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Abstract

The purpose of the research is to discuss the moderating effect of the perception of leader’s
motivation on the relationship between transformational leadership behavior and
subordinate’s organizational identification. Since the perception of leader organizational
prototypicality represents that subordinates trust leaders will behalf based on organization-
oriented interest, we regard prototypicality as the indicator of subordinates’ perception of the
motivation of leader’s behavior for further discussion. We collected 318 questionnaires from
subordinates with 57 leaders, respectively. After controlling the effect of positive affectivity
and social desirable response, the results indicate when the perception of leader
organizational prototypicality is high, it will enhance the relationship between
transformational leadership behavior and subordinate’s organizational identification;
otherwise, it will constrain the effect of transformational leadership behavior to
organizational identification. We accordingly raise some suggestions for further research and
practitioners.
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#H#%FE A (Organizational Identification) & 5 {lE #a 78 Ky B C & 72 #H #% 19 &1 8
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) B¢/& LIfHARE B S0 3K E T H IR EFRIY
ARRE (Haslam, 2001) - & A & ERRHBGEIRIRE - AR EOE B 6 Ry 8 8 3
Ry —E0 0 - KL AH AR EE R R T B T A AHARRAY IE A REEE (Ashforth & Mael,
1989) ~ =Y TAET =& (Job Satisfaction) (Hall & Schneider, 1972; Van Dick, Christ,
Stellmacher, Wagner, Ahlswede, Grubba, Hauptmeier, Hohfeld, & Moltzen, 2004) » F:Z2 35
MAFTREE Ry T REAR A SR RS2t T A E I A RY1S-28 (Brewer & Gardner, 1996; Brickson,
2000) - st AT E S AR T R YRR - 400 ¢ AHAR S 1T Ry (Organizational
Citizenship Behavior) (Dukerich, Golden, & Shortell, 2002; Dutton, Dukerich, & Harquail,
1994) - HAAHMEEERIDOE T B LAY TAFRBEE B TR T Ry » RIELAr AR T B THY
FHAR PR A —H B AR -

FRARRRSERIA IR ESR - B T AR (Organizational Prestige) (Dutton et al.,
1994; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) EdfH#kZEE 58 A (Organizational Identity Strength)
(Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004) §| » GEE th 2 s R ARG RRIAY B 2ER1 K2 — (Hogg, 2001;
Lord, Brown, & Freiberg, 1999; Van Dick, Hirst, Grojean, & Wieseke, 2007) - FtZEEH B
FHABEE R sE BGER, - P2 TSR A G5 T fy (Transformational Leadership) R
TUCEBER R B IR G - EHARAE (R E AR R B B S —E (Kark,
Shamir, & Chen, 2003; Shamir, House, & Arthur, 1993; Shamir, Zakay, Breinin, & Popper,
1998) » % FEAT R b A 7 ARG E B RSP @ak 5 1 17 » Kb B H A AE AR B S8 T
FotHER < T » A FHEETT Ry RE A WOt P2 T B Y #H A% 2 [F] (Epitropaki & Martin,
2005) °

#RIM » Dasborough B Ashkanasy (2002) 52k = 50 & ¥ SRS BHHU 7 R B
an - FEEFRITT Rere B AR R FHRREN A - RO ot SR T R B S R
2 o MR Ry B RO SRR R R Ry E HHAIRF - 5% S n RE S M i
Ry Rl AU SHE S (Inauthentic Transformational Leader) » SRR T AN SEES T Y
BUH 5 MY - B R W AR a8 Ry e PR AR ] IRF » SR SRR TR A RE
SRR - 4 Lord Eil Brown (2001) thf5H - 68 S H B EHARRE R
PR E N AT - (HE SRR EEHEE S FEE RN C A AR R ARSI -
IR S TR E A A A AR R s 28 - B RSB FE I A T Ry - IR
9 % R RE A 9 R 2 T A B Al AN 891525 - 0 B IR HE1T By (Self-sacrifice
Behavior) » {HESEATZE Rt (4 ) BUTT R @ BN B BRI - TEERRIIEDL T R R
e H G LRIRF SRR CAYEUE. - e AR I 2= A RE (R IR s
AR AR F R R MR - o ST Ry B R A S B BT B R PR RN B
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S - RS R RE A SOt T AR A AR R o HIEmT A - iR R T Ry
B RAHARER R - HSOR AT REZ BIAN 8 H SUEE 1T Ry BB AU RIS AL 2 % -

B - G A SRR TT R B A F A 2 DR R R SRR T Ry ST BRI S ERT 52
Z— (Dasborough & Ashkanasy, 2002; Lord & Brown, 2001) - {H 28z AU S5 B AH 5%
wo R FEAIARES HEEr TR (Epitropaki & Martin, 2005; Kark et al., 2003) » [K| LA
7% H B9 T BEAE A EZ I FEHR 11 o F A 8 o 3 QR 35 A A L i P K152 (Perception of
Organizational Prototypicality) “NEEAERERE £ 5 HAR AR EEL AR R R Y
FRRE - EIRIIRFEE S AR & B SR E ST - HHME SREE NI T R B A Ry
HHAFZE (Giessner, Sleebos, & van Knippenberg, 2003; Giessner & van Knippenberg,
2008) o [KIIEL » FAMTEF LA S o5 ST < 5 2 R A L o 1 R B4 1S i S R T R Bl
I REALFEAR - SRS LA A 50 G A S B 1T Ry BB U Y AL 2 7 R S A S
17 R B R AH AR SR R R B TR -

&l ~ XESRR

— ~ TEHR R SIS T R R B B 4k 32 R

Bass (1985) Gl fE AR ST Ry fu S B A LR2 28 (Idealized Influence) ~ /[ EEHGHE
(Inspirational Motivation) ~ f[BE#H 12 (Individualized Consideration) DL k2 £ J7 B 2%
(Intellectual Stimulation) - FAE(b 22 R FUEE M H B B0V 2 258 0E ; L3
SRR E A B FOE S BEH BB SR (ERIE SR EEE R LSS
FEZIIE AT RIER R © B IR A EE e fe H Rae hry B [EAR AR AR
FERE o FEE BTk » A SRR R RE A SOt oS B PR W B (B8 - (B T
EASAEAS & B s MR RE - SRR EE I AT (Yukl, 2002) - [K]L -
A BEAT Ry A B TAERSKAYIE R (Dvir, Eden, Avolio, & Shamir, 2002) B2 7
BB ARAYEEA] (Epitropaki & Martin, 2005; Kark et al., 2003; Shamir et al., 1993;
Shamir et al., 1998) -

HH AR A2 AP Ry B GBI H AR 2 R B C R — 17 a9 %152 (Ashforth
& Mael, 1989) siLUHHAS K 2 507 2K T H 2E #AIRRE (Haslam, 2001) - #HAREF]HY
JERE - EEERAME A B H S 338 5E (Self-identity) BLFHFRFLE (Organizational
Identity) FE{LAPEAR B BGRHARGE & EAME AR5 [ JJREREE (Pratt, 1998) » BLRTHARHE > &
A G ks B CRYE B 5SS B AR AR DARE - R At UHAR B B3 2k 1T B IOE
FEHUERH (Steele, 1988) ; A& » RIHTHMRGEE B AR H B 1 28 7E WA FH
L AR e EHME A SR [T e B R H AR E P bR H By —E05
A LU HAR Y B B0 5 E (Dukerich et al., 2002; Dutton et al., 1994) -

FH R R S T Ry R Ja8 S5 A B IRV B - SRR BEdy (Mission) BH
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#% (Goal) R R EG H BAR &Yl fr - RIEHERA SRS T Ry R SIS H B 1 tE Bl
FHRRFE Y — 2 (Shamir et al., 1993) » BT HHREFEE BRI IBS [T (Epitropaki
& Martin, 2005) - FHIELATAN - A SEEAT R B AR AHRREE RIR T B - 81t - 3K
g 2R

Bzl B TAEERARZHBBRAVATTL  ALakIRES

o e

Turner ~ Hogg ~ Oakes ~ Reicher B Wetherell (1987) 38k - AR T DUEEFAIMEA
e A\ BRRARAGEI T H I EF LI - AP s Y B e 1 th 2 B e Fry A -
FHA E #E BT (Group Prototypes) s —#H ikt E e /@ EAYAH & (Rosch, 1978) » 7E AL
RS T H IOE At - EfS IS — T E A EER o R Ry [ e B A 5 B AT
7% E #8098 DL 3% E 88 Bt [#] #8245 {77 1 [A] (Pierro, Cicero, Bonaiuto, van
Knippenberg, & Kruglanski, 2005; Turner et al., 1987) - & A LLUE RS 2 B0 2k T H
FREFSH (Self-categorization) FRf » AHATRHAR H52 [ S LB PO 75 BRI A VAR B M=
(Self-conception) if7 #5 FLEFEEMAMAYRE RS (Attitude) ~ JB4F (Feeling) Eil{T % (Behavior) »
DIFF & B S R =t (Hogg, 2001) » (K1t » & A L i B e sy -~ (e A Fs
T B [ e B R UK B A — 25 - BRI REES ~ B B T Ry tho i Ay & [ i L Ay
FrE - i B E R nE e - R e AR R nIAR e ~ [EE B & - S8 ¥
FAEAM Y EER - MFTRI AT S B RS L E N S8 5 L - EEERE R 2 AT B e =
AT Ry (Turner et al., 1987) « [LAh - MM & AH{E B ARSI Sy (E e e iE A 5
E[EHFEF 25191 T Fy (Giessner et al., 2003; Giessner & van Knippenberg, 2008) °

HIR A SE E EE T am il B A AR FI U ERE - Ry SRE G Ry — e WEE e e i FE T
ERRYE - PR E RS AT FE R IR E R AR - 0 DURH AR B R 1T R R AR e o ARER
Giessner B H [F] 51751 (Giessner et al., 2003; Giessner & van Knippenberg, 2008) »
AP e 0 o S S AR A L A 1 R 1 RE ARG E SR A B LS F R RR B AE IRE RE

=~ JEEE R L T R B 1 R B AUR

BESRRERE 1 TRER S R SR T R AN R R T L AH %R - {22 Thomas B
Pondy (1977) 88k - A& #E 1T Rty = B ARE M A HITT Ry o 110 Fedor Bl H [F] 55
(Fedor, 1991; Fedor, Eder, & Buckley, 1989) thigHI0E Bt F & T RAIE » ANEFER
J@AT A B EEAT R R EREEEH N EEIT R EE B EEREK - 2R
Dasborough Eil Ashkanasy (2002) 585y &3l Ry R SRR Pl F FIIRE - HhIRp s
R S Ly TRy B I GRS o A Rl i Qa3 U FE ER s R QAR T Ry 2
ERCH SR o KL - HERIR SRR T RE R R B B T sk A M52 % (Barling,
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Christie, & Turner, 2008; Dasborough & Ashkanasy, 2002) = FRIEL AT - 2006 BN EE
1T R BIEERIRTAL - BITERE S S AL P R B AR FE R AN [F] - m] e R o5
AT R BN B8 -

I R QEELE AR ED (R e (B BSOS AR E I E 220 - 1R TR B A AR
[F] » {3 o g A B (S o v s B 7 By St e (DR — B AR, - (AT RE(RRR T
FEE AR R © g - EEUEEN S 1T EAT R B — R -
() A AJRER ROt LT R HIRHARZEA] (Lord & Brown, 2001) - AR SH3ESS
DIE B1ERFERS - #EH H BB T Ry AR AATES B (Kouzes & Posner, 1995;
Shamir et al., 1993; Shamir et al., 1998) » FEFREFHAGRUE Ry 1 RHRRAI A2 AN A A
HITSK - ARAHRREY HARR R H CHYEARE (Bass, 1985) © [X[Ith - FE 3 SHE#H R
% BRI QEEAT Ry - SIS JE ] HE A QAT Ry 19 SR QF L 5 R 1 RH A B B o AH B EH
=

AN

MR$E Lord il Brown (2001) HEREL LS i A SR TR ERIVERE. - BRAMPRRAE
R R T A AR MR A A SRR - BRI A RS S 2 R A
HY[A)HRF - B S 1 S R 2 W R SFOE Tk » R 2 B SEE RN R EL i A LB A1
TREIEIIEIUE, o BRIB T T AE (e PRI SRS TR AT AR AR IR B 2 A
TEER B 78 Ry S AR S R A AR B S B DL T - RIS @ AR S S 2 FURE A
HYA) o B RS F a2 R S T Ry - B R am e i 8 Ty 2 At
A AT R B BIRERS - B EES SR IR B EIE - SEK nT RER iR A
T TR BHASBAARRZE RN BT - ARE alinodeah - B NEIMEE -

B3 2 ¢ 30 B AR § 3 Rt 50 0 S BN OB ) R B S 45 R AR 84T A Se B i fa 4R SR
[ & iE & B 1%

2 -WMRLEA

—  WHFEH R AW TR

AWFFECABERIAIERAY T30 > Zeita ARG B T B RS2 i - JATMESikh
400 foEREEEE - AL S SRR ( B ) RTHRAR GFUEA T R B RS S A
M DU S HIRHRSRE A EI TR R o B RE I S il s S S iRl - T T HERRSZ
AEREH ROthRT L S B AR GOET T B R AR S - SRS S B S 1 )
JUIRTRE S 3 8 H AR E T o AEHIBRIER SRR - FAME ] 318 {38
Mg 318 HERE ke 57 # U8 - MR RNEEE - M2 EEAF
PRI RS B RS -

EERBIE AR AT - SR EEThAE 26-30 5% > #MG 38.5% : ZHETLEHIDIAER
BRERZ > Kb 48.6% ¢ FEAFIMIRBFELL 1 FELLERM 3 /5% - #9145 32% - 18
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B Y A BT AYER Gy - PR REAL TR B SR B L BRI 35 (8 H At o BRAE
Ry 4471 B H - BeAh - B A EhRFREIAE 3 8 H 2= 6 {8 HrE @ 40 K > Kfh
12.6% » [RIIEG 26 By 52 34 3 B AT 7 ) F IR P B H 8 07 7 0 e 5 18 Sty
BT R e H EL R A HE PO RE S

ZoEmRTH
(—) BB ALIT A

BERR P EAM 222275 Bass Eil Avolio (2000) Firifmiiliy s - #2811 5 it -
TG 4 RE - REIE 20 REFTRARK - 35 5 ST B R B AR LA E - A 1l
M EE B S R AR SRNY BHRREAT Ry - HARAEEAN T e iR R B
AOBEEELE 2 5 LB - HEAEEM "SRR R BB
AR HARARREEAN T A SER EERARE G IR - HAASE N Al
GBI A RS EHARRE | - FrAEEERME D25k 5 BisdGETlE (1 7
AL 3 5 ¢ RERERTANLL ) - HESt - Rl 2 E R REIIEE B IE - WAHEMSRY
RN - I R T E S RS TR -

FHR A RN 5 (iR 2 2HEREAHR - 3T 2 Tt oe & m kAl
AT Ry i Ky B IK] 1 B = RS X 2 19 5 22K S 1T 2% #8119 53 M (Antonakis, Avolio, &
Sivasubramaniam, 2003; Avolio, Bass, & Jung, 1999; Bass, 1998; Howell & Hall-Merenda,
1999) - Kt » FAFTRFER = FERIFR AT (S EVEERE N b 1 EERERE S - AGETiR
B o S WTRS SLBE R SB B B A S AE W2/ HE (7 (168)=550.99 > p<0.001 :
GFI=0.85 ; CFI=0.97 ; NNFI=0.97 ; SRMR=0.06 ; RMSEA=0.05) - ¥ tkE -~
RUEAT Ry ~ L BESHE ~ A BB LU A 3 BR1Z S5 THI < Cronbach's alpha {E 53715 0.87 ~
0.84 ~ 0.83 ~ 0.88 Ed 0.85 ; |fij#4fEHY Cronbach's alpha {E } 0.95 -

(=) ASAash it

Ity 227 Platow Eil van Knippenberg (2001) FifilHIEZR - AERIEA
RETEAN T AR R R T E ELl TEA LTI, ARRE S T ISR E AT
R ARINREAYIZ— ~ T IREBIRN T EBLRBGEIIE T8 AL FIEHE
A 56 FraEERMELZ R 5 BiEFETEE (1 T2 REE S %8
A o AT ) RYEN - IRATEARB RIS R AY ZZRE A TR Ry A B ST AR
EITRIERES o BEE A RIAE - B0 nliG B R A w RS o R - RliEs
ZEAHE T EEFIFE R T o IAMHERIASAYER IR - 55525 i LR T aAH A
HEMEEEETE - ABRRBEMERRANWERE R RABRBELGE R
(x%(9)=87.23 » p<0.001 ; GF1=0.92 ; CFI=0.94 ; NNFI=0.90 ; SRMR=0.07 :
RMSEA=0.04) - [fij Cronbach's alpha {E#:] 0.88 -
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(=) BT E

LBy 322255 Mael Bl Ashforth (1992) FrifRiliy &R - BAREEL T EIMNLE
NFIEPTHEFF SR ER - B BAEEH ORI E 8 ~ T IREEFINREAF
B ) 5 6 - FrAEIME ek 5 BiEFRETHE (1 BaPEE S S
SEA AL ) o T B 3 1 R SRS SR DR > BN B S &5 AT (x° (9)=26.66 >
p<0.01 ; GFI=0.97 ; CFI=0.98 ; NNFI=0.97 ; SRMR=0.03 ; RMSEA=0.02) >
M Cronbach's alpha {E#:] 0.83 -

(w3 ) ¥EH%0a

AR ER R A IR A ~ 1 1A 18 A Bt & T 6 1 5 = {8 S8 T i Ry 2 ol 3t
T » Mael Eil Ashforth (1992) HURFZEEEE - B TAERHRRAI R AR - & B A%EE R [ 2
TEAHRA - KA Al 5 - A i Ry P B s — -

EINERIERE (Positive Affectivity) DLzt & HAZFE R (Social Desirable Response)
Lt o Q&R [E] 7R85 (Common Method Variance) #3225 K& —
(Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003) - FHA AR E S IEVHI =S 2R E
JRIFE] 2R » R AR SRR AT B GY - BATTHRE R0 f B e A 5 i H b Te a8 ey
SLEENOR - DUHIER L[R5 R S AR Ten 2 3 - TEREMRIRBCEER A =0 - FRAFTEF ]
IREFZE I TE T 7 R B @ IR PRS2 B R » R T R Ia RaR nEeaE -

1. I‘[njl‘?]@‘

LA EAM - 22227 Watson ~ Clark Eil Tellgen (1988) 38 fRryIE N / &A1&
FIEMTERAVESGY - AHREELD ¢ T EMERY . - T RERBRY 2 10 E - FrEEEE
DizEvufy 5 B RAGEITEIE (1 @ IRREME Bt 5 1 JEEEAL) - HRIER
THREE . A LR R & 2R 0.40 H S22 S A& (Average Variance
Extracted) {#3% 0.30 - EfRARERERFHE & » AR R & @R r - E 7 DIIER -
% 0 MBS TRy, ~ TEERY, - TEMERY . - TRy, DR

TREMRRY ) S5 - MEBEERRZRSTARER BEABREESE RIT
()(2(5):36.04 » p<0.001 ; GFI=0.96 ; CFI=0.95 ; NNFI=0.91 ; SRMR=0.05 ;
RMSEA=0.04) > Cronbach's alpha {E#J}% 0.80 -

2. S BHEF gy

FEES 2 B 222 Paulhus (1991) AfEd] BIDR &% (Balanced Inventory of Desirable
Responding) HHENGEFREAHTER G » 4 20 & o TR R AidEss 10 @ - Hikm&E
ARy T BIEERE CRYSEER T IRICRAEE PR TiRAEZ
BRAREIEAN TR G RMRIEARE A L FEEE R, - TIERAEREAIABEE - I
R T HYRETE - BT Aok 7 BhE IR & (1 1 58N IEME 5 7 ¢ 582 1ERE ) -
BESR - G SRR P EISUE IE A A 20 @ - (HELE > 225t N EREiE
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FTER RIS R T IRIER AN Em BT ) MERH - A AERE A T LU
B o RIEEAE IE U - B % 7 DA - DU By 19 RE M 32 5 & it & 1
T A o T kkEr 2 Cronbach's alpha {E#] 0.85 °

HR e HEHE R E 53 V7 N R Rk » 2235 Paulhus (1991) BBt @R FE M)
HIJ7  BAMTRE S E AE e T R B o3 R = B30 > 40 6 B 7 43 0 iR 1
REZAEHL ST 5 AR 6 /RIS RISy 0 - (AFSZEAE Mt & HHET - &% -
AR 1 53 BT DUINAE - 0k 323 it & R A a e - BEE il ik
IS5 R - AR () KFE RS R S HE T -

=~ JERL
(=) BEHHAZ

HIR A SRy I 2 e 325578 EH Y » AIRER R tH R BRI A A AR S [R5 iA s 2
A E AL B B IEE BRI TR o Tl {EIL R IEB PG RNYEERE - IS T @R
AT RS B RTBACAS S A R EFEUE - AR 388 K e — B 1S
LR AR -

BT TR » TR ESEI TR MRS - BT IR
KA TAA SRR 50T o AR5 AR - FAMTRAE RIS S T RS - EEkEs 7=
HIAESEES (Item Parceling) » BI&E HUFT A S (EHAIFELTRAE 5 6 - &
T A AR A 3 B ~ FHAREEE 3 EFEAE  IEAHRE 3 fEFEE ) - TG SR
U > RO R T Ry A ~ SRS RHAR I EE ME A ~ HAERRE F B E R R R A
& (Composite Reliability) 435k 0.83 ~ 0.75 ~ 0.75 Eil 0.75 - fR#5EFR 1 ZVUKRIFHEE ]
ST T B S RE AT (2 (71)=162.56 » p<0.001 ; GF1=0.93 ; CF1=0.98 ;
NNFI=0.97 ; SRMR=0.05) -

B T helarBt St 2 o BAm RAFAYE SO - AT DAPY IRl i8R FLHE - 43 Jl4d
7. 6 il EEEAEAY (Nested Model) #ET-RUTAZFMAGIE o 35 PUK-F-RE AU B G EAE AU AH
ZF o AEEEEARN x 7 W BIEORIEEAS S B RIS - AREE 1 A%
Ry R U AR AR YA AR - 58 oA G T Ry s ~ i
FEAR L MR A ~ RHARPE I R A S B A S VIR & P - [KILL > AW 7B s
SEEA RIFrE RS -
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®1 AERANZEBEREE

Litid) IS B x2 df Ax? GFl CFl NNFISRMR
M X5 HER %ﬁ"ml‘a‘é“" e F & T2EE 16256 71 0.93 0.98 0.97 0.05
Ao EEITE . SIS
TR RS

gk Sl ISEER RREE T L EIELE 521.13 72 358.87*** 0.81 0.89 0.86 0.09
L AT BSOS 1

WM 2 ;—iEFf‘z'n'l BT FOESIRSE 47049 72 307.93** 0.83 090 0.87 0.10
HAE ,_,J*—..%}_“I

=k K] IS —Ti'?'m] EETUFOESET 45527 72 292.71*** 0.83 0.90 0.88 0.10
R A 1

YRHER 4 T%ié%**”*@ﬂ*'*rﬁ 488.60 72 326.04** 0.82 0.90 0.87 0.11

grapr| 5 ISEIEDLISHE A S IEST 476.06 72 313.05* 0.82 0.90 0.87 0.11

T g ISR ‘”’%5“:% BRERHAS 43124 72 268.68%* 0.84 092 0.90 0.08

*** 1 p<0.001

B 1 LS s Y Bl DY PR -2 Y - /5 {72 S A o i b 5 VR A A e [ O R 5K
J& » $ff1/R2%5 Fornell B Larcker (1981) BUEGR » #TEAERE SR B R ERITIRA

A AL VB & ] B L PE AR S R B PR B V- 5 - B ELTE eI & B LA A E RS
B BA RIFITEHSCR - TR RER - BSry P BRI KR
FER & B VAR & < I AHBR R BT > 4 iﬁ]@*”‘%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁéﬁiéﬁ’q%ﬁ%ﬁ

HLEI MR 05 HOP s ELE 0 R 0.64 B 0.70 - 11 W RS S T 09 AH BR AR B S 5
0.24 -

FRGAER TR SR BUR A BB A S B B A RIFaYEHERE - BIsZE
FHr] DIEHHEAERE S Z BIRARIE o BRAh - ARG SRR L [F] 758 BRI
o WEARE B S IREE RIS o T DA EED > He[E] iR L R
AN AR E B
(=) ARAXR FEEREHBE

& HE RS R R - ARWFSE SRR B R EEE N 2R e E - 2
Podsakoff et al. (2003) ¥y DA HF8RE 2R A 3 [F] 5 158 BRI EY: - I RN RERF AL R G
AL AR EAE T o MR R i ST T A A X A e e | TR
T TERY S22 - 4]« RHAREEIA] - 5 2L [F A AR E B Ry - I 9T K B
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3R AN AR U a0 SRR R ¢ AR U An SR S0 S 0 B R 2 R

TR S A SR B kY B R -
L4 Podsakoff et al. (2003) ffHci: » FRfP5H BIRE S B AL PHRR: - 450780 1
T i A TR S8 T R TR ~ S AR AR ~ SRR R T

TERE > (IR R B HAME RS & Z FIRAHBRANG AT UGET 5 Y 2 FIEREAY 1 Afs
RIEERME T - BRIMEET IR A RS H AN A S BRI N R & & - 40 ¢ fhETIER

T AR LR B IR RS B far i

SIMTHEREER > AEPERIIEA T REAYRZ R - B 2 BB 1 Ak T B S
FERERTOE () 2, (11)=69.49 > p<0.001) » TV SR FHBRAR BRI 1 IEF 1
JEEUSZ R - RIRERY 0.11 8 0.04 (2] - (HYEHERS & FIAHRR (RIS /K MBI AT [R5
HIE TR R BT A A g (3% 2) - Kbt - FAFTA] DUFF R HER JL (Rl vk 52
FIFTREA 2 TR B -

%2 EEIERBREENEERIRNEEEkE

3] 1. 2. 3.
1. SRR
2. FEEEEHA TS 0.49***
(0.45***)
3. 5B E 0.38*** 0.34***
(0.27***) (0.28***)
©ASHUAEESE F R RS AR S )RS o
Vi EET BB RN 2 SRS RS b
*** 1 p<0.001
Pq ~ HEH S B

% 3 RSB - S SRS - 7EREIBIEIIGY » RS B
RN 2B E VSRR (7=0.14 » p<0.05) * iff it @y IF A1 1o e TF 1 175 A 4

3B LT SRRy 32 BT o e I R B IR M B RO B AR - RIS TES R O BEUR o R
QEIELAT TR SRR Bl QA L AR L SR T 1 DL A EL R LS 1 e S B R R [R] < R
SRR HEERRGR - HAQR FRE 515 0.46 (p<0.001) Ed 0.33 (p<0.001) - FL4h -
L U SRR T Ry B N [ R R T v HLRE I BATR (7=0.33 » p<0.001) -
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i’ 3 SIRZHENEHRETEABRIR R

IR FHHE FEE 1. 2. 3. 4. 5.
1. 8935632 297 141
2. TgEEn 6.33 431 027
3. B 326 066  0.02 0.20**
4. 523 3.96 056  0.14* 0.30**  0.38***
5. :EELISHMAELT® 357 065 0.00 0.17** 021%™  0.29**
6. TR RS T 371 062  -0.13 0.15*  0.27**  0.33**  0.46"*

TIEEE R P AT HE AT ARSI 2, 3T N LA P 5 T HE R, 5T R
7 T4 T TN RS

* 1 p<0.05, ** 1 p<0.01, *** : p<0.01

E2 ~ tHSHER

FHIAARIIFSE 318 #43Z23l3E s BIZREFY 57 44X ¥ 5 £ 6 (\2ilaE B m e
[FIF T - G AERIA AR PTREE G HER M (Clustering) FYRHE - HEAHEHER
IR - BUE R R A < A BE A& A7 > BRI 25 7 R e/ NF 53 (Ordinary Least
Squares) SRAET TR AT - RFHETT A2 (Independence Residuals) HYEARER -
T TARAL B R R B AR E R BB R U e - [RILL - E AR BRI R B - DL
FEfe R =, (Random Coefficient Regression Model) » 1 [/ NS il B =
FEREM I EMERY 73T (Cohen, Cohen, West, & Aiken, 2003) - ATEL > FAM TR DARE g #ir1:
fi=( (Hierarchical Linear Modeling ; HLM) (Bryk & Raudenbush, 1992) i [E s (R 8EEH
i R TR R R A

B TERAHER RIS, - EEHR Y QA T Ry Bl GRS R R L [ RS2 /R AT RE A
PSR - T T AR R 2 B - WA R QLA T R JaT1 S B S A R L 1 S B
ICC1 437y 0.09 (p<0.05) Ed 0.22 (p<0.001) - [FHHFREES A i BAE A RH A A2 -
Hofmann B Gavin (1998) 8 » 15 B 3 IE 8 240215 (Group Mean Centering) FRf » BE
A RAF R B A B PR IE R A R85 (Between-group Variance) » (Xt » ARH5E R
Y QR T Ry SR 5 Bl QR A R R B B P VB B SRS SR S W DASERE RSy
SEIE AT TRE R R BRI R =0 AT -

e RER I aEE o ML HLM A1 TRERE R B ny ihEt » Fdf1orhilEk
TE 3 AR ET TR IR AR AV EERE o AR 4 AR 1 W] - A it IR
B TF [r) {5 JER B R B R ) ] 2 B T v HLREE 0O BAGR - HAREST 1Ry 0.03 (p<0.001) B 0.29
(p<0.001) - A 1 AR S Tk 17.85% o RREAY 2 BERAE $erfll Al s 4 & Bl 5 iR 80
RSB - T QST Ry S BLAR AR R ) 2B E ) B AYRETR (7= 0.17 » p<
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0.01) - [KlfbfE 1 1F2I5ZFF - PLAMNEEH R R M N SE B G E R  JRER B H
REFHIRHER (7,,= 0.12 > p<0.05) - AU 2 AYfERRse i ST Ry 24.38% » FEARAY 3 v >
HATRUBEER BT ICRAYER G e TRRRIE > 70 BT il SRS SRS R AL o 1 SR S B
RGBT R IS B EE R B LR (7= 0.14 > p<0.05) » [KELAWIFEES 2 TEbTFER
ARG EISTRF - a2 R S T 25.30% -

® 4 BREBERRASTER

HBEZER

FEE &R 2 iEE 3
SRS 2.75%** 2.95%** 2.95%+*
PeIgs
B3 s 0.03 0.04* 0.04*
g HagTeE 0.03*** 0.02*** 0.02%**
T 0.29*** 0.23*** 0.23***
= Fr
e e 0.17* 0.18**
s Ao B 0.12* 0.13*
R0
TR TR X TS S BT 0.14*

R?2 17.85 24.38 25.30

* 1 p<0.1, ** @ p<0.05, *** : p<0.01

AR B PRGBS AR g o BT et SR P AT QR L L SR 1 R S ] i R U 25
BT RASTEHASEREINIBAGR - o 7S REFESCRAEZE > WAMTHETT R A EHI Y
AEBL o ARPEIE | WA > R AR R T AN SR SRy o R R LR Y SR T R RS
ELHHRGERRIEIRRAGR © ARy - SR R R S AR AR B R - R R AR SR TRy
RS RHRRFERIR S22 o FHIELRIORIT - QB EL R L R AT B S5 L [ ] R Y SR T Ry
HAISEEHHAREERIAIRAGR - MARETSORAVIE AR BAT S % 2 AU -
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1 ZE{ERE

{h ~ fEEmEAER R
— ~ PGS

AR RS - E AR A B SR T B R nyE A S TRy - S TRy
FHARFEE] - LA RIS SRR BT A AR (Epitropaki & Martin, 2005; Kark et al.,
2003; Shamir et al., 1998) -

BRIELZ b ARWTERESRINEUR 5 S S A R s - RSRR
FEME TR AT Ry BB S FIREAR IR » T S T R B PR R TR (M 52 28R i -
S EEEHE AEE TSI REIR - R A S T e R R
DS RERE 5 AHBCH » 5 S g S S e i Lo 1 SR Ry - RUBR R A AE E s
AR ERIFREREIE IR - S IR S T h ARG R R s 28T - R
FFERE SRER 1B Dasborough B Ashkanasy (2002) FyzmHl - HEHEAIEELT R &
ZEES R E FEE T REEIUAIY 522 5 M tE¥] Lord B Brown (2001) HYE LR
BEERE - AEERSERCHRI A BHEER - BRI E R S dEE S L5
BE— AR FHAREIEEEE. o AFSERIRS SRIRERA 1 &R B SRR E T Ry BB I 5 AL
AR -

B HSEERYE » van Knippenberg Eil van Knippenberg (2005) 38y » FHE [
BB 1T Ry B A R AR L MR A W B 2 A ALY - MR Ry - SN EERS
BRERF - U ATRICHE E S ERRE A TR - SRR IE(E S Bt 2 RS
[ 5 AH B SR BRI S A TR R EREE N7 Ry o AR E
% AWH5EE I DL Dasborough Eil Ashkanasy (2002) HYEREL - G {1 /R 96
AT Ry B QAL A A L [ R ERZ [RIRF AR © BAMTRR R Y S T R Y R - R
T R S i SR R TR QA T R I S IS S A R AR L 1 g T Bt 2 (R AR
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HE > [NRbEE i T A FE AR IE] - B8 nT RERG T IR GUEE 2 HEHR
I Ry R R SRR R AR, - ST D E Y QAT S SR B R s T © FRAM
o Ry EHRUR QEELA T Ry Bl QB FEL AR L 8 1 2 1 5 A B AT 2 A AR - 1T b Emchs
WARERFGamea TS © T w LR Ll BT o T - ARES | AREER ! (GG
A RBUREE ) > BN GUEEAYEIE > BR TR (4t e SRy R SRR TR,
Gh > HAT R BB At — I B 2R 242K

= BRI

FHAREGET 7T DAFE Hh S ok s i B ny S T Ry - BRI AT S5 5 S n i
RIGEES TRy (Bass, 1990; Sivanathan, Turner, & Barling, 2005) » #E 2T EHERAEESYE
S E ARV IR RERE o ARIBITTTRE R - AT R bR T3k s 2 i A A T
T IERESS » tLERZEU TR T T SR AR ARRGEIR] » S By 0 Jo i SRS R A it
FAVERYAIE o [RIFy » MG FEE RIRMEE —SUERYEREIRY - A GEE IE 2 e AR SR
1T R -

BE ~ rRBRMIEARIER S

BT SEE G S o S B R A L A P R B 75 o A R Y SEDEA T R SR AR
POlFIRYRZEE o b = - B R AR A B A AR AIRE L - (RIS nEEoR Ry - BT IR
FUBIHE S TR ACEE - BN SLFEDE RARTE - JAMTATREE G 1| Bt amfh 1
PR SRR T R B POHHARER R 8 - (BAERG 2 ERly - JEFRIDTIESRRE - nlhE
EEUR ARSI S (Evans, 1985; McClelland & Judd, 1993) - SEEREFARTECRAY
I A BARRI R R - S LAERHEVTRB ARSI T - BWAHSERE RS THIAh
ARG o FAY - ARWTFERY E B H AUTERT A AR AT OR o R sE AR A SRR - (2
BAHESAERE - @95 BAFERER DU S (R Be R A=Ay o A B E T
ErE R T REDERR B L [F] U7 iR B R R - DUTHS B E R AB rERu S © HA ] 558
- BAMIERSE EPERR T A SE R L (A U758 SR IAIER - RISk [R5 R R R B
AWTFEIRRTE] - FRRBRBNTIEE - ATRIRANT IR ISR T AR RR Y
WFgeasat - DLEHT ARl SR AR S PR SRR AR B SCR

BESR > PAM DAER S S B R R i R 1B SRR I A B T T Ry B AR Afiry
FEAR - WG DUEET TRRATSCRAVES R © (HUE » HRLEIRISR S e Tl a8 B G S MRS
thig —THEZAVHE - RIR Dasborough B Ashkanasy (2002) FrieHiyHEm I EALAE - &1
J5 Bl G 3B 3 ] A A AR i B~ IS JB B IE 1] 1 JRGIR BB DA S SR RS BRAE A 1 8
(Machiavellianism) SE[RISR > &2 BT EINGOEETT R BEL B BEAVREL © KL -
IR TTE T U S A MR R AT E R 32 - TR ARG R o RSN 0 AR
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EHER LB THMBREEYN  H—SEm BT > 40 - SRS RITE - 8a T B
FIRERS - 41 © T{F# A (Job Involvement) Fz#H#%7&Zf; (Organizational Commitment) &5 »
THESHE—T 5 - RIS RE TS ] E R AEARM RIS T - A _afthlt &

TTHEGRIRY AR - IRAR > FERH ARG SRR - TR QR T R B QRO R L A
TEEBBRE A IEAHR - @ - EHG SRS A DR B RS AR @D - Bl Ry

A ILEEE (Dasborough & Ashkanasy, 2002) = #Xify - FEEAIHIIEIREAF > (3R E AW
SLECEEEI TR A - IR MR R T 5 E 8 n] DUl R & R BRATREET THRRT - DU TS i
TUQEELA T oy B QR R R S B R R U R EE -
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