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The effect of time pressure on employee creativity is controversial, and studies in examining
the relationship between time pressure and employee creativity obtained conflicting results.
This study updated the concept of organizational innovation climate into organizational
innovation vitality, then examined the relationship of organizational innovation vitality and
its outcomes (employees creativity and their job satisfaction), and explored the moderating
effect of time pressure on the relationship between organizational innovation vitality and its
outcomes. Data were collected from 470 R&D employees at four national research
institutions in Taiwan in which employee creativity and creative outcomes are eagerly
desired.

The structural equations modeling analysis indicated that organizational innovation vitality
positively related to employee creativity and their job satisfaction, time pressure negatively
related to employee job satisfaction, and time pressure moderated the relationship between
organizational innovation vitality and its outcomes. Though time pressure constrains
employee creativity in strong organizational innovation climates, it enhances employee
creativity in weak organizational innovation climates. This finding explains why theorists
argue that time pressure hinders organizational innovation, while practitioners always feel
that exerting time pressure on employees can get a move on their innovation performance.
Further implications are discussed with the time pressure/organizational innovation vitality
matrix.
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FHARI A SoEBM LAY R B - DA ERERIEECR - R (L - BREWERE - #
PR - BEEE A RS E - SRMERF TR . M E BB - R HE R
B 2E ot B AR 5 - G ISE s A AL IRF AR > A BEHE PR 350 5+ 12 % (Amabile, Conti, Coon,
Lazenby, & Herron, 1996; Damanpour, 1991; Gilson & Shalley, 2004) - [ii#HfRE T H#E
B R B RIE BRI T 2 B - USR8 H B RE HL3E B ([EAE A 2 o
(Amabile, 1997) -

et e O ER IR R Y - Bl JAH A A ME ANTRE RS it e TE 3 A ALV
Hho A TAREREE A AR TR AR (AN A P SR LA B B S R i &
E=HEIHTTEERD - Hunter, Bedell, & Mumford, 2007; ZLEGE ~ &5 » 2004) » s ELHHE
SERR BT RS 2 (5 L BT (Bandura, 1986; Ford, 1996; Prussia, Anderson, &
Manz, 1998; Tierney & Farmer, 2002) » ;&6 1E AL LB @ 8 A ALERIHT BN » Bl
HIA ~ BN LAF - AMERMEFHERE R L7RARES (Flow Experience) » BEREfEHE AMIHY
BIE M R R (Collins & Amabile, 1999; Moneta & Csikszentmihalyi, 1996) -

Hsu Eil Fan (2006) 2 - 5 A EHER IS BaZ 1R R N BLE A RIS LAY BT
1% JJ (Innovation Vitality) » SEREMFRER BRVEIE JT < MR - AHRREIHTE JIRIES
MEFEIGE RISy - UIPHE T Csikszentmihalyi (1996) HYCIREES < HEEAIETIHY
VAR EE B EE A NTEEISAARE - EE AR JERE 5 B8 A LOEAIPkk sz Bl
H & 2 BB/ AEVLHCIRE - A& e A S RAV SR - KRB E A Y BIETERE -

RERS G EHE A BE A IE S i s % - HoR S it oe & 52 S 2 IRF R RE T 44 A1)
SE IR o IF[E]EE T (Perceived Time Pressure) 5 T {E&JBE )7 (Workload Pressure) J&
FEAE A AEAE A IR RN SEBGET 2 TAERY DB » BIRE JJEBE S K2 LRI ] RE
JrefHBEsGa st B IE AR EEERYERE - WRHMEHAE H G EIZ Eit% (Amabile et
al., 1996; Andrews, 1996; Andrews & Smith, 1996; Kelly & McGrath, 1985) ; {HE » B
W e A E IR R e 23 BIE /T (Amabile, Hadley, & Kramer, 2002) -

B SMNRA SRR > AN imAE L EREE bR (= 0 2009) ~ AHHRAT Ry EIK (Gilboa,
Shirom, Fried, & Cooper, 2008) » XEI3&%E JIFHEIIASE (Amabile et al., 1996; Amabile,
Mueller, Simpson, Hadley, Kramer, & Fleming, 2002; Andrews & Farris, 1972; Ekvall &
Ryhammar, 1999; Mikdashi, 1999) - HEChfF5E#5 S am ke Rr g J B flE A TAEREA ( Bl
J7) ZBAFRIEE - AT —Eoksam -

PRITEE SRR TS B & T AR —E R R - B3 2 AR TR R R B E T IR iR
JIRIREREAE R TERCR - Lazarus B Folkman (1984) f5iHi - BRJJ 2 flE ARy E8UESZ -
AR E R A BRI A BIRAGR o EEA GG — R PR A A e ey - B DU R
HEE RIS IR EARE T HENTIRY - SR RS2 BHRRRYIRE ST - Hogr s Sl Al B O -
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ATy - BER SRS JIEFIAE A BIE < 3 - (H2 8 A2 B0
RFEIRE I - BRI AEN A B EEE - Rt @Ed amds - EmHeNE g
B - TALARE SRR b A BRI TEE 5 - HTEBaistsaims
BRI A B3 )7 e AR 2 AR £R - DUSCIRE R R 12 A5 & T B BTSSR
(fELABE T 7B T AR 2 % ) Rz B -

B b S ESA TR B I R Ok B A = B B K r B T T fF (Ohly &
Fritz, 2010; Py ~ ZRFESE ~ 3 K31 » 2005) o AR SR 138 S & BB B 4R 5 Pl A AT o2 3B
F IS E (World Competitiveness Yearbook) » {&fE A THZRE » SiEFE 9
F 2 U TCRER A S22 — (International Institute for Management Development,
2008) - L4 > Amabile et al. (2002) Z5#% » BIEJIFSEEESELLTIE FRRERHEANE )
AR5 - [KIIL > BRI RRE SRR ZEIE 5L - nTfET9E A B R AR E T
J7 ~ IR 7B A BIEE R e AR B B -

FAFT AR PR Y e B R At 2 A A i 470 RZhfFa8 TARRN R I TEET &2 - 3@ AsHE JitE
e B G et X B S R Y RCAE . - SRS SRR - MBS T2 s B A
BIISE 7 B L AR SRR B A B 5 NIRRT B S RIAE TR - (BT BERH AR BT
JT RS < IR -

AW 7 T A A — BRI - BiEm L SRR B R
Bl =R BIHTIE JJIRE - F R R S HIIE AR EIRE T T RS 5 (HERME AR S Z
RIS J EE R A EAERIRRE - A2 BB ASE AR B - Fe IR EE T TRE(E e
I B TS - t—FSRAEHE e E S L JER—ERER - &tk - AWFERE
WFTEEEE - R RAHRRBIETIS )T / B JJHakE - HASFR R FIRFERE SRR N 2 &2
Eh B -

&l ~ XEERETER ST RER

— > LB ATHTG ) Bz AR

B IRAH AR BRI IR B PN I A BRI SRR 2 - — B AS T R SR
AR - (HB AR B EIE T2 9E - REAENREEIE A Z R E (Egan,
2005) » JeFBHIHURE (Scott & Bruce, 1994) BiAIINEJJHIBALR - EA BT EIREETRS
PRET AT SR 2 BRI R RE R R © Collins Bl Amabile (1999) #5H1 - A RAE AR
SEEEIIITE - W T RPE BRI S ERE A

BibSamE TR o A BB E T R @ R 2 2 B A TEAN ~ 1785 - MBS A I s 28
(Amabile, 1996; Hunter et al., 2007, Bandura, 1986) - il A ¥t (FHFREIT AR
(Amabile et al., 1996; Hunter et al., 2007) » LUKz 5 IRAE I IE AR ( EFRSUAERS)
(Ford, 1996; Tierney & Farmer, 2002) » £ &z A GIHTEI: - FRELBIFTNE T -
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LU BAERR BT IS SIS Hedm - B ST B BB BE PR A B AH A 15 5 1 Bl
£ o WAL R FIRH AT SRR BRI RE R S » W — 20 HEELH AR By Bl
NI ST DUk AR e & B
(=) BA PN 1 B % 2n 8K £ 37 LB

BB S s BN fE B FriasE) - 5 AH R 2815 TIEEER ~ |5 IA - & A
B~ EHPRERER - e s B LOEAS B i Ssh s A5 AR TAE WA I P R
(Amabile, 1996; Collins & Amabile, 1999) - [i#HFkE EHYAAE TAFEIFE AL Z B HR TS
Binys2 % - Williams B Yang (1999) 4 LUK SEAYRMHER S R BIEREH - BER M AT HERE
BEEMNFEE ) » ]y FAT A an TERY g - (2 U SRR - CAERI B
B o B MRS SR DUIS &R - AR Al ie A REME A IR =
EEAE ~ BUARSZHERE I 321 BRI RHARAY IR - B RAY AR BRI S LR
TERATLAE » 38 SerREa A FI L B RIS TR RE -

FR$E Amabile (1996) £ii& J7Ek 4=, (Componential Model of Creativity) » {fi A £l
s& 2 A AE TA/F#ENE (Intrinsic Task Motivation) ~ T {FEkZEE N FHRIFLEE (Domain-
relevant Skills) » DUz Bl JJFHEAFLRE (Creativity-relevant Skills) FfEE 5 Hb - fHR%
HY LA FER B e il S TR AR AR BT SR - SR SRR EN S 7 4R 52 % (Amabile,
1996) - {EFEREZKE - BNE JIAHBAERE 2 FE 18 A WY BT HE R ~ B PRANTURE » DIk
BIE I AR E S (Eder & Sawyer, 2008) -

FEAR BT A E 2R BB TR B A e R a9 eI A B L AE
R - SRS EME ARIBIET T R e JE 1S S Bl ) ~ & P e e T s e R m m FF
HLEF ~ EAREE S a2 2E] - DU TIFRE A B DR Iy - B4
ML ARSI B TE S BIHTE R - SURE S IEEEHT RN (Amabile et
al., 1996; Baer & Frese, 2003; Kark & Carmeli, 2009) o fH#k B BIETEN » EH B E5
A E AR B ETRTE BN LIFERET - DISEiEk S 2 BTG E) ~ REAIHTT
Fy o FEFHASE J7 (Ekvall & Ryhammar, 1999; Prajogo & Ahmed, 2006) -

Hunter et al. (2007) DA#&E3AT 720 - Al K B s g e = B gl
ERIARRZ IR - WIMERE - DU TTRERVERETEEE o MM - MHEREET R =]
TEHHI A =0 ( BEGEHE ~ RIS - S E R R ) AR E S el
SR o Hr o AHRRBIHT SRR B IR R B PR B RE T Fy © L AERRERTE ~ B PRER
(AR R ST R e BB TR G TR ) - DU ABRRIRARIVIERIAS . - BIME A
TEARRAR TR R # R (Togetherness) ~ §E58JJ (Cohesion) » B il AFERH M H RS2
[ DFF (Little) [H##E SR _LAYMEZE -

(=) RI#7 A RS
il ABITEs th e 2 BRI RE 2% - B RERJE H Bandura (1986) 1H
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FAARERE (Self-efficacy) Bg » ZfEMH AR EEEE T - HSRESHK LIFAURER -
Bandura (1986) f5i : & At € LIFBUTH < ORI - AT HEZ e E LIFAY
SREIREAAI » ANl AR YRS HERR (Edison's Inventive Efficacy) -

it S PR B G e Ry - H BRI E P E AR ~ B - DU LR E SR
FERR - WA HAT R B R B A AR s 2 - H IR B S I > TR SRR E L
VEFERE P B SR E S - WK LR T (Bandura, 1997; Stajkovic & Luthans, 1998;
Yeo & Neal, 2006) - @K BB IO RER » NamfEA AT ~ VEZEERMT (Tierney &
Farmer, 2002) ~ fiJf # B2 {7 (Tierney & Farmer, 2004) - &Y, & 2 % [F % (Carmeli &
Schaubroeck, 2007) - ¥55E3E 1 BIIHTNEERRELE A B RBAY ERIRER -

(Z) A1 #77% ) SLBAALI L /) B TAF 2 %6 Bl %

TEAHRRIE SR - LA BIE S8 R B A8 A B 28 e i B sl e E R iy
% 0 SELEANE BT S 2 FRE (Novel) WY (Workable) 5 AT RIS E T
e BIEREMAE BT i thpsimAt, - (KItE - AHARERT AR ] LUK R B AR
EBIE TR B (Amabile et al., 1996) -

Csikszentmihalyi (1996) HIEFEIE Sl 53 plodscig AT H & A43ERY/N C (Small-C) »
PURe efesgtint & S AL Bl BR B SE /E Y K C (Big-C) » Kaufman Ed Beghetto (2009) 42 {i
Csikszentmihalyi (1996) T3k » $2HEE JJ0UPY C - IRIERE JIRZE IR IF Ry © 2KIK
C (Mini-C) ~ 7]x C ~ E2Z C (Pro-C) » DI A C - Kaufman Eil Beghetto (2009) 22k » &%
HERAE (K O) ZRENEZE C - HikEH L4 EFRE - HAHBEE BT
JEEEEZE C K — P R rT DA B B &K C o AR B RYIREEES 2R B A
AaSEsryE et (EASraiE S tEe B - JREIRIR ©) » BIaE A Z0
Hi (ah-Ha) HU#SEE - B DI DGE R G BRI - M ATERIR C TS
PR - SR AE AT BIE TR BRI S 5L -

Csikszentmihalyi (1996) H.LyRE EmRIE—PEH - BEEAIE 0y LR R EEAME
ERE ANBYRTEEIE AR - B ARET AR © &S TIFrPkEREZ B H 5 B i
FRE/KMEVLACIY - Ay e AR SRR - RIMREBCR I ABIE ST » FefHRRAD A S i
AR IE M2 o KL - Hsu B Fan (2006) {EEEHERREIETSARE (it & osE ) i
BIFTRRRERS (8 ARES) ) B EBNE I RAHE #2238 B L B - MM - RS S HAHAREN
A BB BT SR E AR HAR BT IS SIS - FEREMRER BRVBIE T T By © (AL AAEIE
RIS EIRYRERE T - BB ERYAHRREIRT AR - HAEBESRIBIHET B E 58 LIE T
BN ER S EERBEEEERE )T -

HA SZ R MRS SR B AR R E1E B RIHTER) - AT GRS 2R H
W - AT G BGE KRBT R o [KItL - ARWFSeHER - BRSBTS /)
s R EHE A BEEARE ) B A EROR - R DU EER
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Hl : a%AIHHENEZH > REWMARZILES -

BEIR T A B B AR T R BB B I THEREY - (HAlt R i BT E Rt Se &
SAE N B AR E B  Esz B B HH IS (Dormann & Zapf, 2001) -

TAEMEBUE R B TERBE I IE - EHREAER ([HfEEREEE ) BEE (fF
& FIET ~ PRl ) WafE RS> ATk (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993) - [ FERERE [ ESZ RIFF 2% [A]
FOURZEL > AN - BN E R ~ R FE0HBERIFR - DU E S TAERYTS
S HESE (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993; Fisher, 2000) © i S AERIHTE AR LA - 85
FrERTHIAEAR A E N EHEFEEIRY - e R R AR B B E - AR
e AR = TR E & (Odom, Box, & Dunn, 1990; Shalley, Gilson, & Blum, 2000;
Tierney, 1997; Xie & Johns, 1995) -

AWoeHERm - BB P EIERRHRRERTE A - e I U R R AR
%2 W R
H2 : M &AM ENESG  REATHEHEIRES o

o~ IFRERR S

BRI B A EBUEZ - S AE A BB 17 B H B AL RS IR o B AGE
e — A BRI AR HL A A BT - BT A Pl SR FrRERERTIRY - Bz E
HAEEAYER J7 (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984) -

Drach-Zahavy Ed Freund (2007) 3% > R JJA] 43 B © 55—l 2 AR )
(Quantitative Stress) » 2 H fR ARSI BRFRHEZK (Job Demand) » E B HHEIRAZ
TAF - HAAEAERER R SE By - sy sz BRI RE T (B LIF BT &/ T) ) -
2 TR ERIRE )] (Qualitative Stress) » i F BB R ERIRTE - KA B T IF
HEF NG - RIS S HRE R R & A - SR T B ERERS - Nim it
G2 DIRsE] - ERREEER - WEr S HERE A AR - Rl FeiE R T R RE[RIRFFAE
BIANIZERCE (2008) DLAgta R J TEIREFE Y - AHAR S R Ry B i i R Ry IS e B Y L FEE
3K B OO B TTAEIBG R AT - TR A EnI R B iR 2 - S EC R
Ry R

TEME ARIBIERRAIE B R AR 2R - AR AVRRANEE E BmAE » A A B E I
FRRFTRE ~ SR RTRERRD AR HE S - B BlEEEE - AFR EEINERE (Wallas, 1926) - #HAH
SIS T SR EZRE BRIV - 5ERGE 209 TAEER - LIRS 3
J7 5 BEE TP B IR SRR N - DU B Firli A Y& IR B RE T 1A & CURE R 3E 2
TAERY > B B SRR TEEERFEE /) (Amabile et al., 2002; Andrews & Smith,
1996; Luria & Torjman, 2009) - B STERFRIETTT » MEEA A8 & HIRFHIPRIE HAE
% o Al - IRERERR D TR Ry 2 BIIE A B JJRIAIZE (Amabile et al., 1996; Amabile et
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al., 2002; Andrews, 1996; Andrews & Smith, 1996; Kelly & McGrath, 1985)

PRI A RAIRER R S TELE A BIE S IRGRZ WITSE - AAGHSIEAS SRR B — B IS
ai o AN - /£ KEYS Ry @t b - BEEBLIRE R RE ) 8 Bl S RIS T AR5 R A B
% (Amabile et al., 1996) ; Amabile et al. (2002) HIHEEFSE » R BERS BRI LR 73T 1%
BEIEJIEA AR o 1 Andrews Ei Farris (1972) ~ Ekvall B Ryhammar (1999) » L
J¢ Mikdashi (1999) F:ZEZEH - IKFREE Ty e (e LA A BIE ST - MBS HSEH A A8 15
o SE BRI A B B B HEAE T (Amabile et al., 2002) ©

B HR IR R RE T T B B AIE JJHIRALR » o3 BRI HIHIRCR ~ REAESIR - DUk
R EA PR BT ESOR A HEgm - FRfal T ¢
(=) wpHlER

Bl ) B R A PR ERE - HARAE L ERGE YA - s © (1) HEfR
(Preparation) - fEZEHI I ~ BEFRTRE © (2) BRlEI] (Incubation) - fEHRTE EAME - &
AT E S = - HyE SRS - 3) B (Illumination) » ¥R
TEE (Insights) 3 DAK (4) BadE)] (Verification) » B SEIRVTETE NSRS - fEREA]AT
(Wallas, 1926) -

bR T RIS B —PARIRE B A - BIEEEEEIE SRS - fEAEFREEINRY - MR
REIAAIIRF RS B 2 AEERY (Koput, 1997) - TiEABAINZ R AT RE (e B AyIRs ] > R R B
I BT R RO SR BBE 21 (Csikszentmihalyi, 1996) - AIEREL B EEREER
FRISFE A SR AR IRE - el A M BUE B IR - G BEE A B SR A
(Fleck & Weisberg, 2004) » 5732 (Schooler & Melcher, 1995) -

Amabile et al. (2002) f2HHBIEFIAIFERZVURS B ( RIESUT AR ~ Hafl - OB
A DUS R FERERR B ) » FoRE A S AR i A B - 75 ) Bl = R S 1 R
12 5 fth st —D R 1 IRER R J T AT RER LB BRI FERE A RERY 2% - TERT-EBUTS
WERRIRE B - B AAERFEIRE ST » SR e i R AR AR R - U e P2 e e RE Y 5
% AEYEGERE By - M fTh A G R AR R B - PREREREER M - DARJEER - 2K
[ JrE TR B R R T 5 5 HEBEAM A E A RIS FEAEAE - R 22 I PR R i de 2 — I 9%
B (SRR EGE ) - SN RERE A S e S FENAE G R iR - BEEAE
R RE B R AR S R FERE Y - A M A S IEEH RIE AR - Ktk » T
VE S BEJTaIRE R S AR i EGEETTRIE RS - B BIE ))& A 4R & 2% (Amabile
et al., 1996; Amabile et al., 2002) -

Kelly Bd McGrath (1985) Z BEEGHITT » Fhls AR CAERF IR i B BIE TR 22
R H i TR IR B AR AR - B0 g TR IR AV K
B ° Andrews Bi Smith (1996) ¥H{TH5 A BFTEITHVEREIE - IBISSELIRE R - HR8
AR - AW FeHEaR i 2B BN R 0 - SrEfHANE A &g - g

1
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=
H3: A& BITRZHRFMRAES » HAIR T AIK -

A ALE ARG S HERER IRy - B rTREEEAE IS 4E LAVFEE (A0FRE ~ A5 ~ JEIS
&) BEAIFEMEIT R (B ~ GE ~ BIRHES ) » i AR A S e L
YRS m Y e R (BE R 2009) - WFSEER - TAERR e TR e E A &
s A AR TR R sz 2 AR TRk » HC AR e & @i - (Parasuraman
& Alutto, 1984; Shalley et al., 2000; Xie & Johns, 1995) ° [Kt » AWFFEHHERG - AHRREL
BHAVERIRFRER s - LR gl - e
H4: B R BPRLHEMBRARS RI/AEBIEENK -

(=) s R

BB A ER B S S B - Sy (Balanced) IRFR R JJth T RERE LR SLBIE T
(Janssen, 2001) - IR 7.2 Fir AT REST B BRI JJZE AR TE IR 52 28 - IR Rk R LT
R SZHIRF IR T R PR TEBE J) (Challenging Pressure) » #H%A () TAFER BHE
FEA PRS- AT O o W EE AT H BE 20983 S DSk - IRIBLEr B A RS T2 3%
FEEE A (R HERER. (Amabile et al., 1996; Baer & Oldham, 2006; Ekvall & Ryhammar, 1999;
Mikdashi, 1999) - [ttt - APIHEARKRF RIS N LR - B HEARER - R A
FIFAE A B .2 #&48 (Amabile et al., 2002) -

A5t - BB R TERE A H BERATE R - IR — Ak B e RN R R J i Fe Bk
B EKEBEERIR - B AT 52 B EET R B R RE R IR AR IR R R {5 i
FEEER B B3 )T 2 S E A IE [m #2228 (Durham, Locke, Poon, & McLeod, 2000) °
Smith ~ Mitchell Eil Beach (1982) RIZE¥i » i SEARKRFRR T JIHEE N LRI » A REBLEE
HiE/0 » BEEE A A EIRY SR sk g o TR -

HHR IR R E T8 R B BIE JTRIIE IR » FRERS B R E ~ TR L REEC AT
BEFIEAL - KL > ARUFFE AR R R S (e ek B AE JJRYRER - TEEaTIR R
JBEJ T RTREIE R TR - B4 -

(=) W MA R FiEsR

FHA IR R ) B sl 2 2 RIS TR BAGR B Bl s o B2 BrAGERA IR R J B
A& RS EEE U iU dhfRBAGR - S G BRnERE T IRr R R J B R o L & (B 1 K 37
AR - EHE RS SRy (Rl H5ER ) -

IRF [ JBE 7 B gl 5 Sy £ U = AU dh SR BA £ - FREC LR 3R B3R (Activation
Theory) » ke el R 50 » B am E A A H A @ E I BEE /K HE - B2 E
WIS (A B EAENE TR ) - e LIRS e B E A Bl s 2 (Scott,
1966) - il N\ sz Z IRF[E] R TR N » BRI b < £ - & EHE A S8R BT Ry e A
S (WIAN=RERRIERY ST AT ) § B A TR S IR 58 s BB AR
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A BRI NS - LIRS Tt /R ka2 1K - Baer Bd Oldham (2006)
Janssen (2001) » LKz Ohly ~ Sonnentag Eil Pluntke (2006) HYRFSS » #12E0 S 57 i wibr
JRE TG

R BR J T R R I E B — s MR R (5 SR B n i SE R — 20 BRE Y
ERIRFERR )L Rl A AR RORAYIRIZR » 53— 7 » BadiRE R ram th n] 3t 2 (B S i By —
i1 - BRDARF I RE S A B Ty [ 45 3800

TEARRRT T Ry sl BIE W e S - HRTM ARG I TeEaisR i )y F 38R - (847
BN IME RERE R SEHE R 2 - BISNEFENTICASREUR - TAEENK (BRI S
B TP &R ) ) Bl TAE¥EHl < a2 AFHE » B S E A EREFE (de Rijk, Le
Blanc, Schaufeli, & de Jonge, 1998) ~ T /Efu/E/E (Dwyer & Ganster, 1991) » DK TAERE
2 (Sargent & Terry, 1998) EEAEFZ2EE - MEIRIELENTFEIZE A Karasek (1979) By TEZIK
— PRI AY > R AR R T B8 - TIE LAFEEK - SR - SRR T EHM B
SRR o B LT EAES IR AR (R AR EEEE KN ) F 2 0 T
EER (BURFEIEE)) ~ TAFEMT R ) MR A e THERUR -

BT > G BT EERT R R Sy T HE R - BIANESR TS (2004) HEETHE
R R 7 3 T SR B 3 A B RIS S TR HHERCGR - i3 d © i B (RIRFREIE )T - 8%
RES | T BT TE AR AU PR B AN EL B G SR AV IR THEA - (KIBL - 3 B T RS JI77 2K
IETROR 5 [ @ B A G LRI - SR G e Bz 515 - EE
JEBHRIRR T IR - [RIBL - BRI S HL RIS T T SR TE TSR /)N s Bl JH 2
(2006) RIS - BEIRE S FTAIERY T8 SCRME R s - HEER R AR - H2 - TfF
R e g9 b R SR S R B R e Y 2R B AR

AT B SRR EETE JIRIE R - SrE RSB B EE B B O AGE BGERRE
% (H1) ; B2 » TAEEERKAICHREREESIRFI N B ESH R A I EEERIIRFR - ¥
Bl SRS A A= B2 8 (H3) 5 71BN > A5 e AR e #mE /) B R SIS 5 T -
FHARE BRYBE i  IRIBG - AIHFZeReH DU RER
H5 : B RR /1 & T A BB 3775 1 Sk B A3 1 09 Bl % 5 3 05 B 77508 Bl 55 4m 4%

BT & A1 4R i Ak B £l A1 0y BilAR -

[FIEE - R SHEMEETE K E - g E RS LIRS (H2)  HE &
RFEIRE T (TAF @ KA TCIRERER ) thdy BHRERRE B0 TR R e A A2 (H4)
JREN > TE AR AT IS 7 BRI BRI B EE T - AR B TR e = <RI
ABTEEEH DL s
H6 : 65 MR /1 & T35 s B A1 37 & /1 L TAEH R R BA% © & 05 B 750§ # 53 4n 8

BRI & A1 LAk B TAE G R R BYEw B % o

399



HLERRIHTE ) B EOR 1 R HR ) T RS

W

v HFEERET

e
[=1]]]

— - BESE

ARTREBRIL IR R AR | B2 40 - ARTIEA - ARAHTE )
EEREAIET) (H1) BT R (H2) AEETERIREE - RS e 5. Al
J7 (H3) BUTARRGIEIE (H4) A4 G - FLOr T RRaeTT 1 LA A RIS 1) (HS)
DR AR (H6) 2 IEFIR -

/ B A gus
HA f /

H5 H3
P T o kg

B 1 HEEE

L W SRS RER A

BB SR TSRt (A0 THTEE ~ EORE ~ H5RkAT ) HRZEIZK > BIFC & BUR X
IRAIEESETT K F%E’ﬁéﬂ?‘%ﬂﬁ‘iﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ - HRULER B SR A B T - B
1999 £E# » B SR W SE bR RERT B T BRI EL I AR SE ;.Jri (ANEHTHIIEETER ) - WiHE
B — Ry IEAERHTRYE B i (TRIBE ~ BEAIAD - 2006) - BB THLAERR TR - ST
PERBHAARE RS R - BB R SRR - B140 « $EE R A H BT ~ SEh S
THRM ~ BHNER ~ B TIEEITHRER - DUSGEIT BB E RIS - 7658 RV IRVE
Biff D - s BIIRBRISAZE] 1A HRR T o SE LB IRRS 1 AR IR B B B
(S ) ERERTT ~ BRI T T ~ $RZEIRRTT > DU HR 2 e v e i 52
T RS HERT LB RR T -

AWTFELIT RN BT IR S5 - (RIS BV P BI SR T  BA Sir 1 - Hhaih
649 {311 WIELS 470 T RARA - FRUMIEEIRERTy 72.496 - BRARKEHERELATT |
(1) BRFEMT © PEETE T2 B EREA 60.69% - BEG 2 A7 FHAEREAR 7.99% 5 (2) Bk
BsorAn ¢ 88.3% EANRFERS - Q) TIEFEDE - FERM—FH157.0% ~ 1
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B EIEES 620 K520

BESHFE(EF)EMGH6B1I % ~5FE 104 (&) FHAH102 9% ~ 10 B 204 (&) H 4G
11.99% » & 20 DL &5 2.8% -

=W TR

AW oefr E A A P - dE MRS T - EARE ST - YRR e BESR
DU RFRRE T » & 83k Likert NEGEN - sk EARBE ASE AGES TRl (e
ERYBESZEENMEEER R RKAE) - &R EEEH AMOS 6.0
(Analysis of Moment Structure) 247 2 Mk fEES TE#EE 14 (K122 4347 (Confirmatory Factor
Analysis ; CFA) » RS VELEBIEIAH &5 BEELIGRUR - #5638 USRS R i i
ST R R ISR - R ER M BRI R HAASIMESBAN T
(—) &kplHEH

B HE AR AT B T E A > L Amabile et al. (1996) [ KEYS (Assessing the
Climate for Creativity) fzELAAFRME: » tEHREIHTITEE B IV R (Mathisen &
Einarsen, 2004) - KEYS jJ\fEtmE & » A/ E (e R ynvim (RaMREE) - 32 & 58
TAEERR SR ~ TAEE M ~ BIFRA DM ~ TIEBRERME ) > DU RIEINHI 8IS J1ro R
Tl ( TAEREE )T B AR ) - {H Amabile et al. (1996) FYE 25 KEREE T - mAlE 7
A ) TAEERRAE TAE RIS LG AR 72 52 > K1tk Amabile et al. (1996) 72
by TAEREREJIAE KEYS g N EEIRE T -

Hsu B Fan (2006) Z&.2 SHRREIHTNE ) &R 0L KEYS UK Ry 5568 - MHIBRIERY
FRJIRE T - WAAEFTHSIMERE R ~ ZEREREI R AR = (&5t -+Hm 37
% ) - Hsu B Fan (2006) DI A E85E AT B R MFTCE 52 > I TRIMSER 04T - &
SEAETTIRERMEINIZR 04T (Exploratory Factor Analysis 3 EFA) (n1=109) - #& .2 1 TEEEE 1
RIZE 51T (n2=1149) » AGHE L2 RAHMRBIRTG TR - RS M RIZR o prdfEeh - i
TIARIBRERRBIETE ST 2 R R = EHEEA (FE25E 1) > LSRR
FEA 2 BRRE ERIZR T 71k - 2E SRR TS EUE - (P lGHE Y it s
WIS > VE R RRBHTIE 7 B S 1 A Bl R SR K I -

B 38 M IR 2 40 A A SR U AR R I B R A — B A = Ry > R
KEYS R4r - HAFEEIRF S FIE R 8 EsK - SURHAME R = i RE R AR BT
J1 - BEERIFHEE (EREGEE R 97 » JRHENE—E4(5E Cronbach a /M2 .76
%93 2 - Ktk > MHARBIRTE JIER S —EERE SIS - R SRR AR
EEL AR B RERY - HE RS E TR - S ASHICE FIE 2R 2 - —FERIRHER 15

AT IR AREEUR - ME R B (BT 27% ) BRI (1% 2796 ) AE4—REIH
SRR RS (p<.001) - BURILERAEHTT -

FeBEig s i SRR - AR LIBERE TR INIZR 04T (CFA) - R Fi A R 2
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HLERRIHTE ) B EOR 1 R HR ) T RS

Lo T A AR B ey B R Y AR o A (R A Y o B3 MR PRI SR 0 BT SRR 1
FiR » BRI 2 R/ BGE YR O g A — R A = Ry - B ] s dilE] - fufs

x > /df 7/]\A 3 (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) ~ SRMR /JMiA .08 (Hu & Bentler, 1999) ~ GFI
KJA .80 (Joreskog & Sérbom, 1988) ~ CFI K fA .80 (Bentler, 1990) » DLz RMSEA /MR .10
(Browne & Cudeck, 1993) -

® 1 ZERNERETEARRBEZLLER

" BHNIEE
L] ESESEI -
X df SRMR GFI CFl RMSEA
HERI - BFX 3 MER| , 2 37 "BEEEHERY o 6145.99 631 .230 507 .548 137
o 25H = B B ST
HERI T — '_%%ﬁ B FEINCHE 1356.75 578 .057 .859 .936 .054
PGS I ) B BORT A2 o
| 2 EHEEy B ERIE A
HET = 57 To (B WEHEE o 1671.31 613 .073 .828 913 .061

RGN AT LR A E 2 EAGEHE ~ #HE{SRE (Composite Reliability ; CR) »
B SRR (Average Variance Extracted ; AVE) ST REERS (FE2RIE 2) - 1
IV A A8 B A A ST HIRIFR AR () /TR .64 £ .95 Z[H - HS5PE
HHHE ELE (AVE) /A .53 2 .79 /k#E » #9554 Anderson Eil Gerbing (1988) f2H! 2 ¥
HE - UGS Seffy f R O] S LB R 2 PR BRI - KRB ZHEERE
(CR) ¥/~ .87 % .94 2% » JR5&E Tabachnick Ed Fidell (2006) #3552 7K HE -

AT HrAs SRR - AERREE NEREE — R T H - SHERRE I AE
EGIHTRE A S T (&5 37 BEME ) AHET R o MERTEME Y28 e Bl — i I -
B N AR BT A B BT AR » (H0E B EARA AR BT IS S by —(E 2 A
FIFTIES BT S ERE BRI 2 3AIRAGR -
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’ 2 ZEHSHMLEHE

;= EIEFE P2 EE2M

HEEERFHSEMNE

S48 / I8 A S.E. C.R. CR AVE
FREEE) (HFHESETERMMG - AR5 - REIKE
HELEMT/E - BREEEHIEEINES - EHAERES)
TP E S RIS T g o 77 1.00
T EPREET BHER o 76 .05 21.93
TP RS (B SR, A SraEce 571 o 75 .06 15.83
87 57
T UM R BB R 77 .06 15.89
T EpEE ST @‘éié?;'?%l?@]’i?ﬁo 72 .06 15.34
FEHE (EELLSER - BRAIPBRIRSIE BER
TEEE - TFITEEE - ERERNER 0 URERS
TEEBRXAIED )
VI ER - ad et = BERES e 5 A S .93 1.00
TG s el o SeTY I T W N .88 .03 28.53 .94 79
AR T g BRI e E. .87 .03 27.74
TFERRSZHF (ERXFL 8 B Biihse CINE/N
BIREHIENE  MLLRIseE L TR HEE&%EE’JE&%& .
HAERE - 1RE1HE) - AN EBEREERIERIZ)
T T ERIRIE , Y S 2 2 SEER  SE o .84 1.00
wEH)T SRIRIE , B SR UER Y FEER TS EEES o 84 .04 22.67
GEEEI RIS VR FWEAZR L PR I F 55 05 2171 90 62
CVASS S ’ ’ i ' '
T T EBIRIS, A kB SFEEE o 69 .05 15.39
GIHT CBIRAZ, AR HEFE VBET oS o SIEE
oy e 69 .05 15.52
BRI (58 &N ISREDT)
HERSIBRT ES S EE T o .64 1.00
.88 .56
T 4 = =T Bt A B, s WG ST
&f??_ﬁj%% =RET RS THEAESE 84 A1 1175
J_ "=o
TEHkEE (FEBA BN Er T AEHEMMER
¥ BERHLGR)
TEIDIAT CSREERE o 86  1.00
TSI T AP o .83 .04 22.50
.87 .63
TEISTVSTASE R Y A I I e 68 .05 16.14
TVESH S TUR )T S AP o .80 .05 2.28
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MERAFTE N AR MR S TR

’ 2 BEHSHMLEE  HEEEUFHEEMNE (§)

AIEHEHE / BEIR A S.E. C.R. CR AVE

TeaEi (Bl Sae B EREZMMAELE - AT
% HTERR BHEEIR)

W ZFESRHIHT (SSAEEEEY o 86 1.00
TT O S ESEn TR T (e Sk o .92 .04  28.06 93 70
T Ry T S Ry T e .89 .04 2539
TVEISTGETY )T ey 2 = Ao 64 .05 15.36
FEfpERE ( PHERAAMARL B BIERE HRVERISE - B1EE
BWARERIBCARIRE « EHFEBREHIET - BIRIERIREE
F - SR EPEER 0 LU B SRR FERIARAEE )
)T R B ARSS ER E o 71 1.00
T LRGSR IR R R T o .95 .08 16.81 92 .65
TG PR S. So ) PR TR TR A A A= 75 .07 15.44
BERER (BRI EBEREUFBIFEENRRERY
2E - BREHEWE - 23 - ERXHASSTHER
)
T TP R R TS s I ED o 77 1.00
AT E L RS R IR T o .88 .06 2.13
HATPEE TR E Y @iﬁjﬁzﬂ%% ° .76 .06 16.36 .88 .61
DT E TR R [ ST ETEERTER
CEFEIS
TSP S B RIS L DY R RN BT o 72 .06 15.40
ERIRE (B TFREEET - S A TEHIMES
E75EE - LERAEREBRAENNERIEE)
THT AR PSR AN F o 73 1.00
T HER 2 2 IEHEETIRN S 2 2 EIFHTE o .90 .07 18.78 .89 72
TR B S E ) I BRI TR T2 2 ST .90 .07 18.79
BIFTRREERK (#B#8kpk 8 ¥ THEITEBRIFEEIHIED )
TR, HEREMT BHERR o .70 1.00
Tores , TEmEps R AR R o .79 .08 13.84 .87 .53
TAET I AT e SIER LB .68 .08 11.49
BRI LB ETE2 Amabile et al. (1996) ~ Hsu 3¥Fan (2006) ~ Z5% (2006)
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B EIEES 620 K520

LUF 43 R EAE A B ) &3 ~ TAERERER - DU S )RR A -
A TR T B R (CR) ~ PR R AR (AVE) » DU ALEHAHES 2
B e
(=) BARIESN

R ERE S Jz g > 3R KEYS gli& JmR - EERIFE/NE-EE - 5251 R
fhr A A BLAHARE RAVBIE ST - AWFFeiEszmaRrh » 2 H B A Bl JIAHRARY =18
TH (FEZBZ% 3) - Hunter et al. (2007) DA% 537 73250 P A AH AR BT SR B Bl Al 1)
BRfRZ SO R 25 IR > NEIFHEBIE 170 DI E B B EEE B BIE TR - AHA
BT A B ELAE TR — 5 (A =1.08) » HIIKRF R BRI (A =.97) ~ FET
fl (A =.55) ~ BRI E R B SEAG (A =.37) o ARHFZEEREE Fo 214 5 2E T A
Bl )z =l -

(=) T HhHBRR

TR R EFIE 2 Shalley et al. (2000) & TAFRERE A - W0 ST
ZAARERE o SR SR A - TP R R TR S B (2R
2 3) -

(w) MR A

HERAE )2 i fRMEST EH Amabile et al. (1996) 52 Amabile et al. (2002) 7 B[] RE
JIEFR > R B A B RN EFEFHEINEE - A RESSGHBE BRI - I
R ) E I = (FF2RR3) -

MRIEZ 3 > KRR ST ~ Bl )T DU TR e REE = (v At B AR 2 8
ST 8 T EEISEIE C RIR AR (1) By .62 .67 » HEREIEZAIEIg SR .70
HERETKAE o ) - JIRFZHAGERE (CR) ISR .90 - HYEgHHUE L & (AVE)
IHA .61 2 .78 JKHUE » FURIKIZR BSOS E R ] AT -
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BRI E Ty AL ARt WERUR A T2 R

* 3 FEPSHMLEHE - HEEEAFHEEMNE

RIESHE / BIR A S.E. C.R. CR AVE

RN (BIREERIFHEES - AIBREENEK
LUR A FIk 8 F BRI T/EREIR)

TIEEF2 ARSI » FRIE= o 62  1.00
TERERITIS, A s T 2 o .95 13 12.20 .90 .61
FEIETEFIEISEER T o 74 .09 13.18

BlEN (ER—E5EHR & B BRI EHAIE IR I/
BYhYS - MBS hEFEA MMM TEFELERRE

HE)

HE)D SEFEEF R IEE ST At o .67 1.00

TEE S 0 SHT)D SRR HAIEY v E S - .97 08 1716 94 .73
FEE S 0 SHT)T SRR SRR BT R E3 0 .90 .08  17.39

IHEBER (BABFREZINE - TEER - UERAEBD

MEBRRE)

EET 2 BRI S EHEC =Rk 93 1.00

PEET S 0 BT S W T =R IR o .86 .04 2558 .91 .78
T S 0 PRI I = .86 .04 2588

LEAE - H A RERR BT B SR (A A B T B TR 2 %) - Ik E (Al —IRf
M Bl 52 3 35 » ] B8 & A= 4L [F] /7 % % (Common Method Variance ; CMV) Eg &
(Korsgaard & Roberson, 1995; Podsakoff, MacKenzie, & Podsakoff, 2003) - AHfF5e LU
RIZR 7 Mt A A TR =k B o SRR - R P R T Ry [A) — v s i
HIHSE YA (x*/ df=20.43, CFI= .71, RMSEA= 204, SRMS=.10) > H @4 R HHH
Ky 38.85% » [KIELHAIEANFFEIL [F] 5588 5L 2 RE Bt B (Korsgaard & Roberson,
1995) -
(&) FEHl8H

HRHE R E LR E S H R SRS 78 LR S R A IR 522 (Baer &
Oldham, 2006; Prajogo & Ahmed, 2006; Tierney & Farmer, 2002) » K[t » ARAFFEHEHE
PR - o A BB Fem bl (&) DUN ~ R R~ fiat» DIk
LT LIPS RIEERE LR -
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B EIEES 620 K520

B2 ~ DTSR
— ~ FHEH 5 B
FARBEL SR~ REEHERE  (SEEARE > DURAHBRAREANER 4 AR  AHREIETE T
EE ABIETT (r = 44 > p < .001) » RRETAERERBA EARR (r =74 > p < .001) -
HURE B AVE Z RHBEE s - e aE )y - HE SR a R TF
GEEERE - R > R EEERRETIE ST (r=-.12 > p < .01) ~ fE A TAEHS
BI& (r=-16 >p <.001) ~ T/EBKER (r=-14 p < .0D)ET/EHE (r=-.11p <.05)>
SIS R AR - B AU IR RAR -

K4 PO R¥EE - LAEERIBRIRE

| M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Ko 441 72

EX g2 459 85 .67

DSBS HE 464 65 60" 617

BIEETH 450 .78 49" 46 56***

g

1o
i
I
EE

471 .65 .50*™* 48" .53 53"
471 .67 .50*** 52%**  BO*** .53 T74**

3.28 .97 -42F -3 -27FF - 217 - 26%-. 28

17
PUR
N

ar

460 .68 .56™* 51 51T 47 7T BEF - 27

© © N o o &M 0w N =

AR 411 .85 A7V 41 46 40% 35%F 35 - 217 44
10. BIFFels 412 720 37 280 437 390 480 43" -03 .37 45

11, ASEEEESY 441 52 79N 76Y 78YT 7AMT 76% 76%* - 51T 73 G5 B8R

12, =85 375 8 -11 -10 -09 -07 -14** -11* .04 -07 -08 -08 -.12**

13. "BABIEEY 404 72 24% A9 33% 20%* 390 33 06 .33 43T 77 447 05

14. 7 "SHEE 452 73 BOM* B4MT 62 46™* B0 58F* - 28F* 54T B B T4 _ 16F* 3gr*

*p<.1, *p<.05, **p<.001

FHA RE AR BT 7 BB A BI3E ) B TAFi e ks TR DL _EAHRE - (RIFLAHSEE
—H LR ITAEMSE (Chi-square Difference Test) Al BRI HUE - B3 HIRE
(Constrained) ARSI B A A5 1 5 TAEME G HIRIARIEER 1.0 » 6 ol
EISRFRSE (Unconstrained) FHBMREME YR ITIREEEE < Wb SREUR - AERREIHTS
JIEME ABE ST (A X7y = 116.42, p< .001) K TAERUERE (A x° () = 118.62, p< .001) ;Z
RITREGEEIEAE 2R > RSB EGEPIRE -
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ALERANHTAE Ty AL AR L BRI D) TR

o B E SRR

AN BIE 58 DL A i 7 R R U B AR o i 7 =0 0 B i R PLE (Maximum
Likelihood Estimation) #£f228% » DifglEd H1 & H4 Frfg i BEm (B BN E R
HERE 5 NE RS TR Z R AT i EeRs THERCR (HS J HO) -

(—) AR

AT LU TR B AR oA > e H1 2 H4 Pl B Gm s U B s
BRI EETE o TG SREUR - BRI EE JJ M A Bl T8 3 2 At =X (225
2) > H P /df /NA 30 HiEECFEE (SRMR = .049, GFI = .910, AGFI = .881, CFI =
950, RMSEA = .064) £25# Al 52 #iH - FXoRELH SR i ENd -

FERSBIETIE JTEHME ABETT (8 = .74, p<.001) R TAF#a @K (5= .84, p<.001) £
SHRIEMZE - ERR - fHBEENE IEE - KERRRE Jhis - HEARGEE
HYTAE ~ BB > DUERIE ARSI « Kk > HI k& H2 JE1G 3R -

[FIIRF - FRE R JRR NI A S A B ) s AR s 288 - (I A T VE W 2 /&% (B = -.05,
p<.05) FEAELEFIE MR B - EFRUR  IRERIE ) R B H PRS2 A IR R ) I 4
BfR 5 (EELEL SR TR B B RACR - (KIL » H3 SRIESCRY - {H HA SR - #%
TSRS - (R EHME A B S SO 2 (8= .04, p<.05) » BURERRALS
i Bz BliE ST th e sl -

Chi-square=418.71, df=144, p=.000
SRMR=.049, GFI=.910, AGFI=.881, CFI=.950, RMSEA=.064
*» < .1, *p < .05, **p < .001

2 BRI EHEFREEBAOEHEARSENR IERERZZE
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B GRS 620 K52 M

(=) SRR A HAKRLFHENARLHZRZ T

TP H R (ERREIETE ) B (B ARSI B LIER %) &
Btk - SRR TR (IRFfEIRE )T ) RREEAR R (Howell, 2001) o ARFSELIRSHE /T
PR ZHEH (Multi Group) Z3MTHT » 437175 Bk R RE J B HE A aI i B A B
17 DUSGRHASR BT JJ B E A AR s TR - S0 AR Fr B RS SRER AT -

SR PRI IR ) ) o2 SEEL R ERATE 72 - AR 0 Ry ] BE ) BARIRF IR J TR B
#H o BRI E 2B (3£ 1) (Unconstrained Model) fEANFERHHIYEEME ( FIRE
FHEIERECANE] ) o Palmatier ~ Scheer Bl Steenkamp (2007) LUKz Wegener Eil Fabrigar
(2000) F5H > FHARFRGEZ2HHEA R HEBEFZFERNRIRE 28 = (Constrained Model)
HEYFeETEiEte > AR EE iERERHEE (Equivalency of Measurement Model) »
HAFAE R - BuiRy - PR —2 b s B R A B A B R ER AR B (B) fE& /
R EREH 2R -

2 BEAH S AT G SRR - R BR 5 0 B PR 1 202 22 B A (A x(12)=35.9,
p<.01) - HARKFHEIBEJJHEH < AR B EER FR L (8 =.81) mfmiRr I BE R AR R
SEEFARE (8=.72) » BURBELE SRR R JBREE N LAFIRE - AHRREIHTTE I B B Al
J1Z BRI RRR e e s gy - Ktk - HS G 3R -

Tt — IR AR R TR 05 =0 ARWHSe DURERRBIHTE 7k B 2388 - 8 A B
JTRARBEE - AGEIRIREE (r=RFHEEE B EIRFEE ) ) A A AERIE - & 3 8K - K
IRFHIBR JJHE N = AR BT IS IRy TG EE - iR RIE ) sy s [RINF - TEARREERBIETE T -
BN A RE T B & e R 2 EIE T -

6.0 7

5.0 7

4.0 7

&rd#u‘@,hlﬁa

3.0 7

2.0 7

1.0 1°

1.0 20 3.0 40 50 6.0
S

3 BRI EHHEEEEN 2 ZEHEARENIZE

AR PRE 2R R IR E MR R RIFR B TR (A) BEAREE (o) AR 5 i BRE R =R R
TR AR U /I 2 AT -
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HLERRIHTE T B EOR 1 R HR ) T AR

AWFFE LA AT T30 - Agls Ho (IRpfEIR ) - HEHH A RIHT % 00 B TR i Sy
BAAR ) = S AT RS RBEUR - AR PR E A o B R A 5 72 BB (A X(12)= 24.29, p<
05) - HAKIFEER T HERH AR HEA LR ER R (5 =.86) =l e ] BE TR AT Ll
TR (8 =.82) - FOREIIRFHIRE T & B SSHE AR AT I U Bk B TAF M e i HRIRA TR -
Rt - H6 hAE1R SR - fem / R RIS A AEFIEIZRE (18 4) - REAES
RHRRAHTE SRR EE T TAERS » H T w3 © (EAE(RAE R AT TG T8y
TS T > AR TR L B o TAF e e SR

6.0 7

5.0 7

4.0 7

T 0 G

3.0 7

2.0 7

1.0 71°

1.0 20 3.0 40 50 6.0
e

4 HEBRFEHARERBH 2R EHEATIERERBITZE

s ﬁ%ﬁ

ABHTEIT RS SR AERRBIHTE M A B 7 ke A F i 2 % AR TR s %
38 B E SRR BT AR (Amabile et al., 1996; Rice, 2006; Shalley et al., 2000) 5zl
HrEER% (Tierney & Farmer, 2002; Wang & Netemeyer, 2002) 2 B39 RE—2 - &
il N BRI IE S A A B - AR OB LR - R & TR E AR &SRS
HEMAFFE A RIS )2 B TR S R o [KIEL » B E A RR AT - 2K
— e CAHRREIETE T LR AN TR B e RRTE BN TIFEREE - MR
BIEHBHIE L - DU A HR TRy - BRG] -

iSOl S ) i YAE SN E PN PEpAR A AER 732 R EE S MR (R el IR S REct § = isif=A
2 o A BRI RE ) B AR A R AR T TR > SEE I (2009) HUMFTE AR LRS- At
FEEIPA R TERE B TR e B 345 BITIER SCHsEH 70 RE TR T - #
REUR - TAERE)) (TLEE T RIEEST ~ AtmBEST -~ ABREEST » DU EEZERR T ) B A
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B GRS 620 K52 M

L TAE R TERER &R - AR CREOTY -.20 28 -36 Z[H - ARAFRRIEE ]
EAAE SRR FRIT T - ARWTFEREREL % KEYS [k FAIWTSeamERs A > {EEL Ekvall
Bl Ryhammar (1999) > DUk Amabile et al. (2002) #1772 EIAWIFEREARAAR - R
IR T EHE A BE SRR LSt - AWTFEEL Amabile et al. (1996) HIBFSE
PSR o IRFRHIIRE T B AR AH RSB TG T B BIET A E (KEYS) ZIKZRMERAE B AR
RIEE - FERHRRATHTSAE (KEYS) AUt - MERIBRIF IR g setw i - 0 b R 1%
S PSESE

AFEE—5 58 - IR &+ BRI JTRICR - mrE AR a I Ty ER
SEREMCARIRF BRI - |l B R AIE T B T AR e i =y » tsb2ait - EmrHRREHTriE
JInEREE o IR D J3BHIE ARG B A HIHIRCR (7 & KEYS kS FrYBFSEEmIMR ) -
B2 > R EEARAHRRBIETE JIRBREE T A BE T s R S I B R T e RS - 5
FHE ARSI B A I CR (FF A BB SH ARV ) - SEEVITTR RN 178
LW T dh B H B RS — BRI -

BRI S - Al E 3 LRI R S e A e B R B2 i
IERERY © AR B RR I R BTG IR - ANERE e - R e i R B R Al
JIE TR + 53— J71H > HRBLE S5 rh AR AT 5 Ui B R PN BEARUIRRE (IR
FFE R RERAINGE ) - KL - ZEE B ARIRSERE - R R B T 2
RS b SRS T SR R B Ty - A e R SRS TR IR - e
T HRRFERR S JEHHAREHTIE T EE AR FERCR - SRS e nim B B e
HRShE Bl R BT - BHSRAER M SRR IE JI RO A B A B A ] -

B AR R IR T PO B LR RIS ) - 3 B e e R T AT DU A 3
Y = {HIE - FERFREI R I FrBREIry RIS DT - SEA AR BTSSRy gl /g -
FEAHEERYE - e BT I BN R R iy AR - A R B A TRy
I EARAE o HEAR - FRTHAHARBITIE JU TR 2N - thFR2 5k - RIS @ EHEEEL
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