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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research is to use a paradox lens to explore the possibility of
coexistence of consideration and initiating structure leadership styles on a leader. By
employing the polynomial regression with response surface analysis, we explore the effect
of consideration and initiating structure leadership, consideration leadership, initiating
structure leadership and neither consideration nor initiating structure leadership on
subordinates’ task proficiency and counterproductive work behavior. Drawing on a 486
supervisor-subordinate dyads data in Taiwan, we found the following results: (1) The
subordinates’ task proficiency is higher under the consideration and initiating structure
leadership when compare with neither consideration nor initiating structure leadership, (2)
The counterproductive work behavior is lower under both consideration and initiating
structure leadership when compare with neither consideration nor initiating structure
leadership, (3) The subordinates’ task proficiency is higher under the consideration
leadership when compare with initiating structure leadership, (4) The counterproductive
work behavior is lower under consideration leadership when compare with initiating
structure leadership, and (5) The effect of consideration and initiating structure leadership
and consideration leadership on subordinates’ counterproductive work behavior and task
proficiency do not have significant differentiation. The only exception is when the
supervisor shows consideration and initiating structure leadership, we found that the
counterproductive work behavior of the subordinates is lower than that of the subordinates
whose supervisors show initiating structure leadership. Implications for research and

practice are discussed.
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WAL 1960 FA > HERMZBINITL KBRS BEETE ZNMRER - f8E
SEHE S7HYRA1 (consideration) Bi5E#H (initiating structure ) FTEEEAR4EE ( Hemphill,
1957 ; Fleishman, 1951, 1957 ) - B{EEBENFFEIENEE N L EZBE 50T A - BEM
ANER ~ FEEFEBE ERVEEEE (Fleishman, 1973 ) 5 (i) i #7 S5 B 1Y H 8 &A% HI
] EEEK EME - FEHSENUHFHEE BRI ERBEREBNIT K
( Fleishman, 1973 ) o ff Z ik )N 12 K B2 SHAE I 3¢ 2 4K 5 | <5 JEURH 7 71 S8 SRR i 52 2
LA EE AL - AT BGET IR By & B B I 2% & e R TR DA R SH A ST 9T 5 7 AR R
B » DRI 2 i B 132 B B SHEL BV AHBA BT ST - 12 1980 SR 2 1% BIMZ R AT H 467 &
iR HE ZEMIHIE (Judge, Piccolo, & Ilies, 2004 ) o 2R » 15 42 I BR 1T B2 K W
TEEHEESANER > RN T EREHEER T am T - AP EINIL KRR
WIS HE RS > B NEIREEEN - HE RN EEEE o DA HEBEERMS H
FRHIALE - A RE(EAZ RN R AU 50F (Judge etal., 2004 ) - Kt > Judge
F R ORISR AT B R B MR R AR BV 9T [ERZ E SR H BT (A S B 2
THE > WEREENEHEA -

BESsH HAESKH SRS EEMVESTH3 > DL EEm A RE
(volatile ) ~ N (uncertain ) ~ # 5 (complex ) FifE# (ambiguous) A VUCA HF
X > Smith and Lewis (2011) f5H{F /& (paradox) #fZpsfeft A FIEEfE—LLREL - i
ERRERE A G EAYE RS - FEAHS RS R s E B RS RE YRR T - 4
SR AN T DL & ARG R 5 e 2% A R 11 B Ry RS R B 1 J& $H 423 (Lavine, 2014
Lewis & Smith, 2014 ; Smith, Lewis, & Tushman, 2016 ; Waldman & Bowen, 2016 ) - Smith
etal. (2016) RWAIEFHEANE (both/and) HYELET » WIFTRKHFEEF LN ERAE
mm > BRI ps SE AR ST S B 7 o S W el 2 e B - R R R
fil—77 (WA EEE) B2 > & se GRS K 55— 07 (B E
o) HYFRZUFE K o —FFE— (either /or) E4EigFAV SR EEHE —2% (Smith et al,,
2016) > M#EAME (both/and) E4k - 5REHAYHZ FFFME (Lewis, 2000 ) B &) FE - i
P (Smith et al., 2016) - DUAIFEA B (LAY ¥ 17 BLE ZE 15 5% -
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FHY Judge et al. (2004 ) B85 & Bk 2 8 N 17 K207 E ZHF 5T DI HY B4 A Ak
H# > A REFFEE L 2 BB o JAT 8 25 A R 3 22 (R N 37 K B2 SH A A R A ST K
25 (B8]0 B8] 138 B L OH 28 LA {8 1) ¥ 45 SR 8B T Y 52 28 ( Badin, 1974 Fleishman & Harris,
1962 ) > %P1 K 7% 78 28 [2f] 198 B 7 K5 W e < 28 S A% 3 HLHY o] BE M o AW e BT dia iy B il
VERGEE > i B AN FE E R IR (consideration ) BEEARAI (initiating structure ) fY
SHEENE o BREAY B E A SHE AL - vl e A Z BN R F et - BE
SHEFEA BRI OB K - R AR H R RS S B i R A
R B ERRE RN FE IR S0 8 TIRE(ERS > mEREFEN LI - R ~ /A% > WL
A TAEAE T Ry 4% HAE (Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) 75 Wi 1 S5 B B %6 Pk 2 T Pl
TEH RN EEEITF (Fleishman, 1953 5 Yukl, 1971) « AR EFER
A& (both/and) YHEFTHA THYENE » BE4E T 08 B TIE R AEUA R R A58 14 0 BH
O o [EIRE NEE IR B 5 o SRR B IR T BT R o  BH E I A 52
CTAE RS - it T E R EH NS EEREFFENERE -

AW E (both/and) HYHEE H AT E (paradox ) AYEHE > SEHEZ A —HEE
HIFFAAE » [EIH Bk P AH B T 28 /Y SRS - W AE 7 JE WV IE5E  (r 7 Eh B8 F % (Smith et al.,
2016) -« TF EHVE HETE " WH E 28 E Al XA A BA 00 2 Z eI R R 7 -
@R B ERNEZNE T — & FEELY - HE B EERELFRAEA —A
AR - H— R ATREFREI N GHAY (Lewis, 2000) ;o FIAIEEFE LR E A
R b BRI EIA & > SEEVEN EEAHERI A A ZF 4 o NAEEH
JERE R E N EMmAN  BRIFNIRAESNFENSE  GNs2 > HEELKHE
RRUAM R FACH T #E 2SR ZE RSB H AR (Smith et al., 2016) « 4} > FE A BEH
b ST HR T SRS T ERE BRI AT o I REE B T THIENEES
A H—J7H  BEETEAEAENEATFR - BRLIEE F R T/EH AV HAG
(Zhang, Waldman, Han, & Li, 2015 ) » [K[Fh 904 & 1 B 1 &8 F HIEE 2 /H B & &0 r
[E1&55E - Zhang et al. (2015) 2 HEEEFE A EEH (people management) YT [E
HEAT Fy (paradoxical leadership behavior, PLB ) 54 » {th IR F2 (5 B A7 JEHY R
Ml 5 HHHEE R T RHERGE RS LAVFR K DU BRI AV IARE - ML 75 22 [ HeF 2 B A
EDE T A BRGNP G EEIT R B0 T EREEES B X EALE TS
HIE OB A Fey T ERMERFASRIEGI N nsF B M T R ST TAEZE R X e
ST EEYE | T BRORFFEEEE SR ATEERE | 5F 0 Zhang et al. (2015) AYBFFEH IR - =
BRI JEEET R BEH TAEER (Pl GRTT Ry ~ MIEIT R ~ T EfEMR
TR etk -
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&f LRI > op JE YR B R 58 N e AR B T YRR oK 0 DUHES R K ERY
B 5 (Cameron, 1986 ; Lewis, 2000 ) - i FYERBLBEAR T —F ¥ — (either / or) HY{H
IR - B2 PR3EENE (both/and ) Y FE4E 2 R E 4H 45 Fr A1 FR Y S AE B 9R 525 > DUEJHRE 9
AR —EAIAE A R BV Wb - R N E B R A RIS EE A B EH | 250 & (both
/and) FEHEEPEEEHEZFEMMEE TTAVERE S - REEE IR ORAY L F B - WEH
BHEIJGREIEET] -

WA R E T ERARMEHERRR » gRALNBN LR EE - £
F7 > s FE S R UK B S IE 1H {7 A ( Basker, Sverdrup, Schei, & Sandvik, 2020 ; Judge
etal., 2004 ; Lowin, Hrapchak, & Kavanagh, 1969 ) o [fij & F- %5 3 & # S0 2 i F& % > —
TR TAFERL ~ TAFREE ~ IR 8 B 3 A IR HY 52 2 (Basker et al.,
2020 ; Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ; Judge et al., 2004 ; Walumbwa, Hsu, Wu, Misati, &
Christensen-Salem, 2019 ) > 55— J5Hl » 41E B EBHVEERK » #2% - NmEEmET A
( Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) - ZA1fj » Huang, Davison, Liu, and Gu (2008 ) Z%IR B [s7Ed
TEFA A B S & o7 Al A B B AR A E L B9 B THIER Yy SRR 8 R E
HEBFIE R THER > ZAVERE - BRI AE RS —E I ER R REAE - W
i L E DR SRR S E A HE S - FIL > BEHTT R0 5 EEE RS L E
R SH B EAE B B HE R AE Y45 5w ( Schriesheim, 1982 )& 5 &Y - Huang et al.( 2008 )
HIBF 72 45 SR EUR SH S 7 R B E LR B EAS 3 2 - WINHENARE 2 B E R -

[FEIBEHT - Wang etal. (2018 ) FEHRET 5 & FUH A T HY(C 28 S Bl HEH L B T4
RO B TE R E AR Ry 2e - WL C A S B R R — o B S
e Ry i R PR & 1 — (either /or) T4 - HE(C 28 SH B HE <H B0 Ry 73 3 | M 11
HYZRE - AR EBERRRAEE o AU i R - 2 5R BE BB E M S
FRIR AT DAY & S 4 W & 3t Z B & (both /and ) SHAEY 5 A4 S HY SHE A S -

B AR BR 8B i B R S B BT AR P S Y o B B AR A S 0 DA
HTHIAR A 3 SR ERET R B B E AR A A (AR 1) - iR I T R 12 W fE S S A
RO > Rl Ry s R R m E A - R S E M - S BB R E R - (KRR K
TEHFHEEER (Kerr, Schriesheim, Murphy, & Stogdill, 1974 ) o {H#% AW} 72 48 & EH )+
1 (either/or) WYEYE > KW EEEESHNETT R " &8 ) U
% (Badin, 1974 ; Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) » #-F i/ DI 3625318 (both / and ) Y
J& 4 - 5 R 1B L AR P T G RS SR LAY RTRE M o IR AN 9% 2 — 20 =5 R o 1R B
JE R SR JEAS 2 R AR BAME - DA i fE SH A S R (R 4H & 2 [ T BE AR A A1 & Ak
P HEAH 822 (Judge et al., 2004 ; Schriesheim, House, & Kerr, 1976 ) A% °
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{515 24E (task proficiency ) {445 1] LLIE = {E ( formalized ) H R~ %% ( embedded )
AL AREE TR A AT By > BT R B B T 5 T e (B A S Ho g s iy e B S B R
HYFE[E ( Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007 ) « {E¢AE FARER - (& A YL HE 2UE BT 55 M 48
2 ( task performance )( Borman & Motowidlo, 1993 ) 8 T E 177 £ (job role behavior )

( Welbourne, Johnson, & Erez, 1998 ) ZFEff-& & UIFHE » A H 45 & Campbell (1990) 2
HEYE E TAE (job-specific) ~ JE4;E TAF (non-job-specific ) BI=EET 158 ( written and
oral ) FE(EBIEAVERIRL S o (LG 2AE T g B8 A 2 A BB F A (Locke & Latham,
1990) - 3 H AT DAWE (R B T3 HFREEARE JJAY(S .0 (Dreher, 1982) » DL Kz e AAFIHY T
SKEE ST (Deci, 1971 ) « BEZAHEAT Ry 2 B A /D (B2 3 AR T Hauschildt
and Konradt (2012) 5 E #HE (self-leadership ) HEH{E A HYEFHE PVEH F 7 B
FHFEE ; Martin, Liao, and Campbell( 2013 )t ¥t 57~ ( directive )48 & B f#( empowering )
HEMWEAEE RS RESE S TEFEAEEA ERFZE 0 DK Vinitha Sree and
Gunaseelan (2017 ) B 58 B 182 B i #3 <5 25 JEUAS 36 3500 J88 (1) 708 B MR 68U IE M Y s B R /D
ez oh o S D E R HA S A SRR B T BB SR 2T -

A BiE 1990 FARHFEADIAR » W5 E A2 E T B ( counterproductive work
behavior, CWB) HYIHZT L8R — H £ 4514 & ( Fox & Spector, 2005 ) » 7 4E ZE 1T B LAE
T by 18 S 4 A8 TG 40 4 B R B EHVEUE 1T By ( Bennett & Robinson, 2000 ; Dalal,
2005 ; Robinson & Bennett, 1995, 1997 ) » [Nt A FE{T By BHaH 8k Bk S YRt & =
AAEEPE - RAEETRGERZENIIET R  BEARRK - 85  GERE =
BMERELSE  HRERIE N R AEET G EFEER LIESA (Aquino, Lewis, &
Bradfield, 1999 ; Bennett & Robinson, 2000 ) » i H ¥ (& A F14H 4% 5 5 8 E 1Y 72 &

(O’Leary-Kelly, Griffin, & Glew, 1996 ) o #1tiGt 5 A2 A 1T Ry 1 B AH 85 1Y A %5 il A = 722
BFHEE &3 T ( Bensimon, 1994 ; Buss, 1993 ; Camara & Schneider, 1994 ; Coffin, 2003 )>
GIEMARANGERARE - RAEET HEESER BN TR & BT

( Vardi & Weitz, 2004 ) - (Rt » T f# 8 Q) & @ S AR B A a1 Ry 4B 2 9F
HEEMN - AMAEEER 30 £ HA/DESSTHR N HENHIT (Berry, Ones, &
Sackett, 2007 ; Dalal, 2005 ; Hershcovis et al., 2007 ; Salgado, 2002 ) f@ls 7 fZ 4 ET A
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BRI - [RGB IETTH > WHoe & B A FETIRZ 0I5 (Berry etal., 2007 ) > H
il A5 A PR E2E ~ BEE RGN TN S 5870 (Hershcovis et al., 2007 ) = EJR{E
ANBEZ R S 5K E » Townsend, Phillips, and Elkins ( 2000 ) #%F5 55 17 B B 58 Y
HE - I BB G (LMX) AR RILEE TIESTT Aim =P E AN & OEE
& HREGREEE TR - et EREHRR - E2FK4E T (Hoel, Einarsen, &
Cooper, 2002 : Keashly & Jagatic, 2003 ) - BI{E41L - WHZESEETT B R A BT B &
IR ZE Ty B AR ¥HE = (Judge, Woolf, Hurst, & Livingston, 2008 ) » %) {482 7 8l f7 4
FEAT R G TR - (B8R FRE » M I ZENR BB E HEE g
BETHIREETR WA & E M (SLT, Bandura, 1973, 1977 ) AU ELH 3
B Tl a7 2 i B AV 17 B ( Neubert, Kacmar, Carlson, Chonko, & Roberts, 2008 )»
TEFREARME (Fl20 > SEEMA) EEH (Fl - EIZAERERE ) 1YHEEERE ]
BE A BN BT R d o tHSR L EII S S AR 1T R At TARIRE R RIS RN &8 - 78
DERIAHREATH ST S > Holtz and Harold (2013 ) HYWFE 28 3R E T B SR EL S E #H(KEE Y
HEREME - HEH TERE B S ENREET R -

ARIAFEIRER4Y Judge et al. (2004) HYEFESUHINIZC 704 » B 2 EAEER A
BT ER ST BE 1 L E L SE L EAS BN B 11T RS2 2 o Fleishman and Harris (1962) 1Y
st A IR E I o H50 0 MEEEEEREE MEAXOERFEE S
] R (S SR B SRS Y 78 42 5 o MR R P IR 36 310 g ' ek 10 1 B B SRR R B R
B&E = E R EERASN TE > bem HE NIRRT > & A Hb 5 i S 570 o s ik o 1
BIFRER W TH & H T Rl s2 2 0 H2R > BREBLE SIEEHN B TT A E s — %
HH4R o NI AWt H 2 HE 008 (polynomial regression ) Eif7 fEHHH (response
surface ) Z3#fr » — 77 [A] AJ £ 5T Wi 1 SH B JEUARS 2 TV IR 4R 1Bl 4 > 55— T T HIl o] SE A 48
E1H%¢ (Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ; Holtz & Harold, 2013 ; Seltzer & Numerof, 1988 )
TR B AR SE R RS oh o PRI ch —fEAEE EAR By B ST > 5 — TS AR By B A
SIE - LW EE RIS S SRS IEEEM RN - &g > FHEEZSHEA BT
SHUEE > BB = 4272 AT R T - DA fF2 i (I TR I 588 T Bl 4 B 2 T 2 4] 11 )
& EMASESRHFEE T R G =M aEABNARE

WNEZ > FAEAFEEMHTIE DL WEMAFAFIE (both/and) Z R B
WA DR R A IR — BB T2 R L FHY AT REME (Liischer & Lewis,
2008) - (Al > ARFEA W E EEER - B> BEAFEURE R LTS B EEE
M BB HE FET > Br T ATURAI S (Jia, Yan, Cai, & Liu, 2018 ; Wang et
al., 2018 ) e 27 0 & HY S8 4 FH > WA 9 L Ay SR 2B (At RY B e 5 RUSH A ~
RAE BT E ) Hb > TR AT T & 8 4RGSR R R I M SR B A i
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HEE > MHSTHPE - H) > KRR ENZUFRAIE (both/and) [YE4E » [HH
= B R B E A S 2 X E AR > WERIRRMER A 5 7E (IR R S TE
B o) - TR S A (IR EE - RS  EFNEE - BUEEE) ¥
RETHIEETR ((EFERNE) KAETR (REETR) P2 -

B\~ SURKERET

— ~ BN AR Y B REE E B

£ 1960 FAERERZMINTLREZHEEFFEM T A RHENTT HIEE » B
T B9 PR B R R A R CH SRR o BRI CHAE RS B IR T E B E BNV % 0 I
B EEGENERE L TEGEENBENEEAEE 2% TRIE > BUEIBEAEF L
M R R E R R AERE > FR R E e R E B BRI ] s o R
J& R RIS T Eh o It X AR Ryl (%217 (Bass, 1990 ; Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) -
BB EEE T E AN BRI EENRG > SIEREE T EREWE > I
HH CSE TSI EE J1 78 M5 0 o MR MY > & $7 SH B JEAS 1Y 32 % Ril 58 38 B FIk & 1755
GRRG L H AR EE Y - B R B R > E S E RS T E A R R E B OB
BRIVE % > 5T B 4EE B IET & BHREN T/F HAE - FrAmEETT BE LUMEIS ERK
Ry & HY (Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) « HELESR » & B A EEE & LUEBELH
EENEIR R > I F R @RI R EREEES > RS IR TIEN T
T ELFEAE (Fleishman, 1973 ) o

FEB R FETT REINT T —EARZ B - B BORUE S HE TR HY
BHZE SR TP E S R AT Z RV E I - MEAE W ETT R OIP 2B B R H K F R
(> E 72 BRI B E K SR B AR BB T 5 RE S N AR 1T AR - Judge etal. (2004) i 3EST
—IF&RER AT o PR AL T R R ELE M SR N E A R i B AR - R ERE Y LIE
MEE - BEEHEEAREE  BEENEI - TENITIFESR - BRI HEE
FOREA RN - BER<R L ELIE E 2 0 B Y45 S UIAHRE - 1 E 1R <8 28 Al B 48 A vy &
R UIRHRE o LLoh - e 2R B <R 25 B F S P BB [ = TR R B R N AE e & )
Hy e E FE AT 2 A B > (LR 18 R L i R FE RO A B MR PR E M B H 58 (Judge et al.,
2004 ) -
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= PEHER

PE TR g (paradox ) 245 ' WiAHE 22 (EAIAE I BEIBA Y 22 22 B I [ HE RS
T RFE G (B R B W Z R H h 2 — B & & PR R 1Y > 2R 6] 05 =% W & A
AER—HHEAHE  E2ZEARETE A RNEH (Lewis, 2000) - | FEEEHLE
22 T 70w 8 2 A [E AV 7R oK > DU ERS & HH H ok 81V B R ( Cameron, 19865 Lewis, 2000 )e
BEAR T & 1E— (either/or) AYE4HE > (XERFEA W E (both /and) HYF G fE 4 75 fE
GHERPT A EE Y SRR IR S 2 - DUEIR N — 2l O G R Wit o BEZRTE T
Wil e R HL oh — U > A DA AHARE THSSRIEE: > EREIHNEREE > ErE R
Yt (R B TE ST ESR BBMY 55— R (R U504 » DABRZR 41 &8 0 n] [E] i Je AH B ey 07
&5k (Smith et al., 2016 ) °

WS E IR J§ AR B R HEE T(F L ¥ #E AR TT7A (Zhang et al.,
2015 ) - BT a5 2 X sk M S Y AR TR a5 Wil - Wit I E4R 5 i T e
AV HERS ~ B AV BB A (K7F (Fang, 2010) o Jth— 8 R6 A [F] )70 78 U7 HE 888 2 oy

( contingency theories ) HYEIBL - MEEEHE FIREEZHNT h R EBRELEEET

FEIRSEELT By DASHEEEIARNE - WA S EARE LR & E—
(either / or) HYSREME ( Smith & Lewis, 2011 ) o ZRT 3 77 [ 5 B2 0V B BLRIE K #EE -
B MY IIHE (Peng & Nisbett, 1999 ) » Fi A YAV H 11 BT 28 - ALIRER
F1E— (either/or) WYEHELMRA - MELFEFIE (both/and) MY E RSB LY
BUBL RIS AT > o — (AR E R S E) B Y 2298 (Zhang et al., 2015) -

Br T 4H&R H EREY P BB LN - T2 AN BB T | B AR RS T ZE Y
EOKEL 151 © Zhang et al. (2015) SR B FEHREESEHHK T (self-centeredness )
Eilftir A H.0 (other-centeredness ) B H0 &8 B (rFF BEEl SOR KR ~ S E M5 508 LA
ZEMEAER - T LIEZEOR X narEtE - RAARE e ESEE - Rt TR+
BEREEERIEE N EBR A — e _HE P M ERE > KEZEE
ZHWAFHETEEME (Lischer & Lewis, 2008 ) » #sE407E4H A% AV A\ BE H LB F 50
BT EHEET] -

= PEHRERZBINIARHREERFTERABZES

Kerretal. (1974 ) WY R BA 15 8L 2 B Wi fef 9H 2 A TE S BV 0 08 - BdE
A R RS RS ER - KRB ER - SRR R E B R R R R E
Fi o A 8 A 78 4 B BRI B E AR SH RS 2 M 2 A M EAME (Judge et al., 2004
Schriesheim et al., 1976 ; Weissenberg & Kavanagh, 1972 ) o {H %7851 %8 2= $1 ¥ 68 [ B 2 4
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SHE A IIFZE (Badin, 1974 5 Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) » & 2515 5 i 2 1 B % B 18
LY H T > A6 EE 28 W T SH B RS 2 [ R fF AR B M - B2 R &R BT s & 93 B 2k
EpsB W M O AEH (Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ; House, Filley, & Kerr, 1971 ; Seltzer
& Numerof, 1988 ) o {H 2 {E &L HY FH G0 R 75 A7 M5 56 B =5 FE B 198 Bl 7 AR SR A LA 2
IR EAEH » W& R b MO (SRR SER -~ R RER - SR
RER K SER) 2B TIT w85 -

PRI > ANBH 96 £ 22 (PN 17 K B2 P 38 Je A R 188 B i A 9 28 T A B or S T B R 4
& BEBLE R AR EEES YRR (Denison, Hooijberg, & Quinn, 1995) » & HEH
(5] s L R R B i R Y S SRS » IR R FH3E A& (both/and ) HYE4E » KR
AL ZER I JE R K - ERI S L HIHE T HAEEIF R - EEFHEEIE (both /
and ) AYEEG 4 E F it Wangetal. (2018) ZX & FNAHEAYHHTT » (= 28 <5 25 Bl i M <H 2
W By T8 T B[ S B AV SR JEAS - IR R R BB R EF AN T E » BE
0 Ja B S R i 3 i LB R 7 RV R R o BRAD 0 INEBTTEEER o {0 e R (R A SH
AV EE - 35 HE AR AVRZREIS - S5 08 A S 08 (0 e B FR SR 2 R K 5 H2 & )
JERHEREASH EE - Hiem e R RS - JIlE KiE 3G o 508 & w7 A Hys
% ( Cummins, 1971 ; Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) - ZE ¢ 1B YA E 2K » Gangl, Priifer,
and Schulz-Hardt (2019 ) & ¥ RH (3290 2 EAS 7Y B w2 BCH » 11 E #R S R Y £ 78
WA RS+ 1T 9 A8 SH 2 BV S oy iR 2 R B #0 s2 BB B # ey Eed

AHFEHF Kerretal. (1974) Frig Ay PUFEERAY » (REC(E BIR PR 53 F B I A 9
B (aEEsES)  BEREAE (SREER)  EREE (RERSER) ME
HE (EREIRERER ) - AAZRFENERIDEHE Bl EERE THEY LIERE
B REVAA SNG4 T BN BERE L > FIRF SRE B R PRI RE (7 > SR BT BRI LBy
fE AR A SE R AR (RS - HKo AWt e AV B RH R 15 £ B s i B s R oKL &
AT ENE S B AR - sBh EEE S < T E R - RN EREERIEEE
ST BP S AR HE ~ 0T~ SERRAIEERS - MHEENFIF B3R A = HARAYTT Fy (Fleishman &
Harris, 1962 ) o i 1% £/8 BE AR B E0 8 L BIHVE.O 8L » TRk = B TR EBAVIEIR
EAMAE Z RS - T8 R BUEHE -

AEF AR R AEPRET & 1 — (either/or) HE B TITHHYEE > K
B AR A E (both /and) KRS > FRETRBILAEE  FHE— (either/or)
HRE R B BUE SIS ~ DU &9 (neither /nor) AYRESHE 2 > $R B TIE
HTR (EBERE) BEaEmTh (REETR) WEERMZRME -
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v~ DURE RS RS A B AT R HI R R

fE#% Sluss and Ashforth (2007) f2HAYRAZSLE (relational identity ) ¥ » 204
G EG 2R 2 MR EE) ~ B - ngE- - Fo8 - DLETEHEZMER
Bl EHAaEGNEII SR T EETEHEN DB > e T ERXNS
RENBNTEEANT AR - HEN > g8 HERXNE AHETENITBES
BT R 23R (Lewicki & Bunker, 1996 ) » 1] B, =& BEAER B HYRE 5 & 77 #0H 1=) B AH 3
PR LERV B (%50 E - USSR A aRlc > TBHEENHILAEREGNERE > &7
TERENITRREE > HIL RS TERIEFEIE (both/and) 5 &G 7% HE
> EBRERINF 2% T ENRM B EREET R WAH FTEMBHENT HES
TE TR G L A HE EERIAGENR G L o i > BB EEE T E EH
HENTRER RN EZEILE REHYH SRS E M 20K > I UEHFI1T Bk
B DA [0 2 B 0 S R B A Y HA R B TAE K - R0 > & EE R ARRIEEE -
REG T ER BTN TAFZEK » AR HEZEERAERUEHEE - IS A2 5
FTENEREETR  NHEITEHW BT Z ARV T Z R - (fHER= T
TER% (Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ) » I HEEDIFRT& TIE A GV TIERYEXK > &
ACES B E RV E B S PE (Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007 ) - Rt » RiF5eEz H R4
T €

HI: T FE IR AEN L8 B EHEIE SR LB RE BT EEEE -

HZ > [FfEIR#E Sluss and Ashforth (2007) HYRA 40 E M am » BIRPUEEEN T
B A FAENLE (both/and ) HY &G 7 H B P @R BR300 E - 808 B R R A
P EENRIEEET A AR E EENEREETRE - HEAEENIERN G L1F)
EREUWEIRE R EENL > AT LB S MBS - IRGh = BB T E KAV
MEfER - BERH SR I TIF AR E s ERAEAE S - B R RH L EUE B LL ¥ Neuman and
Baron (2005) ##|AY#LE) - MEMEIE X EE1T B (aggressive leadership behaviors ) »
FERREMEEEEAENENSG/ DV EZEEGE  SEOHNBELEAREZE -
Skogstad, Einarsen, Torsheim, Aasland, and Hetland (2007 ) 757 2 ¥5f 2 & 50 4H 8% 7 4=
AW EAHET R AN ERR AN 8 - A8 H BEFERT A (20 A
BZ =20 BT E STy E) - MENEET R BT BEEFRNE
2o MaEEELE NI AN RECZRA AT RE I M #E S 0y S A& 1T Ky
( Chen & Spector, 1992 ; Fox & Spector, 1999 ; Spector, 1978 ) - fRIZF#LPT — DL EEFE A
(frustration-aggression model ) ( Fox & Spector,1999) » & THR[gE B EEIT M
SRIEE TAESG ey LR < 1B TEREU A ETT Al st sl B =S R AR E B
TAEFERERY HAR » 50 H 2 R B 4H S s g SV AR - RIBE - R ZEfe i DA T (G -
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H2: BB EIRAEN EE BB AEETRERNR EEREBEEETEE -

MRIEEF T & 25 Homans (1958) 2yt &rzc ## zw ( social exchange theory,
SET) > Hg#E &Ry - BUAN I H B A G EAEE » K58 5 S Y
i (Blau,1964) - fiiEf@ @2 e Hrp— 04T > 55— 77 R 07 11T Ry i
RIE (A E = 0 Ik —fExc#EEE ( Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005) - 554p » Blau

(1964) &5 " ASHARAAI T S RE 55— T 0VKEE - BNV KT B G M A&

GrolHE o AR s B HE 2 ESEEN o MAEZ&E— (either/
or) HHIREHEE - v T E NI B EEE RVER > BE LA SR EEE
TR E > e AR S BB EUE (T (Chen, Eberly, Chiang, Farh, & Cheng, 2014) -
LA > FERIEEENT RER - BN TE IS 2 MEEAEIr - it - &
FE RN IEEEN R R EERGN SR T  EEEA TS ERIYH
%1% (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995) - 7 ftt & A7 5m vl #Esm 20 & Ky 1 [BIR B TE T/
HIRAC ~ S FFEE B IR A B S S RE R DA [ B TAERIRAE R [OFE »
ME TS KE A By T A G5V B B2 4H el ( Campbell, 1990) - iy H 4 & <SS #A R £ 7T LA
PO T/E4E %0 (Kamdar & Van Dyne, 2007 ) - S{EF5HE S I RE M A T EBLE B 2
> A EETHE g EREN—ETX > TE RS ERIEEE BT E & T 5
tEEERESE EHEENEE » HHEEEREERL TIERFERE - NI > AifEiR
DU e

H3 : £ &% A SE RS o o R R R B Y £ - BB EB R E
Gk B R S E R HE AR E

Lambert, Tepper, Carr, Holt, and Barelka (2012) & H'&E FE L= EHEENEIR
B - @l R XA TIEA B E0R FihZ eV ERMEE RN ZEHER - &
EHEER BETEN AT PMFIESER TN TI/EERNRE - I > T EEZEE Y
IEMAENEE > &G TEEFEN TIEER > AEfEEReSH EEEE (trust
in the supervisor) ~ T{EJEE (job satisfaction ) LK {5 &M 4H 4% & 5% (affective
organizational commitment ) - 2 FE 1Y & #9528 A B D K2 4 1T s ( Neubert
etal., 2008 ) - ZAIf & EEAREHIEIIE R EENIEE  ZFSENEHEE > E2
B Y E R HEN TR K EARN BN EEEgRaE Hh&E R - e
HE B EENNEE - TENWE > DUARIE AV BV AH @ REE - i 5 S
HIEHE A RIT R HAERETHNAEARE » TENSEMR TR EAHE - MEE
HEFIPR I T EL (Tripp & Bies, 2009 ) 2 175 A A 58 & 14 il & T 09 #47 B (18 #E /2 4
FE{T By (Chen & Spector, 1992 ; Fox & Spector, 1999 ; Spector, 1978 ) - fHE M » & &
[EIARARIHET By WZRH B E N REEEN TR R KER > BEHTETENEE - L

Bk
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TEMEIE > DURE B 4 oK as B & 1271 - BN EE R ho =R R SRR - 2
FEENREEE > EEBBEHBIRER  FANNIEN RIFEE > DRSS
PRIFIEEBE 5 (Tripp & Bies, 2009) -

Hit > FimEER O ZAREENERAE  SgHEEES AmZE - M
EEEBHERBREER > A EERNEMEAEENEEANE RS - Wi E @210
EIEEEY B E B & B e A E RSN HE S iR g AR R TE R
N 5 AR AN e R 17 48 RO Y T/EREE (1smail, Ong, Tan, Ibrahim, Ajis, & Dollah,
2009) - [EEBLAMSEM EEN(EE (Mitchell & Ambrose, 2007 ) - SEF&H &R = 175
& 5 (affective commitment ) B 4% 45 7K 57 ( continuous commitment ) ~ # & & &% ( normative
commitment) - &S E]AE &4 00 B AH 4% 2217 & (organizational deviance ) HYH[EEM:

(Demir, 2011) - [Nt » ABFFEHEH LT RGER ¢

H4 : FEZFHEFE Ay HE RS T - RS e R EE RSN EE - R B EET R
G LB e S B A -

fEFR DL BTG 2 1% > AT DL BRI EA N E (both/and ) HYE LI 7 SH 2
S F ¥ — (either /or) SHAEEAEHIVEEESE  EHETBNEBEFEANEEFIE
mHY R T MBI AEET BAIER B &IV 2 )] o ik Sluss and Ashforth
(2007) $2 F 5 BLES & RA %50 E (relational identity ) FYMES: - @ ¥ L ET HHIK
FE > S (iREE 1Y B BRI &AM E I B EE 5T A (role-based ) FI{# A ( person-based )
HIRREARE - b2 & 1B R S B0 R H BT fyl - B8 [0l fE B 1Y E MEEA T Ky -
2% 1B RN EEET RAETL HIGRE - Wit - RIS E R RIS
HEFE T EPLIEE Z T ILAY{EER{% (Chen et al., 2014 ; Fleishman & Salter,
1963 ) > (HEREE T E R E M HENT - A v SRR S H AR T B H HBAE Y E0K T2t
BE I CHE 58 > RIS 50 @ i B DL & iR B A B R S AR AT Ry > 2R [BlfE
BB R HEEAVRARE

£ 1990 FEAWHAH R G sm iy 8 E &K 2 — 2 e0akE| —#1#E— (either / or)
By 591 FE R E (both/and ) B4V E =14 (Komives, 2001 ) - Smith and Lewis
(2011) SR A ZAEFFHENRIFA M - HEE TR E I 2 Bl 38 F JE Y 4k -
1M & R HEA RS TR 2 —fEE# ( Zhang et al., 2015 )- Smith, Lewis,
and Tushman (2016) 5 N EHEH B FELEEE - I HEEEN A O EER S0
A 2B PUEALEE - M =] DUE B HL4H 48 2 B Eh RE S Hr Gk RE » B {4 — F i —aY<H
AAEEE - ¥ TR HE R AR E S L E L AR M R [ RV RIS B Y
Gy~ AR EMELL R E LM PEE - Hit » L FHE—-HEHIREEE - JIfEE
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EHEENREEE  BEET AN ER I REEE R L3I E 30y R g 10 HE
KIFK - BIME Z > NE 25 R B E HH H S ER B A A S EAE - EHEE
A& (both/and) HYZF & B4 - FEREAROMMA —F1¥E— (either/or) AY[RHI ( Zhang
etal.,2015) o [RIIL > A% $E 5 BE 197 B2 0 R 36 5L 1 o e ol 75 S A LA > 088 TR RK
ROVIERFZEE SN B E R EEE M E R EERN K2 HEE TIERRN
B[R] B R 3 YR R G L E B CH AR o B AR DA 2 SRR

£
X e

H5-1: fESBEBEAE L E - EEREFRELE ZWRIIFEENEEREES
BRI EE - ZREEE -

H5-2: FESBEBEFE T H - LEREFREL S ZWRIIFEENEZEEE SN E
BRI EHE -2 EREE

H6-1 : fEEf S AT R T - EERIRE
B R B E

H6-2 : fEM B A EIT R - EERE AN S 2 WEIIREEN B RN
B -2 ENEE -

RE

:]n

HW

L R TR S e B RR RN £

2~ FIRGA

—  MIREAEER AEEF

A FERA M EHE AT ARG ——HIR A E EH A BB R T
SHEE TR s A VRS > EHEFHRERA T UM S - K REHEESHC ¥ 7 G HY IEHE
YRR G H RS - HAAME L HREGRB SR AT D BET SR M
GRS BRE OGN EREEIHELE AR FEGRBATEREZNE
SRS T E N e

& LG HIER o7 AR T AIE (8 A B i 45 °F & — SurveyCake #ETT35 7 - AHF5E[E
BRELHEAERESHE ZETER  sHE 28 B ETRBRY > LA
iEERMEEEGES  HEBLAFEARERE ID B i AMGES » &
DR%@% Ko BEANR T REHRE M B AL S HHIEAL - (EHAEH RO LS AR

A EEEN LAREEE S EHSHGREER  SFHEEERES
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BRI IR PR AR AT 7S T2 A (B A - (AW E o] USRS #E IR
W IS BOB LR B & A 18 2 1 AR B SR T BE B BR AL - DAF RS 5 1 2438
MG YRR © Btk > Ry T IRE AR EWCR A RE > AT FElE A 57 5¢ Bl R P

BIEEH — /e ©

BEAN - Ry T R A E[E] )75 2 (common method variance, CMV ) » AHf5EER
Y W P B G BT 38 T > 25— PE BB B X G 3 U R PR =28 - By 7 AR Wi P
ERHVECE » SRR I EETE AT SERHAES » WHEEH H T ERIR B ER
HEEMENEEANT RERETIHS £ ERAIR T EH S BN EFEE -
RAETREEHETHR -

= IRBEEE

Kz THAEE LBDQ-XI &% Hi @ (EHMHE AT &% LA ET Fy & 2% - Stogdill
(1963) #Y LBDQ-XII £ » 345 20 78 » A1 2 [ 158 90 5 EURS B i 1L 98 28 JEUA W jE TH

% 10 H > BEEEEE 2 fED TR EE RSB TH? - TN TEEREYE R
THREMKERFIERBRMS THE? |, % EFEERSE 2 FIED "R EEZ
g IR SR B R B B M 3 TAERVZEK 2 ~ TRV EE 2 S eEh i R T
KA BRI S ? | % s BFE R Likert tEEBR (1=1C R » 7=40 2401 ) K
EWEH T EHERMNAEREE - 550 > PR Griffinetal. (2007 ) HY{ERS & {55
WA ESR - A 3 B FIEN " S EE T DRI 58 B Ga b B9 R 0 T
fE o 5 ~ TEfrE)E o] USSP ERR P se it b B 0 A » o % Ky Likert 7XEL
ER (1=3FEAFEE  6=9FFEFRE) KEELTEHTBEBHEAENNERE - £
N A ETT By RIlEE A Dalal, Lam, Weiss, Welch, and Hulin (2009) WY AEET HETR
£ 8 8 - PR TS A E S E LI R B B B R R B - L T B ES
Fakam ATy UE o %> By Likert TEEE R (1=1E120 > 7T=82Wt) K&
FEHE SR EET HIAEREE -

PRILZ 4N - IRIBEEHE ST HEVHEBT - BntER] - FieEEEFRERE
KA FEITEA 2 (Berry, Ones, & Sackett, 2007 ; Hershcovis et al., 2007 ; Zhang et
al., 2015 )« [F]0F - 45 MR L IR A ] BE 52 B 80 & Y S 4 7E 1T & ( Ugwu, Enwereuzor, Fimber,
& Ugwu, 2017 ) » SR ZE TR RS IR S 8 Ry P22 I 838 0 > G AR GHYETHE H -
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—  BRRIREREAR S

AT 5T — P B AL S I8 500 AL ¥ 1 45 - STIER i FE Be Y364 {0 S & 1% - Sh[ElUL
486 (A4 - [EIUCR R 57.18% » AR AEEZR B H » —fBE2E(513.6%
E PG SR (547.3% ~ B Rl ORBRSEAG6.4% ~ AR PS5 (522.8% ~ FLAAEE(59.9% » &
SRR/ 0 B T ASE 100 A LA 1528.6% ~ 101~500 A {28.4% ~ 501~1000 A ffi
22.8% ~ 1001~5000 A {£16.5% ~ 5000 A L\ _FAI{£3.7% -

H O EABEAT - BHEEM 57.2% ~ ZCEEEM 42.8% @ TEAFHEER
Ry 43.2 5% 5 SFHEEE R 11.0 4 5 FEEWR T - E8E G 73.4% ~ RIEEE(S 23.7%
B EEAS 29% ~ TREEEAL 53.7% ~ S LEAS 17.3% « 5550 > 2CMEEE AL 60.5%
FUEEE(S 39.5% ; BBHFHEFER R 35.8 bk ¢ FIIERR 6.6 F 1 fEEHARL T
RIEFEAG 46.9% ~ EAEE(S 52.1% 1 —fRE AL 74.2% ~ L LEAS 17.9% ~ T EE
5 7.4% ~ SFEEE 0.4% - MEEHREERBEET VTR 4.9 £ -

= EESHT

BT FES Y Cronbach’s of 41 FNATHL » B A EEAE 2 aff £y 0.943 > TERIH
BEEZofE Ry 0.921 > (EBHBHREZafg R 0.907 » RRAEET K Zalg Ry 0.924 » A5
VOB ofH B AR 0.9 » FoRSBIHAA BIFHYNES—20E -

=~ BEERES

AWt9E LU RS MR 22 73 A7 ( confirmatory factor analysis, CFA ) » A Bt B 7 s i f&F
TR 2 Ao > FHEA HA AR UL » AR5 R 4a 0y VU R 155 2 2R T FE8 i > 4B 7
BCHs R X2 / df By 3.639 ~ SRMR 5 0.051 ~ RMSEA %5 0.074 ~ GFI J% 0.818 ; [fij B4 {H i
BCFEAEHY CFI ~ TLI fz IFI B2 0.9 » 7] RO BA BAFHYEECE -

g~ AHBE AT

KF% 3 Fm > S HHY PR - PRAEZEL Pearson MHBH T Z 451 - Bl B EE
FREATE M A AL (r=.708 » p<.001) ~ [EFHFAVE (r=.163 > p<.001) 5% 1E A #
SR HENAEET HAIZRREBEMHERE (r=-117 > p<.001) - [fij 2 A7 46 15 81
L5 R AV IR T 3 BEE AHRE (r=.090 > p<.05 ) {H AR A FEAT Ry SR REE AR = LLO



2 BEEgMERROTER
=g 4 B I P51 A (E A e F5 12
v2 /df SRMR RMSEA GF1 CFI TLI IFI
VU R F 1 R a 3.639 0.051 0.074 0.818 0.900 0.900 0.900
=[AF D 5.336 0.067 0.095 0.690 0.834 0.821 0.835
“HFHERc 5.477 0.071 0.096 0.747 0.829 0.815 0.829
AT Rd 7.166 0.083 0.113 0.639 0.763 0.746 0.764
5F I N=486
a.BARCHE RS - EHREEEMN - HBEBENE - TBREETH -
b.BHEEE R EHEERE S BE —HTF -
CALTSIE AT B 7 A FE 1T Ry & OF B[] — R F -
d.BAEEE RS R EERENE - BB ACRREETAESEHEE —HT -
%% 3 Pearson MHEH /7 45 5
sy fEAEEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
130 2 14 Al 1.605  0.489 -
2.5 B e 35.747  8.325  -0.052 -
SEBASIART  1.541  0.519 0.032 0.308%** -
4 BHEEE 1.259  1.052  -0.119%* -0.195%%* _0.030 -
5.0 B SH 1.214  0.988  -0.122*%* -0.075 0.013  0.708%*x* -
e A 325
6f%tzzgf*x 2263 2272 -0.133%*  -0.120%* 0.037  0.763%%%  (.740%** -
E%ﬁvﬁ%
7. FAESE Ex
- 2.690  2.514  -0.096*%  -0.155%%*  0.002  0.821%** (.566%** (.875%** -
R
8. EIR A E X % sk sk ok k ok ok
S 2448 2266  -0.096 -0.021 0.059  0.555 0.793 0.871 0.648 -
9B IEAE 4765 0.747  -0.053 0.055 0.039  0.163*** 0.090* 0.017 0.050 -0.006 -
10,57 A4 ZE 1T By 2.074  0.906 0.040 0.102* 0.035 -0.117**  -0.023 0.051 0.055 0.082 -0.417%%*

FE I N=486; *p<.05; **p<.01; ***p<.001

B U 2 R M0 R BB

S - T

WES -

EETEE :

BESEYTWHZY o —&2

pa

[GHEY:

€LE
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EBRBEAEBL A ET RAIZARBEEMERE (r=-417 > p<.001) -

B~ EREARLEAIE

Shanock, Baran, Gentry, Pattison, and Heggestad (2010 ) Z5{F #1726 TE = ik b B
[ FEHHE S AT AT > TSR X B Y FEREALTR (X BB ECHE RS Y K E MG EJEAE )
DIEAEE "2 —2 FEZ MEREAZENRE - BEAS =R - 25 2R
W E S TH 2 M B A ZBZENEAR (X EERN Y X EE/NLY) 2 2/0fFEE
FEAREHY 10%LL o AW REIR - X BZE RN Y B X BE/NA Y HIRRAREL ) -
T3 ARy 21% K0 18.7% » 1 X 81 Y —ZHIEEALL B £y 60.3% Al RIAW 5T B A 2R 2 B
AREEBEERE 10%DL -

N~ RE A R

AWFREA REEE - BT EEAEARE - DTG RAOR 4 3R S Fn - R4
AR X BBREERR - Y RERFEERRE > Zi BREHHHE - MIRRGERGEK
fEhmE (FFRE 1) - ERPRAEESY - al RAREIRFEERERE (X) BE M HE
& (Y) =80 (X=Y) I > Fr¥f eV EBRIE (Z0) £l AR 0313
SIArEE R Ry b HEE B /KAE > HIESRIRA L E (SRS EM ) < FELK FENY
TE > HEEHESREAE > el 2ERERIEEE (REREER ) 288 » i
Kufge a2 Hl pRIL -

HR o a2 RERBEEEEME (X) BEREERSE (Y) A —8 (X=-Y) K f7
HIER B EREIE (Z)) £l EAYRER Ry 0.291 > 345 R R IEE HERE K
B REBFARBEEZ EE - HEBWEBEIE > g5REEREERTEE
J& > HURWT T RER Z H3 AL

BeAh > a3 RFRERBEHERERS (X) FR 3 (X fUBRIVERKRE) K > FrffE
AT E (Z1) FEMTE EARIR F-0.232 » (HARZEEZ KL L& RBRAZE
fex H5-1 > fEEBEBRBRE G E - LEREREL S (GREEER ) Z TR
HE B IR B S B B B S W B ZR A RS E R BRIt a2 H5-
1 ARRIL -

itk > ad AREEHBAEREME (Y) FH 3 (Y FOERIVEKE) K > ATEERY
FEBERE (Z)) FdE EAREE 0.059 » [HREEE KA - s RERATIE R
ax H5-2 > £ LA EAVE T H > EERIEREFLE (SREEER) Z 5B H
AR TE AR A A A s BT » Wi IR R 225 BUARIASE i . H5-2 Rk L -
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3
2

s ®
£ ' ?%“\?‘é@%é‘éw
2 2 G o

1 (o6 9% B 7 AR < 2 R A (755 % P Y S ]

x5 BUR X RBFHEEER Y BEREERESE > Zo BRAET R - WRB O
GiRE B el E GERE 2) - FERRRAE Y - al AR EERMBEERER (X)
TEMFEER (Y) —2(X=Y) K FrHERBANREET R (Z) £ EAYR
KR-0.381 ITGERBEEHLEREKE > RRERFFLE (GREEER) Z
REBHENTE - HEBIORAEETR > RN EEREEHEE (KEEREE
M) ZEE > BRI G2 H2 BT

HR > a2 RERRMBEHEERME (X) HEREERSE (Y) A —8 (X=-Y) K A7
HWIENNKAET R (Z:) fEflE ERYRPER F-0.608 - 345 R & (H HEZBE /KL

RN EE L, £ - HEBIREETR > RN EERRESEE S
SO (% 2 Ha BT ©

g a3 AREMBFHERERE (X) Fi 3 (X FOBRIVEK(E) I > Frif EET
BN AEEIT Ry (Zo) » fEHHE EAYRIER S 0.068 » B ARZRZE KA - IS REUR A
Jefiag Ho-1 - BIERN BN AT /T > PERRFETE (SHEEEM) 28’
B A SRR RS BB BRI > WE ZEINRAERE AR > SR
FelRE > H6-1 Rkar -
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R4 AEBIEPVEAE S TR 2 (A B B i A oy A &S R

_— B E

- B i
HE# (b0) 4.935% %% 4.886%**
B0 e

B e

0 I 48 AR O - -

BRI SHE A (bl) 0.302%**
JE R HEJEAE (b2) 0.011
BRI HE E A 55 (b3) -0.028

B x EHIHEEE (bd4) -0.081
TE B HE EAL S JTIH (b5) 0.007
R? 0.008 0.072%%%
AR? - 0.064% %
R A

al=bl+b2 (—E&) 0.313%%%*
a2=bl—b2 (K—F4%) 0.291*
a3=b2+3%b3 (x=3) -0.232
a4=bl+3%b3 (y=3) 0.059
iiREsyvopyil

a5=b3+b4+b5 (—E4) -0.102%**
a6=b3—b4+b5 (F—E4R) 0.060
a7=>b5 (x=3) 0.007
a8=b3 (y=3) -0.028

E I N=486; *p<.05; **p<.01 ; ***p<.001
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ZHR A

F 5 RAEFET BT S TR ER 2 B AR o b A 5
sy [ A& FELT Ry
- i — -
HE (b0) 1.633%** 1.480%**
B0 e
B e
1 8 45 AR - -
BRI HE A (bl) -0.495% %
JE R HE S (b2) 0.114
BRI S EASSE 55 (b3) 0.176%**
B x EHIGHEEE (b4) -0.015
TE R H B EAL S JTIH (b5) 0.009
R? 0.013 0.100%**
AR? 5 0.088***
R A
al=bl+b2 (—%4%}) -0.381*%*
a2=bl—b2 (F—E4H) -0.608%**
a3=b2+3*b3 (x=3) 0.068
a4=bl+3%b3 (y=3) -0.540%**
it A A A
a5=b3+b4+b5 (—E4) 0.170%**
a6=b3—b4+b5 (F—E4%) 0.200
a7=>b5 (x=3) 0.009
a8=b3 (y=3) 0.176%%*

50 N=486; *p<.05; **p<.01 ; ***p< 001

itk > ad UREEHBAEREME (Y) FH 3 (Y FOERIVEKE) K > ATEEE
BV BT Ry (Z2) > {EHITE EAYRIE 5-0.540 > BRI /KAE - MLAS RBUR RIS
ik H6-2 - BIEMSBSHIN AT Bl > EPERRFEELE (SHEEEM) 28k
R BRI E R EE > HE B EEE  WEZHAARBEEER BRI
ez H6-2 plaT -
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{h - &anBER

— ~ WIS EEm AR

B A T — (either /or) SEHE Ry AR R SH B B M SH B RS Z WS @R
5] > AWHFEik AR A& (both/and) HYZP & fE4E > B0 fa R ML BN I RS B2 LAY
B8 1S AL T AR G A RS - HLE 5 AR SR Y R SH AR SRS - oy B2 B R A~ B
B~ MR E BTS2 PRET T8 R PR A8 VU 98 25 A% S HL D (75
FEPVE R SR T R E -

WRFeai RS - (A e SR B R B e A R R 2 RO U RS HY 1 HEEAY
EHEAEG SN EERABEHENEE - mHENE R EETHAERNEER
IRBUEFERVEE - HR > £ — (either/or) HYHE RIS - REIREIRFAE
TE EEBENVESREIEG SR TE R ERFEEE MR e R E S EE
HE B A ET BTG SR EE R R SEAEE - &k > FERRREILE Y
R A A o B R T R SH AR R B R H B B e AR BB HY
EHHAEIEAE AR - BN EERIGRE IS IR B ILR FE A - B
F— (either /or) SHZEJEFE T HYEE A EH B BHY S A ET MR E AR BEEAYT
TR T EERBE R RIEHE - HE @ISR ET B ABEE RN EE R R EHE
Hy DI -

&r BRrHl AR A EERERRFERINE (SRS EN ) 8YF B HE EA
FHER S T8 e BRAR B R E Y U SH A - BERE IR T E0 B B L B 5 VK » JREEE
REE > AT By o PEWFFE45 581 Sluss and Ashforth (2007 ) 2 HH#Y Bf (5 20 E

(relational identity ) Mi&m 2 2 —2 - & LT EHEH BRI GEILR » WEHNEEDN
SIEAT Ry » REETTHY TAE G BNIE LR E » [EI0F 52 B8 U7 17 h A Ay 58 40 B2
fF o BE LB BHFHFEE N E BV R R0 HE EAS Y - S0 E LB R E MG T
GFEF2E L ERIEEET ANER - DIEII S BNGNE » #a)sE:s - & BT
FANENERIDEHEFHHEZ T » AN T EEIRBEEE A 8PS 2 i
HITHEAY{E{ERH{% (Chen et al., 2014 ; Fleishman & Salter, 1963 ) » {5 &[5 & {t [m i B fiF
FEHEBNEASZR » HRHNILE REAHEE - MR E SH B A
FARAY R A AT Ry > 2R [0l FE S 253110 &8 Y o i ol 7 H B o 2 BT -
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L
2 o 1B B E R SR RS AE S A T ARy O S M i T f

AN 72 =55 — (either /or) HYREEECHE BLE B GHE EAL BN BB 1T R s B
BRET 1 > B#% Homans (1958 ) Frfg HAY & A #EE 5% (social exchange theory, SET)
KEERE - Nt e — M m - O G BN E L 5 EE » MEEHRE A
MR RIE T EERZE 2 — (Blau, 1964) o [LAZHBIEEIN—H4 T » B—HEB®R
WOTITT Ry E AN EIY[E]FE - [P R Y A #A G 2R ( Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005 ) -
NIt - & T ERE _HE—-HERAREEEENR - —Jj A4S FE M EE
Bl 55— T A B AR 2 1 & SCHA R (%Y 277 ( Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995 ) -
It e g ER BRSNS B RN O EEE - I HEEE MBS
THEHEEY - BRJE N T OB L BRIV R TR » g EBERE BT RRIEIT T8 S
J& I B AL HARH % -

[E4h » 1R$% Lambert et al. (2012) HYBHFEEEIR > & 1B WS AV EIR E H HER
RETT4AENBIE A E > AME EREENEEBHIEERE XK  E2 ETERFEYINE
FHENE T = E R AENEER > B BN EHe S8 gEsE hamyeE &
HBE AN EENNEML - HILFENRRE » DU HE SRS RS FLER - H
Mitchell and Ambrose (2007) DLK Demir (2011) BYEHZE B H » & 2B G = H 40 4% B
FEEEL SRR - # Gy a4 T AR 21T R PTREME - H
7& Lambert et al. (2012) #YWFsE 853 » & T B R R EE B B I & HE EEEN
ok HE FEREWN IR BEEENE T Z RS ERFAEER - (e RFFH SRR
HIRC & - At iE Y T R E S SN & T g BV Ehighs
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SR IR B B AR HY £E - HE @RS EVE G & 5 1 IR e A R R A HY
HoJE o M H AR SR ETT Rt &R £ B R E RS AR - HhAE SRR
TEREEBEAET ML EEREREET R > FEETHEET AT EZE -
UK AR 1T RV R 2 NIRRT RS RENTE T @ L AHR TRy se I -

K% BEFEETE (SHESER) WEBRIREEHE - (SHEEE
MBURRBREEM ) HEHN B TIT REEZMERR AU ERDSE L ERIRE
& Y R BRI R AR > ELE RS Y S A T Ry B (RS 1 R R E AR R Y D
Ibh 5 SR I A 9 0 Ay T R T R NI Y AL e I 7 S 2 W DA 45 T B B 57 RE Y
TRERE - M _EE— (SREREERRREESER) | B EEEIERE
HFrEAHIRIR (Zhang et al., 2015)

ZRI - AR EI R 8630 28 R 3R B M SH Ny > H R B (T 7548 VS s 2R B
FAWE (SEEER) WERIFEETREZEE E2E TERHABMBEEE
B NemB B TR PVE S EET AN E > HETERBFEFEATE (SHIE
EERL) BY R R AR A A2 B o KIE Wang et al. (2018) $f¥t5 &AEHEN
BEEE B REE HRGER > BT ERASEE S (CEEERE > ENEEN
Y BRI S HE Y B ARG R S R i H s — o EE— (either /
or) HYSHAEAE - BN EER Gl EN KL G E E#E  WEEEE T ENEET
R {CE B S W FEAE /7 2 B0 MR R - MBI - B (SEEE S (&) HET R
A ol e s B (L S RIAE Ao % > DU T E B B 2 HE T
BRIVEIEREM - DEUEARKNZRIAR > EEgH553H A E (both/and) 195
BN S SE A B R BT Ry i R 2 - BUARWESE IR J v BE ERIAH B B Ha 1 4 il L 2t e 5
A& (both/and) Y& B SHAE B R EBTT RV 2 > g8l —FiFE— (either/or)
1) [ 19 8 2 1 A SE D R A A 5 o

=~ BiEmR
EAEARBTFERT TR EN TR K Tudge Fr 5235 T S R A R BB E 1 R 28 JEL AR U BT 52
£ EZEBUR H BT A SR R T TR > AWTFERIMKTE Judge FELFAVESE -

ERHROEREZ T IEHENH A » Bl Z N KBS i T 5E P
ket o KEFFEHEF both / and ~ either / or Eil neither / nor 2 = f&i AU BB 1y B8 4 (¢ EL{[E B HF
My By S Rl A ~ B E - EHEEHENEEE - B AEH RN SRS
EFR - SREEREM - KRS ER - KR ERFEUESEA (Kerretal., 1974)
B R ER 77 BB 95 B F IR B Bl 7 AL SH B LA 1 By & B 8L - JRBIER A & — (either /
or )HY B4 77 BIER T 15 Wi Tl SH B U A 2% B B R B B 1T Ry HY 52 22( Badin, 1974 Fleishman
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& Harris, 1962) » §-F i/ Dbt 72 8 =5 21 o 18 B 12 A 5 48 VRS [R] B 3 BLAY A REME > O
Wt E SR AN E (both /and) HYP & S HEE A ZHON IR 2B HEEAE BT T -
B 1 ARy 31— (either / or) E4E > PRICRHRELE M E AL AL E (both
/and) ZEBIFEE - GH BT HEL(THELZE -

K 7e s iE A B35 (Judge et al., 2004 ; Schriesheim et al., 1976 ; Weissenberg &
Kavanagh, 1972 ) W95 0945 S5 B iE i - 2 — 2025 s B (9 Bl v 1 <F 8 BV 2 R Y AHBA 14
LLK both / and -~ either / or ~ neither / nor % = @A AE T] BE(FAE X A AE P R R L FE AL
2228 (Judgeetal., 2004 ; Schriesheim et al., 1976 ) - i SFH #8 LW 22 E R & E A
HJEAS B BT R BV s B > FIRERIR T B B O B AR B 4SS BT TR
T B BRI IR A A A — B &S B - HUARTZE 7R both / and ~ either / or ~ neither / nor
F = EAIR IR BEHAIAE & - HEES A B 9T 58 515 4t 1 2 )5 i 1 B
JE R HEEAS ILASH & 1% > FTE ARV OB

BRI - i 25T 1 R 5% R 19 B e B < A A WA (I S TE R AV S B AE I K28R
P B SR G SR 4747 7=, ( Fleishman & Harris, 1962 ; Seltzer & Numerof, 1988 ) &
1TERES o AN 9T 0Pk 26 3 =X el B B K7 V8 o 1 3 A7 > S T 28 25 i 9€ ( Fleishman & Harris,
1962 ; Holtz & Harold, 2013 ; Seltzer & Numerof, 1988 ) fEHF3E 347 574 FAYRE »
Motz iEsmthE L T HEY (Edwards, 2007 5 Edwards & Parry, 1993 ) - AifZE%
R | B (R SH L B R SH Y FR 4R MR 4 (Judge etal., 2004 ) » DAZIHFCEERHETT 7047
AN 3 — 21 R fg Y OB S8 T L SR BRI 7 TR S TR AT SR AR MERA 4 - H K BRI S FE R E 70
Mr o ATARIE 2 TE B Y (B > @B = 4 2= R Y S FE R i [ > AR fige ke (8] B 88 0 —
Bm B —EUREE (a0« BRI L E AR AR S [F 0 = B [E R ) - A4S B THAY & -
(] g A, O W e {18 B BB TR — 0 (0 BB E MR — e — (R ) BRGERE
THNF L HEREEREENE THESMER T ERe s —H2=ENCE/EH
o T 9 525 (5] s 2 3 {18 TR 888 TR ) A 4 P B O i 480 Y <2 B /F FH B /% ( Shanock et
al., 2010) -

= EEER

FRIZAHTFE &S SR 3430 - £ [ IR e B AR A 1 &8 WY R B O SRl A > W E ST
J&E A IEH YT - T Smith etal. (2016) JREER " v EEEE AFIZEE THEP
J& oo L THEART o BVEECE (Smith et al, 2016) > FHEFE B FHFELEF
JE R4 > WERERE S0 PR & — (either/or) WY EHE(EREESHITBGMIER - 25

"SHR TR, GEKEIHE TR, (Smithetal., 2016) - HELEIR > E EEB®
JEE (% B R R SR A Bl R S e oh 2 — Y SHE SR AR Y #0 m B A8 i 3 Bg — TR <H 28 Jal A 7
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RAVELZE o MIRAFERAE (both/and) 2 25 B F54HE - o] A & —FR R ME AR AR IR 5%
DRI RSy B RE ST R A SR B S -

B> EHEEE L HE R IR > it EhE T LEISIETTE
k75 B A AE A EE SN BREUCR [FIV$H 81T B ( DeRue & Wellman, 2009 ; McCauley,
2001) - #H&RTTLAE R TEKREBTE TR E SR IEAE HEENEGE > 1
R EBEEE T EEBYE > B TR §977 = DL 8 B R R
GE > SUHENMIEEESEREE - £ TR BNEEEE BT o e E T
FRIEREIEEAEEEE - fl > EHNE TERFEEMZER (F403607) [A]
BERY > RERH B A EEE RSN E A o T8 T DUE S 2 BT ZR [EFE A R
HECE B A EUESE > RE L ESHFEIT BAVEEST o Bhobh > ZEF U IRANHE
JISEEF BN » DU 2 508 5 40 AR Y 55 SR BB AR B 1R DL R R i R
HIERINEAR o R Ry 1 WA FE 1Y 8 # B DU EL A FE A BRI R 8 > B o 261 & 1) 45 SR AH
BE o SUERRIEAE T E R Y EEE BT o R B E B RS L EE At T R
HEEEAEHES  EREFEEENT - AN E 0V E R HE ST H G 2
JEBHIF K

g~ BSERR G SRR

AHFEER I EA RS - S H BRI S - BEE R AEANI TSR
HYFAE - DUBE I SRV AER U © B2 > A ST DLER B Iy (L5 M A B AR EE AT
fE R &SR I > Judge etal. (2004) faBa e B SR M AV M E K -~ Ehik B E AL
BER (o EMEERH AR SA B G BRI A Het HE S A FEH
GERBIAMELRET - PIABHRAIHE EE 8N B T RN TIFERFREH - Rtz
Sh o B T HESEREMR AR EE R AN E R ER N ST REE - BERK
BFFE R B S W 3 [T o o B AR AR A T R R AR ERES

HAR > AR FE & $1 BRI B E AL B B HETTERET - 2RI > A2 AR R S A BR AT
Fed o RERT W TSR &% — (either /or) HYSE4E - R i AH B 28 BL 35 17 A < 25 i
& R BB HEAHRER - NIt > BERARI 7 A E AL E (both/ and)
EHE R T (A S H AR L R RS Y T REME o W — D ST RN B 1T Ry

etk » DR 3T DL AR SRR+ DAFIS 1 B A B

e HE > T Bh EEERBERE - DEEEI SRS B4 - A FIIF i e
WAHB L FR RAVE T ZE - DUEG R H A SERIRCR - 5 el I EEE AR
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