic capabilities) ( Eisenhardt & Brown, 2000) ~ FffAFEE ~ SKH& 38 (Ancona,
Okhuysen, & Perlow, 2001 ) -

i%  AEBRET R ARRIFE Z T e AN 7 A BNR R — - B REE G » (B E
HEEE AT RE Y T B EE A 0 RIS Wood (1986) AYZTIE @ N ~ STFEME - 8)
REMRARIS - —— B T 2 U R AR R B Y B R B2 e e T gE A YRR TR (Mohammed &
Harrison, 2013 ) - Halbesleben, Novicevic, Harvey B Buckley (2003 ) 7R sl EFEE (temporal
complexity ) ¥f[EIEGEIHTHVEZM: - [ Stewart 81 Barrick (2000 ) 5 AR 73 00 PRET B #G (1745 AU REHY
TR » R FERE FEIRET BA B R B T IR T i TR AR 4 2 SR - A
BE—2K - fEmAE SR e E S L > S AR RIS 2 T S LR -

EEp
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