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Abstract

Many creative achievements are generated within a team process. In recent years,
the question of how to simultaneously enhance the creative performance of individual
team members and teams as a whole has become a common focus in both academic and
practical circles. In order to study the impacts on the creative performance of individual
members and teams as a whole, we conducted a study from the perspective of the
motivated information processing in groups (MIP-G) model, focusing on team context,
and setting team collaborative and competitive climates as respective triggers of pro-
social and pro-self social motivations in team members and team transformational
leadership as the trigger of epistemic motivations. We used two different methods,
surveys and experiments, to verify proposed hypotheses. “Study 1 targeted military staff
at the brigade level and above and institutional staff; survey samples were composed of
347 staff members from 75 teams. The participants in “Study 2” were composed of 120
teams formed by 357 military academy students.

Results of both empirical studies showed that the higher the level of team
collaborative climate perceived by team members, the better the creative performance of
both individual members and the teams as a whole; secondly, competitive climates within
teams also positively impacted on the creative performance of individual members; team
transformational leadership strengthened the positive impact team collaborative and
competitive climates had on the creative performance of individual members.
Additionally, further exploration of the impacts of interactions between team
collaborative and competitive climates in “Study 2” yielded results showing that when
both collaborative and competitive climates were prominent within a team, this was the
most beneficial for the creative performance of individual members and teams as a whole.
Finally, we discuss our findings and put forward relevant theories and practical

implications.

Keywords: collaborative climate, competitive climate, social motivation, epistemic

motivation, transformational leadership, creativity
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Ciccarelli, 2005; Oldham & Cummings, 1996 ) - #A @ > E_T%\« RIFTen BB akp B
A et A 4 AR B2 (West & Sacramento, 2012) » F]pt > B 1 B X 22 B R
PAE 4 FEAR 5 ;ﬁf’_%‘« DRHHIRTe —‘«’;b HE & MEETFZ 0 itk
VR Z RT 5 MY R N Ao R (motivate ) 27 {1 (stimulate) f 1 f.1 iF¢ &
Blig 4 AT 5l4eF 5 8 —%‘ 18 2 B 72 ( Amabile & Mueller, 2008; Cerne, Nerstad,
Dysvik, & Skerlavaj, 2014; Shalley & Zhou, 2008 ) > ¢ PFg BRI 4 SV AIATE AR
FpcR it s L E P B4k R0 dpdiens £ (Anderson, Potocnik, & Zhou, 2014 )-

EEAL NI ML AR A AR B ERLRTZ BHHO - Bl gD
& ¢ (Bechtoldt, DeDreu, Nijstad, & Choi, 2010; Chen, 2006 ) » % 7 it & % £] % 08
R S R S Uk T 1 é%?*ﬁ%ﬂxﬁ%§ﬁﬁw@i@%ﬁﬁ
@ e R 2 18 % (Thamhain, 2003 ) o % B e e 7 oah flig 2 omhon 3
é@iéiﬁ&’g@@%§ﬁﬁﬁn#ﬁ%&@?uﬁﬁ?ﬂ\ﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
BALZ o UAARIRAREES Ko Fpt o 3 BMBIGE X OEE 4 R EEF
3 eiEd g MAIE A Y FH-E B p BB A K KA A enF R
ipdZ T o 3 MR K AlE 4 2o 9 7 BG4 £ (Anderson etal., 2014; Zhou
& Hoever, 2014 ) ; &4 > B 5 “f#ﬁ’ 4 = (Hiilsheger, Anderson, & Salgado, 2009 ) ~
T 7442 p $4p & £ (Gilson & Shalley, 2004 ) ~ B 15 2 ¥ 4F #4°3¢ (Rosing, Frese, &
Bausch, 2011 ) 2 2 ®fx % i (Zhang, Hempel, Han, & Tjosvold, 2007 ) % > =% %

LR TR BB Al S

Moo i M BAREGE R AP S BB AE (team processing) @ A
A4S o P ivE L - BRE K E B NIESRIEE K 4evid B (Bechtoldt et al.,
2010) ° ﬁ:}fi?ﬁ De Dreu, Nijstad ¥* Van Knippenberg (2008 ) % % #1% ! @ f5

sl N B3] (Motivated Information Processing Model in Group, ™ & f§ fi-
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MIP-G) gt H i & P B = | ek € # 4% (social motivation ) £ Friid 4
(epistemic motivation )> = —*Ff € BuE T BEDBES R AT BT R ALE
Y IR F A BB R B oo R d N E s A L REEN B RS ER
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MITEFF B A4 ko & DeDreu ¥ 4 (2008) 7 # ¢ 30 @
AR 8BRSl amad s BE blde T 43 B4 H
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Grada, Livi, & Kruglanski, 2003 ) ¢ d 7 {8 v » B AR 3 b 0507 17 5 o4 4
B Ff= B rd - kiR o
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2.1 BAEBEIRAIZ A

£l * 2 AR (creativity ) 2 ExgF 14 (heuristic ) @ 25338 Tf 7 (algorithmic )
3R d 11 (TR ATAE L 2 r ‘r%ﬁ(novel)’f Heted * en(useful) 72
( Amabile, 1983; Zhou & George, 2001 ) o d ** B 1 enf| 3718 /% }f’“ﬁ_%« Wy LR
'ﬁ Tov e § ol eha Pk b0 B e R ot (Baer & Frese, 2003)
o mHE e B R 1] AT S N AR ? LR AL A EE
PRINGARHERE? e 2575 Y

2002) -

P¥F 2. £ & 248 (Tierney & Farmer,

W2 B KRB ALY AARTAS P EBRALRE S M ERS AR
4 & (»12 % (Componential Theory of Creativity ) ; Amabile (1983 ) #% 1 i 4 = &
ko WA A S ARk ¥ ot (domain-relevant skills) ~ 2 4] R 7 B ehit
it (creativity-relevant techniques ) % 4 {7 @ f& e A% % (intrinsic motivation ) =
HendE e g 2 0 pligd AW E - pgke A - Woodman, Sawyer £
Griffin (1993 ) P|r2 3 #3128 (interactional psychology ) BLEL % A # > % 117

A =t plig 4 en 3 B EHA (interactionist model ) @ 3P B eHL| R 75 A4

ke

’

¢ hofe X ¥ Tkp BAELZBM AL g«fr"rif‘””@"i AR AT IREE R
Woodman % 4 (1993) - % w g7 i3 317 M P B A B] P e e
FoRApRY AL DR B E2 0 - RN 4 (organizational
creativity ) eF3Z e 0 T M-Aig 4 W W 3 WA S R BMAIR S TR
LAl oo R B A RIS AR S L B4R 4 uERY R g XTI
MipFlEae T P ¢ 7 BMes s BpFE 2 BpER -

% Anderson % 4 (2014) hw fgFm 3 ¢ o Rl MBS B A S B
wFRIEFAY 0 L& %A 5B A K= (individuallevel ) ~ B3 & == (teamlevel ) %
‘w5 & =t (organizational level ) ¥ = < #F; Gl4e B £ & = & 7 4 45§ (Baer, 2010;
Baer & Oldham, 2006; Raja & Johns, 2010;Seibert, Kraimer, & Crant, 2001 ) ~ p &3
w (Hirst, Van Knippenberg, & Zhou, 2009; Gong, Huang, & Farh, 2009 ) ~ % 4ws #
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( Taggar, 2002 ) ~ 1 iT4 4 (Wang & Cheng, 2009) % p A #: % (Zhang & Bartol,
2010; Grant & Berry, 2011 ) ; B3 k& =x ¢ 7 4 % (Aryee, Walumbwa, Seidu, & Otaye,
2012; Liu, Liao, & Loi, 2012 ) ~ B F§ 41+ (Wang & Hong, 2010 ) ~ 4g % ¥ 5% (Madjar
& Ortiz-Walters, 2008; Dong, Liao, Chuang, Zhou, & Campbell, 2015 ) ; 1%‘« K=t Pl e
Z %3 (Jaiswal & Dhar, 2015) ~ * 4 3k % % (Liu, Gong, Zhou, & Huang, 2017 )
% 35'_.?7%‘2%‘3? 2 it (Zhang & Lu,2010) % - 7 B MF§ £]iE # %4 > Leonard £ Swap

(1999) Rl MR AlE + & & che B e ¢ FRGAIR 4 §E2FHITEL T -
LA NAH AR AT AR A N S AR R BRI G
Fach L @A H S L A Bips BEs 23 A L h S
B riiew Ao BRAlRA 2 A A B AT T EY Bk goif Arens 2 L

" f3A-4p B R 22 & 4 (King & Anderson, 1990 ) °

GEFL BT LT MB A CBIRE BT R ﬁ*“b"ixﬁ;kffr

I
r‘;&ﬁ;]gJiF’&mrﬁgﬂbp%p_gmﬁgﬂ Ra 2 F MR BART DS

TRAAPSEL > BIFFARILELH &2 BIRAES > P o dl - BRE
FE MLtz ket g (Bechtoldtetal., 2010) » ¢z ## 3 & 93§ 4§ De Dreu

F A4 (2008) 74 I B E5 8 3 2 0 14) (Motivated Information Processing Model
in Group, ™ F @A MIP-G) BLEL > #F7 7 4 L X T AB|IpES > THEABBEPN D
}J‘.

T § e PEBEN | hT A AILER > 2a FEI SR B A e

2.2 M TR ARIZHEE

1345 De Dreu® 4 (2008) #ri& I ch@ i & 48 T 3 g2 3] (MIP-G model )
LREr BACE AR AR T (o L) B Th B R B
g BB S § BN T WS | BT ASLE AR S
@a BERIF R G ook LR F AR S0 T % )e L & # %% DeDreu
F A (2008) R-BIFFAR G — B F AL f i T A BT R Bk w2 B
EaRo A FRRE G ARG | PG eneodt i 2 i 4 (Nijstad & Paulus,
2003)c 43 2 0 BT 1% G kA S B A HTRKE R L blhe o BB

FR R R R B ETE T O AEEN T R EY S BB S R
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By el B AR ORTE I T B RIS | R B S
L- HERS 5 B A BRFATHRE S FTDRE A SRR BN B
REBBER > @ 8- BRREOT A JILER > § LTI BT S - RO e
AR B iAo ¥ b MIP-GAL & el 5o B A & BT AL AR
¢ g B R AP TRl TR - IB:‘%'J 23 EH ArERd o

A PEBACRIFT AL R ZHF Lﬁ\w%ﬁ"u;‘gxfﬁ;""l‘g gk R
(De Dreu et al., 2008 ) °

”Tﬁﬁr%ﬁﬁﬁjﬁrﬁgﬁ%Jﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁw°ﬁ%’%ﬁr%ﬁﬁ
B0 BEREES R CREATEREEELRA B R R R A
AR 0 Glde T EFR L F PR AR ok MRS B oA RB AR R hAv s
B 19RiE B e o @] RE R B | AR o § o

Bp el X BAFTAFEFZ AT SPF] 0 bl ABABFET G0 § S
R B 48R 0 3t 4 £ (openness to experience) F¥ > €A% € = | 3 & B D
ke 8 (Feist, 1998) 5 4p & > #3030 B & Z & (need for cognitive closure )
Fen B od W e B R ERBE LG AR BT VARG SRR

FEE M ATH Renw T2 7R > Fpt ¢ ¥ PR | Rl ke 7

E R

1=

18T Flpt o @ B A i@ 2 334 (De Dreu, 2003; De Dreu, Koole, &
Oldersma, 1999)c T 3t 48 Fl4 > 6 > blde> F RS X B ABEp A LiEmY nf
’fﬁ‘]:*_ (accountability ) » & K= f 3 ZFH AL TR NATEFRP EEFROT

S EHEFR AR AL ORI OBEH o Ea U BTN LG
( De Dreu, Koole, & Steinel, 2000; Scholten, Van Knippenberg, Nijstad, & De Dreu,
2007 ); F 2o 0% PR iZ i B R PR A &l i end 8 1 (decision urgency )
FoR e RARF GEFEFERNELS ZDE R FA g R AL R
2

AR BT E T A 4o { € % M B B 4 ehieas$ 48 (De Dreu, 2003;

De Grada, Kruglanski, Mannetti, & Pierro, 1999 ) ¥ ¢t 3 #7 7 k » 3 AR HE

~=h
\}\

A E G IR AR GFERRFOBE LY A2 AR AR
sirisds #% (Pierro, Mannetti, De Grada, Livi, & Kruglanski, 2003 ) ; & ¢+ ¥ & » &)
P AR 7 P e AR S ARG BB | e i R e & FE -

Bz BMIP-GH ik 0 Tawgided | oh o BIFR R R enig A 7 § % 1) AL ¢
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Bl | rgRds s 0y TALE Bl g B A AR A MR R M A B X 65
B2 PEBGSR AL ERET AL ERT DL R E 52 (De Dreu et al.,
2008) - H hMoAAERBWT H A S Tl 1 (pro-self); & T fI# 4+ (pro-
social ) | = f87 Fdo s e 53 Tfle fb S enBE S R > ¥ ¢ BB wp e
FrepflE > BB FARILERY > T g WL RRF L L RS H
ped il @ ke a3 e S f 350 é’ut“ﬁ FIF = 5 Bk
FFRomMEA e ABEIRY ik e i (Stewart & Stasser, 1995) 5 F 2. > R
woa THIE M OB R R §RMES EARBGFEH O sfo s T 7
WM AILEAY A4 F B TR blde s - BATEA S Z AR
MR AR s g JTEF B FpE4]iE & £ 2% (De Dreu etal., 2008 ) ©

Bty > BIps R ALALE BB OiEs 7 € X DBAFFSFBR DT F
Foblde 3 BMBAFTAY TER S H KRB AR R o (agreeableness )
ARPE ERG LITRBERPROET R EFAF S AR Tl ) ik g B
%(%MJ%@:?@ag%A&&ﬁ@ﬁu%#%%»mgﬁﬁiﬁ*@ﬁﬁ@
B Flta g e Tqle A g e g 2 (Carnevale & Isen, 1986) o

EFRFIFREOIL ¢ F WA TR IR B A LR B AW Bz
BEEmR e AF ISR e Tl P82 4 (Hulbert, Correa da Silva,
& Adegboyega, 2001; Wong & Hong, 2005 ) ; =H E A B & B L Frc i ™k
TR DB R L p AR Tl & Tfle g ipd 2 (De
Dreu, Weingart, & Kwon, 2000 ) e §§ % 2. » ¥ 5 T8 4 | S8 B 5= R
(it O <E N R T g E A BRI DGR FR e B IR AT E AR
Fy o e i Tfle @ as i o RREEeESRLAPRITE THE
FEp T RA S ﬁﬂ@ RS ER B ARZE SN U mFkA L AR

?oenpe s %12 254 (Bechtoldt et al., 2010) e

#t ¢t > DeDreu & 4 (2008) dad o B F GV AR A B ﬁg}_g@vﬁ\g
E"f”ﬁ_*i—’f;?l]—lzr’*‘éf—‘lﬁ:ﬁﬁ]]‘}ﬁ }i*ik%llffﬁ,ug&fﬁﬂ;\, &g
FfE 60 3 RGE GO 3 e ELERR AL L 4 313, (Nijstad, Selman, & De Dreu,2008 ) 5 ¥

\\\Xr

F’Wypi&7$@%$v»ﬁf‘wﬁi‘ﬁE#?§{$V%@®%’M&

F 1 € 2 f3 B g e B 2 4137 (Shin & Zhou,2007; Taggar, 2002 ) o F]4t - A= 3
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FRE- KR g el § g LT A B A B ik
A WAL E ol A B0 TS - R R e kR -

2 5% 7 B & % (climate) e#E 4 4 d Lewin, Lippitt £ White (1939) #7
FOALE A RORZTHED K B REIRETERLET AL H o
SRR TARE L F ix fdp BRI R PTgR B i (James & Sells,

BEENEBRE T T A~ F ~ Fenx 5 o (Schneider, 1990) 0 { &
%i*%@i&%%@%ﬁk% FAELEFER P bl LA AR S
f=xeno ¥ Ed MR enI do LR s ok (Zohar,2000) o & T BIFEF i § B B
SRHN B URR G bR R E > FaR ARG A EHE 2 il ol
BRIETRRE s PE Lol FESk o bldo - BRI RS L DREFF
o BN R € REER et JT e R R E R AEiE S B P % (Michaelis,
Stegmaier, & Sonntag, 2010) > FlZ igthen® v F 1% € 802 = f 5 (g i3
2 ER o FEAAEN EF R Lo 4% (Girffin & Neal, 2000 ) ©

ed M L ENRIL T ?"ﬁ?&%ﬂ%‘«" B3 Ly g o T
B A E FIRE T 40 % A 5 & F 1% (Schneider, 1990) 0 Bl4e @ 4o > F 0%
(Zohar, 2000 )~ £]#7# % (Andersion & West, 1998 ) ~ PR3% 5 i ( Schneider, 1998 )
72 REEAF o % ey ?’%ig YR 1P TNFELNE e EEFRE S

EATY m#mg AR N - BRGNS TSR P FREE . g AP

o

W%Aﬁ@%mé VAR A S RN TR IR A E L A A (PR L

6‘“}
Wa
/\~
R
|

- R AL BMBERLE LT BRG S R E S g
( Arnold, Flaherty, Voss, & Mowen, 2009; Fletcher, Major, & Davis, 2008 ) » < B [} &

FERL F sy Y IR 5 ARGA T g -

24 WFETEF A MG

£ 1% (collaboration) 4pch= B2 = B b PBfF R - 421 17> nd &z
7% (Yeatts & Hyten, 1998); @ BFfeng it 2 ¢ BRZ L Fetpr > His 2 f 1%
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FEAREREIE CGER) DL TR A EH A 25 03 N (Janz, 1999 ) o 35

WEIEHS BB E PP #Rh AL FIELAS 2 PR 28 EfH 4 Ha AT
225 p & (Yeatts & Hyten, 1998 ) o Ingham (1997) #= % Plt 5 BIFf & T3k ih—
B st g~ TRO(BRE ~ A4 s s {e AT ) 16 el TR (P 1 1E
B AL RR ) KB AEE (FROAERN GHBGFEE - @il
B2 H1ITAd 248 BIpES (ERESZETN2 4 iR fmdy > 59
MR ANERGE KGR RGES)EE R sk (R DBIFS iR 8 G Ak
AR fi o ) - B BB (FAE - @ Chen (2008) #7% BRI =
B2 kP £ PP ((1)E T b s & P R B> 5 - oo i
BR: TE>ErapEayd a2 R E - N hiEda e o(2) &iFgE>
S L RS AR L R A R I R
Deutsch (1990) 325 A &2 4 2 B2 5 AL ¢ 4p 3 iz 4g |+ (social interdependence ) ; %]
B F 6 TS PR RAL G L ARM OB ThpEo RS (TR §ERPT ARl
I EEhEive(3) §IF@F3 N7 5 1A EIAPT &iFinehigfee (75 > 4
PEMOEL TR SRR AR E RS G TR L AT Tk
fﬁi B &R Fophet % (Tjosvold, 1986) -

ARG TF EAREHRS ALY - B EEFAREHR TR PER R
"% % %)% (Andersonetal.,,2014); B} & (¥ 5 iz GBS 2Bk kg2 0 &
WEITEARALEHRSL PRE > TR oRE TR | P A # (Zhu,
Gardner, & Chen, 2016 ) - F|pt > B [f & (T4 iF BA3 B 3 AIETR R 2
AR aA 4 o R BN R %%’E* ﬁﬁ“i?m?/}ﬁx—*—f}@%\—t L R

ARt S N L BT RS A £ IR £

’H‘z
—=

SRt F Fak & (Amabile, 1998 ) 0 ‘f!] e ag o Hosa s 3 (Carmel,

Dutton, & Hardin, 2015) -

AF 3 1395 De Dreu & % (2008) BLEE > s BP0 iT5 RV IF5
BAs S IR A g e lihe Ra o P RApk v Y o B0 BT TR M
Brf & Tx > BN @Al 4 085 (Hon, Bloom, & Crant, 2014 ) 5 &1]4c >
Shalley, Zhou £ Oldham (2004) 7 # ¥ BIF =~ B 2 Fend (TR AXF o> &
RERpBEeimims izl pe cn@Ifp+ i §RERSRENE TR P
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oo F B A€ G RF chd K E foplFTa M s d 5 @ & Carmeli & 4 (2015)
AP Rdgd AEht B E L2 AR eNFRR T DL FFLRE f
ITER o BHRPEA S LR BB I BAAIATE L EF R kE T 0
FRLRESETEBRELG SRR AR BRS AR BB R AT e
@ %2 B PR £]774 > (Bechtoldt, etal., 2010 ) = F #rif > A5 7 3 300 T B3R HI

Hla : Blifffitf GEAF BRI RRLEFEFEMi - FRIFATEF
BRRBBR » A RBATHIES RRS g4 -

HIb @ Biff 4 1of G R RFEWY LI %2 FEF 2o M ko §BIEE EF 7
ARAT [ BFEW AR S oes g1 o

2.5 ML F Golgs M

At § 1L -T2 (social comparison theory ) BLEE > B A JLA € i+ H &
BREFEL > TS5 B A %}‘?E} Brul &b g R F_p & iy 4 (Festinger, 1954; Fletcher,
etal,2008) Bk > § A1 a1 iv? I B A TEE R H G A58 g0k
pOERARBERT 2RI CREAEE T R CPE S RTEL ARG R
Lo 8 F AT uRBAaiRiAgARHE € ki o Fletcher ¥ Nusbaum
(2010) fFip 7 @2 v prrFREAR A1 A2 MLP L P2 FREFED S ¢ 42
TR (1) 50 F A A T blhe i 0 A T 5(2) 20 &R E A
A bldes T EFEL TR A AT 5 (3) 50 BEF R gLk e il o
bl4e s 7B A g i AR A L 5 (4) 30 E@ R g A gL o bl
Yoi 7 (A EWELE LA BRD 28 A L ;2% 5(5)% IR ¥ 5% (inspire)
A o bldeB BEE e oS R At ACPF S § R T PR EE L o
T2 RIEVERF TR GAE SRS RRT o O ARG RS - RS
# & (Brown, Cron, & Slocum, 1998 ) »

W ML F oy AL F Bl I BAR LA R B A
E 8- ek (Fletcheretal, 2008 ) o #F f v pLELE X F]P,g,; D B AR e
WA P AHER EE S FL L §ERPELE f 5 T blde R B A
SIS I L -E RN S A - L .E'_%f& 4] # (Kohn, 1999) - ¥ ¢t » Cerne,
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\m
‘p‘

Nerstad, Dysvik #2 Skerlavaj (2014 ) %= 3 & % Ela‘ﬁ o BFR P e
Renglid 4 £ wavE% (knowledge-hiding) 75 » HF # i BEF e B
o BB Bl B G HeAET L 5 RS A B R 1o enl o e LT
M ;é‘—’ﬁ ( Baer, Vadera, Leenders, & Oldham, 2014 ) » ##4 & 102 BA & ¢ $iz i
2 & 4 (Fletcheretal.,2008) » 1 7 F chaitd ¢ & feshehg > oL f
1 % x4 3 (Sauers and Bass, 1990 ) - Fletcher % 4 (2008) %5 i® /L~ 1?%1 A7 14

v

EEE- RO FFLIHELGE - BREMA S TR B IS o

E:D
N

*F17 %4 DeDreu %+ (2008) 7% § LB 305 B ehikd § i+ ¥ 5 -
FE >R Tl B AeHBaolih; {28k K3 § 50 ABEME X IR
%ﬁ&%ﬁi%&%’g%%&ﬁﬁ@éiﬂéﬁ#%’&ﬁ;nﬁ%@%‘ﬁ
EB I N 1 f T A A NS fr.gzgm, AEG AT A ERY g gééﬁﬁ—i SR
AHIHS AT R EALTRORE  VEBES R FAHT MR R
PR ko PR D BEEEREAE L o SET BT UL E
AP o FARPRAAEETT R R BACRFERDLEA T 20 d R
Fird B ER AR A RAGARL B 4 > A2 B LR hL g R B R b
FR PR RREE AL DB A BIIFER LIRS o @ GBS PR AT~
FRoFEEAR RS OREFARRDLESERE S AT v (B A
BRIFTAG C FIN BB RRLAL RO E > W BRA XAl n
#2H 727 A48 % (Nemeth& Kwan, 1987) 5 5 ¢F > § BIFf it (7554 il &
iR R i ﬁéﬁ%/ﬁ%ﬁﬂéﬂ"—fé_‘% o REB AT L FablR B2 9HE 2 (Munkes

& Diehl, 2003 ) o &+ @i > A7 H U T BRKH2

Hla: Bt f e s BAfld+2MEF 2o M4 § BIFREF R4
BAUEFR S BATpflR 2 RS fA2E -

H2b : B RE § 5 2 RGN L F 2 BEF 25 W o § BFHL§ 32
AERART o BIFFOAR e A o
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26 BEUFF T FFT P Rhid

B AFEDL FARHFI BRI T e RS L 6 DEEE S R EE
ALl TEAREEZ (1) P (idealized influence) » & ¥ 48 %4 12
ik kR0 5 (2) #0450 (inspirational motivation) » 4 Af é,%‘r—’"
BEFRIVEREEEE T L& (3) Aoy (intellectual stimulation) &
AR E PR PO AT Y R R AR AL S (4) B Y MR (individual
consideration ) 4 shEAf éﬁ-iﬁ TALT B 2r & 2B B Z & (Bass, 1985) - i3
PSR LI MR EE T RS IVE D ARE B SRR R
B W IVEDp s ®IVEE LI AZARR § e 17 4 S (Basu & Green, 1997 );
Voo FAFRREEANAEG p? SEECREABRBREFIF T EH
R aehpliE 4 24 e B8 (L, Zhao, & Begley, 2015) « 7 iff » iHd A 5 chd
W2 R AR AR A kS BETHEIBRHA IR LA FAE
(7 % eriedf £ B (Liao & Chuang,2007) 5 d v f 1 (44t &7 o 2§ “i4f Fena
TR T A PRI F TR IR AR L BT ARG A AR
AT ABE B FHE Y A8 - Ik ¥ Tk (ambient stimulus) > § - A %
s it (Liao & Chuang, 2007 ) » @ J* A7 25 ik FAL B R & B 7% 3 eh o

dONEEHAGEE AL AR AFE CRAEREIFEL R
BorERASLE R EA S R I AR ¢ ik o PG S E R R
lﬁj%kﬁﬁ&u%ﬁﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁ’%igﬁmJ&ﬁﬁa%’%gﬁﬁlﬁﬁ
| # iR %~ AIAT ﬁﬁiiiiﬁﬁﬂkf{w CRLY Rt RN
gﬁjﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁéw’@»gﬁJiﬁ%P¢ﬁﬁ%\lﬁﬂ‘iﬁﬁﬁ
SRR 0 M E B R JRE U 3T A2 P e ~ (7 & (DeDreuetal., 2008) o ¥ ¢F
d TR A E LR Y T oo n NA ARG RATNS L PR E
it X EB e 2 f 2okl (Bass & Avolio, 1997) - i& @ i BIFf & f R R TP
Fg,&;ﬂ?,‘gg{”ﬁ,;gu fe BEESFE OB 0 R ATRE 42 R o £ {8 'DeDreu & 4 (2008)
B d T BRAT R AT R S BB | A g oh T
F2 - AP RERAGETL - BATEG SR AL R B R E e

12

doi:10.6342/NTU201803896



27 Biff & v A RHAFER T L F

1FEMIP-G > § Ak § B frioido 8 2 2 4p 3 (5% g5 7R A3 B 7 ol
WAL DT R EE S CBFELE IS U RS TE R G R
WHlE 2% 22 (Bechtoldtetal, 2010)c g 277 tdk B[} & IFF B LS4
EF LM TRBE- KL MG T Ry SRR

LI ER R AT EHR MGEITF B BMGAIES ARZEF L w M
feg A2 mAARMRL-

wARE R AT T R BIR TR okl ey R R AT LB
P BIRATGEEPw A EFT AR 2 it AR GhR 2R 7 H &
o g e s Y SR 2 "M*?B%%gi&ﬁé&ﬁ’s¥Eiﬁﬁﬂj$%kgéﬁ$f%
% 8. (Charbonneau, Barling, & Kelloway, 2001 ) - { & 2 AR EE A5
Fe Rl RREAEYER  AIB A 12 FhE im0 Epd- K2
(Avolio, Zhu, Koh, & Bhatia, 2004 ) > it 3 B4>"32 2 0BG %> FPFAZ 2 B
F5 57 # & (De Cremer & Van Knippengerg,2002) o ¥ ¢b » g3 3145 8¢ > B S M
B3 ARH GBe D ERE S AR TREFE B LR HR R
i g MNEBE T 4 T REENNBEHBE IR > - A2 BEP R Y
4 (Chen&Farth,1999); § AF &% & BIf ¢ BRAN B o FEF LM 7 1
i se 0 A ER TR AR R T E R R RN IRehavas s B B iR 3 2t p R
EArend 7 o d gL, S 2 L en g (TR (Charbonneau, Barling, & Kelloway,
2001) - #3 2 WHAFEF AT R ELFAEAEG @R LA 12
Beng (v § Ea- &% (Avolio et al., 2004 )

Floto 2R % 6 0 MIP-GRLBES 3 > § B~ R o R DB & 175 iR ¢
FE SR Tle ik g F o RN B R ORI ED T BEE
B R A s cnd & (BB RE HA e TlE AL B A o
SR MBS R AR TR ASLEAY o RF P E R GRS B AES
FF ARRACR TR T T A E B AT > P n i BIRenfoi i g R4 LE &
B Rt S R B bR E A E BRI P PRT GG HCEPRE A
A FP BRI A FRED IR DIEF TN ILERY AR B FEIESR G
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"l A g B PR ARSI ENE Y FF AL R R
W R ¢ ABIFF N JLEARY > € UBFEHP RS NEE YR AEAT
MAEALBEF R s FEBRIPVREZALIBP IZHITFFIFLR G R
AT RAMEFTAGIEE NS L FRASENEREAL S i TEs

=

Pl > BEF SRR DT AAILER > F ARG PP RD BIRS R AL e
EH B Ffeng]id 4 £ 7 (Bechtoldt et al., 2010) o @ F B = B f1 & (At ¢ $o 4522 3
BT T R VL - Y BE A e B SR A
AR EAET L3 T (B Re ) R IS T (18 AL E B 48)
I Ff P e A 2 §dF i )5 B (Kerschreiter, Schulz-Hardt, Mojzisch, & Frey, 2008;

Scholten et al., 2007 ) o gx #F F #& 31 0 T BKH3 :

H3:Bffa 1ef Bo fBAflid 4 ARLEHZ o B 15 § R TIBIFEHF
PRI GETTIE o FFEFERDARG BB GFEPE o R
JEE o BFETEFELNT FINAEB AR FER

2.8 BIfp#s § AR IUFERF LT A F

e dhitim g MBS § G AF R MERL § GV FL -4
FEBEES R PR B RARDEFRTE T e BER A frBIpA X hd
4 Faz ek ek AT - B EBEAE B § i (e BR) 2 B
AEFEEAE (B e h) - ¥ A2 T T E LTSGR AR B
Tenflidd ARAL A RRE -

23 MERAEEFA A0 AR AR F A SRR R
BB EAAEE S AEAEE LY B P4 3L 3P (Bass, 1985)-
B2 iBREAFPRER - PER-EERS o BRI 85T 2 R FaL
FivIEE o ot dE A F BE TR ¥ b AN End F g AR ran 8l 4L
PenfR Bk AIEnE s o » FERFRENE R e T2 ;;;;r/]ﬁsgrsfg, -
3 PR ILK (Gumusluoglu & Ilsev, 2009 ) -

f4DeDreu % 4 (2008) tfzfEMIP-GFE4 pF+ 5417 4 B M le 44 Ak g
B b S KT ER RS N Y e Tl g

14 doi:10.6342/NTU201803896



-

Bo P wREPREOBIES R A et R L PR B2
PF R ORAHYT > BRFE F A EEAL BB | e g T BB R
FTAAILERY > RIFLILEEHL WAL X ERFFALEG * A F Jlen
FRmE g SRFTEAH G2 *H'Jﬁﬂ?%% @ AT B S R
{7 A 2P A4 € BRAF (socialloafing) 2 & #7% (inaction) 3} > ¥yt ¢

AP BE AR E B A o B ke

ABE B AL E B L Tt M ee@dd g e o 2 f €
ZP 5T ERBAP OB ARBT A RILERY > € LD
fRE s SRR iy e AERY BRSO T g ERBRNH BTG
i ’T'T}E BB E AR LA R I E RS TR AR
RSB AR AR kAL H BESEREA

PR T e T BIELE 4 BARTNA S » SE R A foBIGAE 4
A4 a7 HA- 7};@_7 ¥ &4k & % (Bechtoldt et al., 2010; Nemeth & Kwan, 1987 ) o

» B § o (f12 b s ) BAT R ni sk A4 F (o
B ) = '“ﬁ‘i‘f%f,‘?‘??’%gf’i B B ABRRY § ERET bR D BF
AEH B i AR P L TR R B A Al AR
A > AE LR T BHA

HY: B F g f 1< flid # 2R2 Wiz v M 1h 5 § £ T BIFTHF
PRSI T E T IE o F ARG BRART BRI F R R AR
JEE BFREFELET A B rfigs AR -

B A} B HI~H5a74% 7 > 1 & 12DeDreu % 4 (2008) #% 1 e
B P B 4 RS B (MIP-G) BLg: » R BRI B S TF TR A
B R Tl AL g d iy 3 @P%ﬁiéﬁ% FLAFEESR Tl 2 A
ERAMPF H R B A2 B EWAIE Y ARPOPELI P BRY & HEFE
B e s § i (L g ® ) L 2 BAREF PR (o) 2
4 %30T pFo ﬂ,\@ﬂbi —f»;\ﬁ.@;&é Ja]ﬁ]p;ﬁ’r@ﬁé | R B rehd I o
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FHEMIP-GRLE: » T s | SRS | A B TR ASLERY 2 [FATF
AHF CELBANDELR > MR ARSI E AT GO AR A TAL g
Fois RS R R B A s A R % B i1 15 4% (De Dreuetal., 2008 ) F]p
TS F BRGSO EBAG 3 B oo gt %> DeDreu # 4 (2008 ) Mk
PR Tl 2 Tl 2B e b ds o T EF P B+ R
Az At (doffedt ~ ~ 1 ER) & B AR Bl R (o= 2
FBFE) RGBS R R i S B R AR AR
F ORI R A A R R L IR 1 e ¢ B 5 (Feist, 1998);
&Y B BEROR AR A S R F AT S AR LT Tl
ﬁjmﬁaﬁﬁzﬁz’gu@%%ﬁa@ HIERE 0 RIS R T B
"4l b, ek € $: 48 (De Dreuetal., 2000) -

R REF AR 0 P A A S B G Bldr - BB
BEHEY AL EER RS TERIApI EE~AZ T & Fid = R
B R L BRI AT RV A BRI R A a4 R AR
W&%%Eﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ%ﬂ R AR TR RRER
AVEBELBAJELZRAYE ST g8 B R (Kelley & Thibaut, 1978; Toma &
Butera, 2009 ) o ¥ ¢t » F B A o KfERiT & FE L B ko1 £ 07 hd -
RAED I B SEDF -2 FPH 245 - S FFE 89T
AL b A TEL RIS IR G LA BT L FRp L)
AL AT ﬁwg&tﬂ%i&m (Luo,2004)- # 3 2 » ML K ¥ 4 ¢ ¥

™

BMEG AR R R A PR LLFERIFREL G Y AVEL -

FOESTS S P RIRG MIP-GIZGFEHT 0 AT LN BT - HIFEFE
RekmeEs Mqledd 2 THIR B AL gdstiepr B3 2 R S@IAIE
3 gk g T i%ﬁﬂ%_*g%;:% oW AP Y TR AR ROTE - THB A F
FiE g THF@®SF g, OB AfBpnlairfi, 2 TR Fi, A2
LI EHpE . BGPTSR B A E BEERAL SR o B2 D
L pte dpdt o SRR G TR G LR ROR AT R F 2 Rl KRR
Hi~30F s B E 2w ek %2 7 (Brandenburger & Nalebuff, 1996) ; »
BRI 2 ¢ L E ML < & v (Luoetal., 20065 Vargo & Lusch,
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2004)c @ ¢ ,ﬁ‘, FhE LY Y LT R pF o gl&'\xE‘_E‘ FiE i P A B0
&g L anaris

1999); ¥ #hF A R LB EIERT 0% {L AL S ko dodn T £17~ &

¥

Toer s gkt B ensi s 22 (Loebecke, Van Fenema, & Powell,

¥ ~&4 2 x~FihAs 3 ELRTE (Ladoetal, 1997 ; Luo, Slotegraaf, & Pan, 2006 )
Fharit s AT R T ERKHAS

H5a @ fa e+ B — B[4 165 GRBIFREFE FHIFEFRET B R BF
FIEF BERRBERSFERR T FI0 5[ B < fl 7 i R

HSb * fofes B - cARIIE £ 6f B RIEREF 7 § BIFEFELF 32 EIE
£ IEFRE R R BIERSF G B AT 715 FREIELT S v
ﬁ o

17
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¥=F B33

31 +F 5 EH
13T 40 et 3 48 N eR § R HISHS S A 1% 0 = 573 R g
CREEFREEEARE A A TFL LY R R AR AR (survey
methods ) - 4 ##73% 11 cr7 7 K Hla, H2a, H3 # H4 :& 7 ~ {753 - H =% »
wenfaEe s LT

“J

AL EEAE Y RELENF R G 2 onpp i

RIFE* F k-2 (experimental design) = 5% &7 - % i dg5d HBIM 4 (F
PR S BB RE LR EREES Y B A2 BT R bl
P AR XEET R SR T 1) ¢ ek Hla, H2a, Hba £ & 7 %
&

o Ma { P e ipm%ﬁﬁiﬂ%%ﬁ(mmmmmwm):k%’ifﬁpi
%

B3k H1b, H2b, H5b & 7 % - "By f# M F & T8 3 § Gt MG = chhl L
$o A F LG RROPTORE G b F o AT TR N B T E T B

3.1 #1571 -
A g
UFTEN
PIRx
AIREET
lRx
GfEREP:
EYNZE
A
Al A

3.1 5% 5 A% W

1
8 doi:10.6342/NTU201803896



32 TET 1, FEndi

321 =5 %
L Ly B EE s (§) 0 2 N E 2 FH B H 5
WEEHIRIRE G4 At b 5 IR ATk R - T e

i § i 7 8% Apda s (generalizability) shst jg s A m o AR At - B
0T R BT BRSO R R ETARTIFIR St 2B R

pis
W
1%
=
-

R T ABGE FARL FiETRA IEF AR BTN
EAIR AR E A TIFOBE S A B AL Bk (Koys,2001) = 432 o it
PP - P EHE ek F Al et Al Al e RH RS RS S TR
T T 0 BT AT R AL aE A o

P L ER R E s (§) 00k R e R 2R
FERTRA T A B P S PHE e F G AR Z LD F Ok BRE e
rz’b‘g?—#_& 3 ,J.E]‘;‘EK/?*%? é—%‘—_&k#i}#’g’_@—;l f%?}a,\lgsbﬁfﬁ;}{t,_% 3 ? 2’;&/ 2

¥ raEg a1 if? ZEF A2 B4 AL AN B2 YT EREMAZL TS 6
‘QL"A ﬂ ’f;gf,‘]ﬁ i ~ )Il 5ﬁ)‘L§ a lF/n ﬁih’(.}-’ A IFE‘V(E’)J”)‘L%t ?%E\;ii;j’i
R 0 LR AT N RAURIEAIITE B2 T MAlE S P RE T

EHEMEPRATLEFTTH % (Grant & Berry, 2011) s & dflig 4 £ M4
}'@gﬁ‘},qxg\,.ﬁo

B ot RE g~ F s A B fefm 5 et 3R 4 2R R
PHEGAPBHE SRS A T2 2 PRI REA PR RN

BRI FRARE DTSSR - R F e RERTI AT
R P ET R AREG BRI OB R AL ARG R AF L RE L
Atz Tl o Lo MBS (F) U 2 PBHE 2Ok R B6 5K
A AL EP PR AKE R R kg o F A T G VB A Y
WpE s 2 WFERF AR T RN LR BN VR R
FEBNEFERBL IR AR ESBBRERT R E Ty 1) iy
EPLFd e R WEDG PR WM H 24

EAEe s IR 2 B I B L F S e E o B EGA

=
=
=
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PERR BT R TR E R R R e R Y Bt
REMBTRE AEPARUERF VhL BAERBE > F b (FARD KB
AZARHE W e T B A E F o F A H TRl (ET 60 e iE2 BE T &S
EXUCRARORE SR I MU S W A A PR S S R S o

FEr@Ews (7)) M2 PRICTFHBERAEEREEET -

3.2.2 wRAE R
"Ll AR SR AR Ry TRRESE K - A F
fe S 3BT B PRI EREF R NEALTHERFRAL AR 2RERNHE
( Common Method Variance, CMV )( Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003 );
FES NP LR BENRE mh 5 BRI ARG E
g R e f i A B F et R R (A E) AL ERE
G AT TR AL (TP nfidd ARG IR S F TR AR A
TRALHRFH L ERIPWEFLAEEFF I F oL EHLE L

TIRERFHEEN P F 25 f -

TR L REHF D100 A F R R (Glhotse 1) 2 500 B R S (GE
deviddE 2) 0 TR w il o vEF ABMBR R LD S EZ o ZRFEE T
HA G ARG § OoRBIRE A o F R e R £ 5 428 i (85 A ) AR

EwijcF L 85.6%: BFIFHE D RS RERHLE e WG s fofe
L 53470 (75 a4 ) BFHF R E v 5 694%: % - BRKSE 3 1

FAEE 35 RE (PR E A kG 46 1) B AN D
§H(925%) & 55 TIER A0S K KT RE NS FER (458%) BAEK G
SHc; THRFEFT S 182 # o @ AR HE ARMEINAL T LT L S (83.1%);
TE 322 R KTARR M A B (53.6%) AR K 5 5 TR ET S
10.6 # ; Tiog i ¥ EEREEAE 123 B2 -

2
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323 A RAFE

TET LR SRR BRIRE TF G R i AR pe
PAREe BELRA AT RY AL ER T EEY L APFE R F LS
P AR > Tl w2400 st i (7 w3F (back translation) 25 5 L d
FILERRAALE B v o B - B B R L

TEYOLHERAEIIRELAZBAEFIH  UREEFRE AT ¢ FICE T A

23R oW (Brislin, 1986) 5 v o> A EREE H fF WM Foi G L
BOREHBRAED O FRFAEFRRABE LFLT AT FAFL A FA
ﬁé%*ﬂﬁ*ﬂmﬁﬂ A TR L RS R asd R4 R & eri r oh
f @4 A EET Likert = ghcr B E £ b HApR 5 Likert 7 2 B
T4 f,ﬁ_é-ﬁ BRESHA Y FRARSAR A BARE A A AR T RARS -

(=) MKpéicgig
$ * Zhu, Gardner ¥ Chen (2016) 75 ¢ cn& it iz £ 4 (x%hp
Aram & Morgan, 1976 ; Baggs, 1994 ; Lin, Wang, Tsai, & Hsu, 2010 ; Singh
& Avital, 2007 £ 7 ) TR AR & 43E > P FUBEE S T2 HlA
ol TREAIFE Y o AFER e HErmpop. P gugps &iF &
2 HF RRARPEDERES 2 TR B L iFEet o/»\@:,ﬁ
AR EIVRETE R g T GRS RAMR £ B R
BFfenT oE s 3% B & T § iF cnliciE o 3% % 78 2 Cronbach’s

o Ei 940

1y

(=) ME®RL§ i@
$# * Fletcher % 4 (2008) x4 p Brown % 4 (1998) #=3 ¥ #1ié
L F iR A P R4 P WEER R EF R ST T

BFhlitHEimd > AFEFA Hirchpizip.. T g;#‘ £t e (T4

H

;g.

kAot T A rg g’ﬂ;‘ﬁi\n’ﬂ T4 BB H L b T F0C R
FoAIARCEAEIVEHVE P R F BRI ARRARF 0 X B
o dE B BT 00 G § e R B R f gl o 37T

Cronbach’sa & % .83 ¢
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(=) ##i5 %

(=)

#* Avolio 22 Bass (2002) 7 % @ i * #3748 # £ 4 (multifactor
leadership questionnaire, MLQ ) > #*E 38 P £ 3+ 5 2048 > T /kF T L E L
2228 (idealized influence ) ~ #£#% ;% 58> (inspirational motivation ) ~ %5 £

E L H
ko (intellectual stimulation ) % i %] i {® (individual consideration ) % =
BFio > T SRR R W T BIRAR TR R A
f’rp,a‘ﬂﬁ-f}im%\\ﬁri—‘l,,_+__‘|Fﬁ|“\'—"i\%f,é\ms%' 'g I'g
ERAPUA bk B ORBEERA T § e 2 1 (FR ks

‘-\m—
3

ER F o AHARATAIER AT A RRE A ER A2
BAXF o 3 B A S B E BT 0E MG 5 B AR en
BciE - 3% % 7 Cronbach’sa & 7 .96 -

plg 4 211
BRAAIES EE o RAFRA o FEANB IR AL
TP engligd AR F AR H 0 BEFPE S J £ 3 Janssen

(2000) & * ehB 1 AIFT7 5 £ & %4~ AR B2 9 A& 4 (generation)

Y

# & (promotion ) 22 F it (realization) % = B + A » & Bim & 34>
SO A WIE R G D ARBE R g BT AL (FY
BRI E AL A0 T EBFAT IR 2 w1 L T ¢
Frytioi w1 TR EAIRTAE R ) E o ABgF A AT A FHER
TR L EATR RAARARF - 2% 2 Cronbach’sa & 5 .97 -

e IR R

hieir TET 1) A4pF o BB A k=0 (V) chidw] ~ Ed12 % JR
BEFTEZFACAPTRATIEN > HARATSEIFAY ?;’%;}‘ﬁ At A
Pl ie > 2HLaplEd Pk LT MARERARDY > 1]
Behd Ry 5 TR E 7 B LR (Baer & Kaufman, 2008 ) » w22 i £
B nlhn] (L=00 F 4= 1) o ddle ¥ b e § AT T
BAELZIRBEFTHF L HHLIR G4 A AR T HEFLE (Ng&
Feldman, 2013; Scott & Bruce, 1994; Tierney & Farmer, 2002 ) » ¢z #-# &£ %
JRE®E F A g o
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https://scholar.google.com.tw/citations?user=URWA3YgAAAAJ&hl=zh-TW&oi=sra
https://scholar.google.com.tw/citations?user=OzW_dWUAAAAJ&hl=zh-TW&oi=sra

Fatzch o i A G T SR 0 R 1B 4 L TEdhfr s (job
characteristics) € B 8 H ¥ A1 4 e~ 5 Blde 1 (T A MR
BB PE D T g H A B A HR L TR E 0 Fla i 1IN AIR AL

(Shalley et al., 2004; Tierney & Farmer, 2004 ) » & f T/ 3 1, ¢ 71
g 22 r B AR enip %A Y > T4 * Morgeson ¥ Humphrey
(2006) #7341 i73% 3+ B % (The Work Design Questionnaire, WDQ ) ¥
€1 173 72 p 3 {2 (work methods autonomy) & > AL B % 3+ 3 4L G AT 4!
PR iFRFEAp L g TV 0 %% IE 2 Cronbach’s a &

5 .89

324 BMBEFTHRLRE

"FErlieEs R BIpEIEF L F 2 A ES I
HAR o B PRy =% R OT o 4GB LY A T Y BIIRF B F ARG - R |
12 & ehied & P (Connelly, Zweig, Webster, & Trougakos, 2012 )5 @ %3 %‘3 % Sun,
Zhang ¥ Chen (2012) #wiffstiRfgrflig 4 g b > B A RHEIHE
A e TIN5 B A LIRS SR S AR Y o R AT R
Z BRI A K HE T A 4 R & (data aggregation ) 0 # ik 45 Klein &
Kozlowski (2000) 2.3k > %% BIF A T SR 2RI BFA T2V 71 kit
Frt AT o ARPITH AT L5 ¥R - k4 (within-group agreement ) ¥2 # [
A ® between-group variation ) » 12 it £z TFE R A K T R BoR B S MGk S ®
#wE 7 &£ 1w (Kozlowski & Klein, 2000 ) ©

B %> %% James-Demaree £ Wolf(1984) % & 2 = %> 3% f i & (light
negative skew ) # % & & %% > 5% (LeBreton & Senter, 2008) > & %|3- ¥ 5 - 1 ¥
= R T4 ¥ F L e 1w (within-group interrater agreement measure ) > /4 fE o2 F £
FEEPN - R Frag BA3T00 AT - Bipe B v B FE G S h-
Rip Q7B FHERE G0 PSS A BIFEFf FhTion 5 86( 4
B2 rag 5 5 430 723 1002 ¥ i=dicid 91) BIIFHL § iFchT i,
YO8l (M2 twg® 5 A% 713 992 FF » ¢ mfics .83) M| 47 8o
T3 » 93 (E ML g B 5430 811 99 2/ - ¢ ixdici 95); 13
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‘3\\:'

SR TET 1 ERB A TRE S I BB F A (Kozlowski & Klein, 2000 ) -

£F% > T#=3 1, "4 ICCl & ICC2 a‘;ﬁ% > ICC1 {:}ﬁ PRHFER2Z R > M@
ICC2 Pl E 4 B % & = %38 & & = MK = pFeniy & (Bliese, 2000 )5 454 7.5 %
B> BIFA = &5 32 ICCl=.24>1CC2=.59; & ¥ 2 ICC1=.20~1ICC2
=54 @A 4EE2 ICC1=39-1CC2=.74 - .2 R L. W[} & iv&2 3 § & 0 ICC2
A G A M > (e v 1 4 Bliese (2000 ) 2=k B A 5 Fpb o ik bk Boid BT

REE NI S CEE F SIS S ek

325 £473

A N N %ﬁéinﬁ‘%@B%Fﬁﬁ%ﬁ’féj%i@$iéﬁ
Mr322 55 33 5 =30 » B3R FE B AN 4 47 (Hierarchical Linear
Modeling, HLM ) it {742 3k Hla, H2a, H3 * H4 & ip| > %%‘v} Fe R S5t
A A7 R R £ (nested) FALengiE o v HkiRI A BB K = Rl B anBl % (Bryk
& Raudenbush, 1992 )" 7= 3 1, i&45 Hofmann (1997) ¥4 % ¥ & = T AL cud & -
L g R EEA ~ 425 F 3] (null model ) 2 25 #5473 (unconditional model )
TfER RN SRR R RRITAE AR o B o W B R

FEREPGA I F - BB H ko F ARk A kLG BT o

H=x o RiEiEide ETF % B 7] (random coefficient regression model ) # | B
RUA T R HRRE L P B - KRB T E R R T 3
RER R RO U A R R - R REEE o b o Bfs > R R ALK
% %2 % #55% (intercept and slopes as outcomes model ) # B "f BRI IR
S B SRR R B X kR E R T o BB ke

A ER £ TR EL ﬁﬁﬂxﬁ:ﬂww TR RHCR R Pl

gkl g 3 IJB’KF TR EREMLFE AP RATE R AR R
PRrEFRE TR RRITRZ A7 Bl RBEFTRLATF LB A K= "$
A RE N L R AL > HAARIE A Y ~ ok BT ok i 2
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5% (Grand-mean Centering ) /4 ¥4 B %8 & =% B2 58 3 3 4e B Fj K & R licen B 55
v %’gr} OB RE  BEfeA S ap B 0 o sR S § X Aok 48 (Hofman
& Gavin, 1998 ) -

33 T&% 2, 9%us

S-HEHRAEIARETEL LAY RN AR F IR G O
FoRER R T i iR & AR § % % { 2 Bttt e De Dreu ¥ £ (2008)
Ap B B PR AR A I'/'Fvﬁ%@?m)’ui1 FonFEF SR fle
& Tfle M ARG Ry T T 2 NRREDEF B BEERA
BABRGA RS N REFBGETEREF G- BRALFhe £ X302
(BFEeiTfiz & VS M) X 2(BBIEf i § VS M) 2 - FF 2324 F
(between subjects ) F Sk % > BB - AP F Feng s MR EE B F e
FAFHB FENLE- HRRZ }Eiéﬁﬁ LETRIBAI L ERE B A LA
PR AR TR BB ERE A NOEMAI RS A REIF R TLIRE

rRGE S T FL

33L FEIRBHFETWAR
in RPN R ﬁ—‘i]‘m*&%’l’azﬂié‘f%\ HE B LBTRRE S ARy
BRI %FB"@’H"% ‘\A%F’ ?IH' » iR d —Eigi%fiéa(@ ‘%, \-"s:»:)

PR Y ERIN B PRALE RO LN ey IR 3,‘%%’:} TV AR CEERISER E

n

Bk TR A e ARGAR R o | e BB - AR
E

X@%ﬁ%wﬁaﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁo

EXFHLEILS  FAEFREPFL P DR EFD S R FRET
EEFTRPOLFEERLE S R RAFLTRE AR LT ER
B2 A gt 766 i g F o R AR CHE GRS S R RE DR Y 360

]e.ﬁ -} «‘f l_ﬁmlﬁ 4—%‘;!2 ’ T' r; ﬁ’f&‘l’%gétg f\'f')g Fé"gﬁ j‘/{gz ":Li'#,f EE\—L%/{:FIEJ
WA S e e ¥ by TEL ORI ER S T g8 LG KR TR Rl &2 %
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SRS 0 T P RERSE A 20 E A 5 T L R RGP R T ] R o

o+
Wa

ke

:,E‘:,T\"J‘;/

Ik

BEFFAL ERRE B
&
X4 BEEE o £ Rt 360 o R A A D 120 BRI RFSL %

F_&

é*

AP ARGUBGEERRE - SRR
B R 2 i Ryl 236 mEBIFRE R uE 3 %

e

w120 BRBEW LSRRI TR 2 MR ae BERY O TTE - FRES R

€7 30 BMIG o Btd o A ien360 R EE TAY 0 IR 3 mEE RSB

ML B E TR 0 BT okfR kG 357 B(F skwoeF R 99.2%); H Y L3Rk
2T AEH Bl 70.6% 0 KT IoE R G 190 &

332 REFH K
RFERTET 2 R BRI R B A ER A AT LR A

—

Bk TR LA RBIRENINAE L RGOS TR F i Bl Al

Nu
ht!
o+
B

Bz 32 VIR AT AR A I B LR S

L2 ERR, L zﬁxmm}ﬁm;ﬁﬁg/’ﬁe% N B BT PR o SO B
\lw,u;%;gﬁ&1A@a,ﬂwmﬁ gmgéw,ﬁﬁgﬁurﬁﬁ

L S AT 2 D B ERETE S BB B A P2 RS N
- £

FHRP hof 87 BB 3 2 P F K3 (manipulation) » 8@ 5 X 3E K
BAERIFAIREDEEY R AR MAS L TARE hE  NF G LR
FHXBFHLEL Lo NI AR RGIT g A RBIRE T kA A
FRLERIGE MRS F R RE S RS OBEE o LRF R Ao
Psrg 1S R > ik L MEERAIR SocA R R E D 3 BEGT
R B I B EE OB R 2INEF 1,500 ~ARF AL (B LT IE) &
ERBEER (MEFF ) ¥ob ARERE §igadki s fle X @F40
Mok §E b R B o Ry RIS A | ABGER Y AR
B R AL > R KB ABE N - R RERE A ZEEREY Y M b
AR JEE S00 A4l % (B AL § i) & L5y @i L R (R R
FE) e
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T2 B et R T AR R LR R G
3) RERF AFUMBESIBERY > A FFHALF AR E OB
)

(L,H):

Iﬁ]%ﬁé/ﬁv

B4 PR 500 m%?.ﬁ
. 4, (H,H): 3 & i
Iﬁ]w&@v.lsoomzy_ B R 1,500
B % R 1 500 AAE

333 MKAIRF#

AFFARREVEGESFIRRLEC & TFY 2, 2R ETEEE
FRdds T arenk it gt T GETAIE 4 RIS S A i ¥ o 4K (Abbreviated
Torrance Test for Adults » 12 ™ #§ £ ATTA) ¥ % % éféﬁ AR @R 0 1R
A B AMAI L M oe A MingrR 1 % o ATTA %K% #¢ g # % Torrance f 1966
£ R oA B en T 527438 L % R1%  (Torrance Tests of Creative Thinking > #§ £
TTCT) - & 7 # % %{-BA;5%pl% (Verbal and Figure Forms) > i & ;| £ % RIF R
BREAR  MEK AR ABRLY RSN A 0 AP R EFT LA T R
Fiottr chplig 4 Rl B 5 wd 3 TTCT RIHFEE EHApE & OFF (2K
BB 45 & k5 BBk 30 4 48 ) 0 F]t Goff £2 Torrance (2000) 78 kg it i3
THEEDATTAR A » T A HE* 44 L o
"FEE 2, EATTALE 3% R34 - LRPFFE 2 VHEYBME - 2805

B RER R AR TR CRRRM S Y BRI K A AR R
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T AURALIEE (EdotAR3) 15 o % ATTA Y 2 3R s T 2 M AR %%
GRTE 1L L BER ATTA Bf):d 4 Blskp " RRiKRE G F2 RIKRICHA PR
Bom D AT Rl 4 dnt e fos 4t 2 3iie k& TCCT #p B ( Goff & Torrance, 2000 )°

ATTA 23RSk ¢ 322 BiEd > RAR D HF EHHEAME3 L4 o b REF R

B FEEP T REER2RNF 20 48T A YR T 2, K
G S H e N7 ATTA Bl 5 /i & B it F B AR BBy -
FRRP LGRS IR T BT e hE BB TR URER AL S
AR REERI DAL T R 25 4o
334 FIBREEVRE TR

AN BBFAI R EH G s e N AL I R REYRGE O F BT AR

BH LRGSR ERERY DIREREE R LA o A e R LR
FREB2ERVIRINEFF LR AN T ERREEFTRB YV RT T o B
YePE s AR VIR 3 A G- BEREE A 2o BFFEEF T RG4S R
B AR AR ATTA RIS 5 BRI 3 7 F Fdow F ¥ 5R30RP - 22 4
Fi% T REELRERE FRARRER AR RF IR £ 01
FRERT R A FRGFAILFER VIV R AR L EBGES A5 -

FE TR PR KGR RERY 2 FG IR R Ak
BRA R R BB s A | AdhiEeY SRR AR (S d Y

HBEE FERR AR A RS 2 2 Hg R VR R PR
BE AR EFRGS ARG E A TERY A RBEF L RER
BB 20 AR E DY VIR TRAEA R 2 p B A BB ER N R
iif?iﬁﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬁ%ééf—/»\—% FA R A g UAT IR AT T R G 2 e R
LY - KA

PRA G A B PR WA AN R P Ay g R PR A
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RAVWFHF AR SRR XRBEFR PR LI AR S g M LB fe
B GEPBIERTFT 2, B NORP AT LT wARFERELE 0 AN
RIS GReisrd) & S5 R 32 R Y RIS ek f A W B S RE R

HE (5 20%) o FHBGRET EFALFAS 1,500 ~ (& B3 4 )

3

ot ER S AL G il ek P ARG A RE R A RE
Wﬁ%’ﬁ%?&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂm%’%ﬂﬁé’Eﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁiééaﬂ
4 SRR (K= AR R P TR R R )RR RS 0 £ MR
B s TAEE AL 1,500 &~ PF o HE A 54 T s gl 6144 0 @ B AR
Braket s TAEF ALY 500 A pF o TISA BRI 5844 5 A TA Y 2, LR
PR AR AR O HNERE L F A s E AT BE G AR

JEF= 2N

3.3.5 i 3V RIn

DRI B ISBEERFES TFAY 2, 9K 4 BRI B
LR 240 0 B3R 8 B arE RIS B oie 8 BB Adk A B R

Bt o mEANMGEHES AP ER S RAEEF (FeT £ 32)0
321 WRIFREES TR
E EN
(B R wms § %)
Team 16 ~ 30 ME T X MR
Team 105 ~ 120 " X
Team 61 ~ 75
Team 1 ~ 15
Team 31 ~ 45
Team 91 ~ 105
Team 76 ~ 90
Team 46 ~ 60
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F AR RIB AR 0§ TG KR I LA A ol Bl i o SR 1S
VIR A el W K A F e R R T ViR *“K“f | Y B
BE & REFAERRERFRERLN B SRR BEEEE LR AR
WAEY AT BRY G ERESRPI p A EEELT & R4
PORGRRE > Tgpd R A Rk s L (FSY  Team 88 (A) 2 4 )
Bl B2 R ABGEAIR FFERT BN EERTFE T R ERRA S
WEWE 2 B line #F i PRERTFIRE 1) (Foisr5) 28 S Enig

¥ i% T B Ff line ¥ 2 ¢ z;éiﬁ LR LR B TREFEY o

BE¥F o oJdE7 Jﬂ" # i P (announcement) &= TR EIFA y A MBI EE &
£1 7 5 (coverstory ) I A 52 ATTA Bffimd (73 N~ T8 2R~ 78~

33
]

potd

AR U AR R A R A RER I RP R ) BIRE (
BRI FAR BRI PR OMNELFRFEFFEIL S BT R

Td LHESR- RBEFEFORERP T GHos 6) R H R B
ATTA BIFf Rl R FEF 5 AR RFRI LA o - B ITER LS 4085
HEFRILGR S TERET R 1 A4 3 4 I 5 MBS F2
HHERLITE S RFEET - BEBARE TS 2 BB T ES LG
P BERGFRA- F v R IRIFTRE 2 Gl T2 THER Y
(Fcfitd 8) 2 B e n B3 2 5 B line ¥ @ > WL B Yo & A~ ulie

s — rs

W
’T.E'_

i o d P e LR AR (debriefing) > f§vs A 2 257 1 £ 33K
HEpeh PR BUBRIEp A E AL A0 BEY SR E2 &
B g - G TERCEBGEE 1500 AR AL | fo Tho B 4 #1500 AR
ME 22N LS RBENRFEHE oI RNy e AL C R
AT R TR RV E SR 2N K PRGRIARTT R RFE NS

60 ~ 48 o
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"F % 2, %% DeDreu ¥ % (2000)F 7 > 5 K FER LB
Aﬁ%%"im& "’\‘"1795?)»?4)55 BB BGAREFFA S B

R & TR § g2 e SRES ThREE RS N A Rle AR
f

\v

iu
0w

LEL Gt aTFEIR 82,7 AR R F LW« 2R
1% X plde 1T A8 S X b B AR A 0 dok Bt AR P B
B A PRBERT R R EE SR ER? o TAE SR
BRRAIR D o ok RS EARE S AREEHE > A B A7 LEpE
@RRER? p ERE Y LT ¢ AR TR P B
FRERTEEFRGAILFE

{

v e

\\?{r

LA ¥ B IR L 1T F iFi2 (78 3 & 1 (manipulation check) R4 - T =
T 2, %% Zhu &4 (2016) A3 rH N BHFN & 1T e & > T &
PHAED R G R BTN RAEP E R AP £t 448 3
S R (I A RE B TERAERRR ) RRAETELRE 2

FRFETE kA MpFEREFERY AT AOBES R

TREEEG A TTRESFER PR TR R R SR AR R
SRR = AU R R Sl SRR I
A% B o %% % Cronbach’sa & 5% .96 ¢

¥oob o BFERE § iR %% Fletcher % £ (2008) ¥ p Brown %
L(1998) kA F iF2 B A T BRI FFEFAMBALFHFL T H
B8 BRSBTS AP £33 440 3 Ag- L R (L
=AFARL B TERAARR) FREFEE o K S EE oA
b B REEY o AFENADBESR TS R EE L
T EFEBEE ARt H A4 TR R 2 BFERBEBAG &F
ztiﬁﬂ:;’/ﬂg;;é\rg%.xz\w,wé AR 2 A BB iR f g
AX B o %% ¥ Cronbach’sa & 5 .87 ¢
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(=) BAAMEA =L

éf—@r'g.%?é'ﬁ %‘L‘—*’E’@Ff‘fp | REE AR B A Al 4 A RIMA %

% Farmer, Tierney £2 Kung-Mcintyre (2003 ) # 3 » #7i¢ * R 1 £]ig 4

I

0 %P 234 38 2 Likert -~ g% B (K _1=22% 2 B & 3] 7=2-
FR)e d MBAIZ AR SR ETd 2 F VN THRERFE 7
REFFEGH A TEZ AR AR BRAIR AR DR L ARL W o
A EE R DALl Ak B ERERY  ABRBTENRR(A) or (B)
or (C) ... a M (T J G AR DEZ T AR
IR TR AR PR % A BRF TR TUERFY B

BB R AP EARY pid 4 L TRARSF o %% B Cronbach’s o B 5 .95 -

=

BRFEMAI R Frxdte o d 2 T iGerAlR 4 RIS A HH
5, (Abbreviated Torrance Test for Adults > ™ ™ f§ i ATTA) ¥ i& * 1§
B~ o) fe s B e 3V ae 7950 (Goff & Torrance, 2000) > B p ¥ $ic
A GO > B2AE SRR E RER Y RBE RPN RA R
WIZRIBRI L s (FAeER 2) IFE T 2 XA e
SR EE % e B AR Frcd fFRE 1 £ cATTA B2 2R 5 f§ v o
e fefde T GETAI R LY RS (TTCT) 32¢ 7 3% 2 wicH 255 5%
DoArg ehplig 4 e 4T SR R ok e TTCT - 30 2 L 5§80
2R E S e PR R FE ATTA S Rap 3 % A2 = BiEdo

it e

(=) Ff— B R RS A ER A A AR AT W A
FEEBERIE VR € AL P AR L ?
(Z) #d - P R RERENY ARARI DR T D ERERS
SRR BUEI NS TR DYRE S E X F R
() w#z @théﬂfw—aﬂmé P (AR S AR T L F G
F e bR
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BTE L P ATTA chf:d 4 78 ;}*ﬁ b ORA SN AN

L Ao o

(—)ﬁﬁﬁ(mmmﬂ*-iﬁ@ﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ%
Wohdpmoplig* BB - RAIRF &F 2 BRI
PR R R R AR RS e LY ERL S S e

(=) &AlE (originality) : — TR P 2 %73 b 5 ehiife ] S AL #
Uy gpld 2 &Y ‘}_‘%‘rﬂ}rﬁﬁ%éﬁ’f#ﬁ ) rﬁ%{ﬁi{}?}— A
RF e

(=) # 31 (elaboration) :— T PFR P F A & 0F 2 oF 5t de fm &5 2o
e S R WHAE BN G 4 o AR F AL R g

B o@m A R ,;%m%wﬁ,\.f#ﬁ o
(z ) %3 (flexibility) : — T FE P 275 F B o » ,Tﬁz‘?—j‘i

P25 A Rl T A SR i 4 o

ATTA 32 3 P 2 R R h TTCT - R0 357 T A 5 435 enl ¥ 4
SRAIE S @A 0 12 1S TonEERA|E S @A ) o A3
RHTEZ AR A AR BEE LN TR RAIE R
BRI R F -0 4 Atk il 0 ¢ R AR Rde s Bt
PRTF R REs L BRI FE S (11-19 %) 7 ik 45050 &
AR e o ¥ b B 15 IE TR SRR Al 4 dp iR e 2 A

"EY kL, FE - bR o e g TRGS B R D R/

EoAk A HE S THEERLY N, B S5HHE &
"R R EE s 2 pbz gl b o RlaE T TERE SR RS
FRRE TR g B R R RS DR R &S
BB SE pIVRERE - FREE 2084 210041

bt enE I?_:fﬁﬁ"—i:’)”)L”ﬁ T0O~1-2, 5= FER A BT 0 F
e 2 3R 15 AR enih A o b b B - N4 408 ¥ HOR R ehib A 1S
WAjH - FEE A 0 X FG A1 dp#k (Creativity Index » { £ CD) 5 &

b TFET 2,0 0 A BT R S ATTA RIS > G3B8 35 A (5 9719 5] enh)
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Ldadic (CD) AXB PF > TR AZBGR R ARG B AR Sz e

"F g 2, ATTA Pl5% £ L (CI) g » Gl RN 2 = R
N TR ] ii#?%?ﬁifw\i‘ (rater) » ¥ 77 %riﬁlﬂz“‘#ﬁff BT
(blind)» 2 f Moz 445 M 72 & ATTA )it 4 Pl F=AE ® >
WAEG AT 2, ) B EAIL oo oo B e g s
BFE2 3 E ATTA A3 i > ¢ Ld 77 X TFE R NS ATTA
U7 N EEA o R F 2 s AL T Y 2 1 2R
%220 > ATTA FHREFFE,RY 5308 2 = ’IA}JFZ A 20 i
AREEE S (Cl) enT a4 #ic (rater 1=75.45; rater2=76.15)> 11 3% 2 i+
?;I-/»\—%"/»\ﬁ'{ﬁ’lﬁf AA0M Glcs 939 Bt Qﬁ%fﬁgﬂla\iﬁ Mz TR -B
F ORI O RIFIAS 100 BEFETR S ATTA T8 > A5 -8
PRk Ep A 50 6 ATTA TR 2 3ma F 2 (F3m R34 0 # 2
e H s MY - Leh50 > ATTA FREEFES o 8- H AR 2
PiEa BT 120 B B ATTA T gl L dpdic (C) 300 &
4w % orater 1 =74.27 (SD=6.21) rater2=74.90 (SD=634)> @ = =
g;u"-/,,\ﬁ AR B enfh Z AR IR G 946 - AR SR 0 2 AR
B R AR XA 5 =7 A Y & ATTA AL 4 (CD) e
£ 1ivE ”ﬁ 2 4F N % — 3k 14 (interrater reliability )( Shrout & Fleiss, 1979 )°

Bis 0 3 E 2 L —*‘ﬁ FErE S (Cl) snTaiEis » (Ti5 - BFfiis

(2) EMRpIL Fd g Efd

d i 3 IMA T EHZE D NEFLES FTE LRI PR
REHa S EETEAY A3 LG AIRDERR S BE Y RED
(experimental task ) E B~ L3 B & 5 - TARR 07 AR (Baer,
Leenders, Oldham, & Vadera, 2010 ; Shalley & Oldham, 1997 ); & "# % 2 |
EER Y IRINEFA L REEP R 0 AR € R YIRS e
{80 &7 ATTA plsk = B inAz e gl > & 4% Baer % 4 (2010) &% 7
#F TR ARM S M RFRERFRG L NE RS R (JL]=
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FARAL I 7= R A ) AR VIR RS RARBET R S0

A G2
GE LR PR AR AR B AEY L T AR F B i

SRR FAE 2 TAE @B EEAR SRR AR B ER &
ﬁﬁm%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁw>;mﬂﬁmﬁi‘é*“ﬁkﬁﬂiDFSQ(N 32):
oA SRR Y B R v §  ARILeRT 350] 5 532 (N=357) 5 o

MFE I 1 ATTA iF & I—/E:rm 2| hE A | 3, S H T ARPE §;_E'_*ﬁ iR

1% 4B o 2% % #ic Cronbach’s o & 5 .94 °
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4.1.1 4k szt

d o4 41 L RBAPK BT oo B A K SARM Gl AT 01 2 91 2/ W
R AR M B At 15 3 66 2B AT AEG AL B LB T
o ife BB RS ST Gaip b Gl 66 5 R F o d 2T Ao Rl
B P oA SR AT o

wir#l CMV 2 6 s 4

?\_
it
o+
=%
Py

S RRIEA P TRET 2T 3

—_

RPFFERRE SN0 TREF R oﬁfci‘—%%ﬁrﬂu\ A TR 1) Bk
St aBA e TEvF i T Fig 2 THEIAEE B L
EoaBA KIS TAZA R Rd AFHEE YRR VAR TR
Rk AL TR CMV AL T BRI TR T
LT, el eiriiE RAFTHILEERA FTHREE X FP 7RI €5 ki
FICMV R AL 2 o F 15 HRBIFNA 0 P12 Harman ¥ F]3 e 52 $Hi8(7 % {2 4 49
T LI REGEEAED > A AERE) T T A BT 0 B -
Fl fE R 5 42.86% 0 193 50% 0 AR TATY 1L T REZ TG B
BoE ehd 2 2 % B B 4L (Podsakoff et al., 2003 )

2417y B2 i el ki

R LA Tiog fREL 1 2 3 1
B4 A= (N=347)

1. B 84 37

2. &8 32.20 5.72 -.03

3. RirETF 10.55 5.75 01 91"

4. pliEd 2R 4.66 62 -.07 07 .06 (:97)°
Bk (N=175)

1 &irfix® 3.86 41 (:94)

2. A izt 2.73 41 15 (:83)

3. EHAFED 3.63 .60 66 29" (:96)

A4 A ST #eF 5 Cronbach’sa iE 5 P Bl ARG d BRA A RT BIFA =
p<.05,"p<.01
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4.12 HEBEF R A

B Bk kL w0 B A AT 1 AMOS (22.0 %) frki ¥t BT L
B(EITFE L F i B EELRS AR) EERBEUEFF AT Uk
T HANRIPCREER o £ 42 DR ENHBELFF AT s T
Gro o F) S IR B e A (2 of - e15) =1497.31, CFIl = .94, GFI = .81, TLI = .93,
RMSEA = 0.06)% ¥ i3t = 13 #°4) ~ = 13 #0412 8 713 507 o

242K B2 HRELFEALANT

F+ S P df Ay CFI  GFI  TLI RMSEA
= 5]+ 453

S 149731 615 94 81 93 .06
(kB3
= TS+ HA 2801.09 618 1303.78 .84 67 .83 10
- SRl 292467 620 142736 .83 .65 82 A1
¥ #5404 3788.16 621 229085 .77 61 .66 12

AT rETRAEEF G LG RBAGE -l AR (CRAEFRI) = A5 R
ot 3 | ¥ A
v v

AE e F E RS f g TF L f R AR E  E T
3

Bl R 23EHE o

F oo SuRRT RO RE R HICR o B A TR RIS Rl 7R
it %1% § =& (factorloading,A) & -~ * & & & (composite reliability, CR) ~ T35
% B %P> § (average variance extracted, AVE) (Fornell & Larcker,1981) » H @ 7]
F R ERAE TN 2L ERBAE S5 s THOFRFERAE S50t 4

2437 Pars 2 RAfCAOTR RO REE > A AL R L L G A

% 4.3 LRAAP Jeaoc kgt
%7 2L I8 ATE CR AVE
LivF i 1~4 87~91 94 79
- 1~4 .68~.78 84 56
Fog R 1~20 76~.94 97 87
gl 4 AR 1~9 .84~.95 98 85
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R R SPRRINA AT LBEAERIEDAVE BT 2 U5 0 H v iR L
RHEL AP GG HE > T A e 2 BB AR M RN AR 43R R
(& &) BARET T3 $HE G LHERR - AL EH T 40d 44

£4.4 FoupiR

%37 1 2 3 4
LieF i (.885)
SR -.070 (.766)
4 A7 518" 096 (.865)
Bl 4 £ 250" 169 216" (.924)

EHEMFEAN 2T S RMTHPAEFE (AVE) TSR ZE A E v $A s H 2
ARM BB E - p<.05,"p<.01
4.1.3 K s L 45
(=) m&HE
AETHRARAIE S A AR (B2 ) 8B L7 5
AL KT A AR DB TR E AR F KR (4 =457.62,p<.001,1CC
1=.539) & 4liE+ 2R3 S39% R IARBHEFRETER > AL ¥E i
P v d BRA S Rt S (o MR SRR RAFL VB
7T~ e HLM A $5 o

10 HIM e 3 e

(=) m1E&R%RE
"y 1l ankdt
AT L BR
WA R BAPpRAREPL P &R BR Hla: (EE L TF iFL A F R A
Fli¢ A AR FLEF I bl Gof RIS TEF BAARARE - & f B Cirffig 4 7
Ts gAKE ) AATREACRSS 1B AR Ak ] s E S JRBEFE O (F
EI S PR A A AT R
Mrpéirfgizer R BAglgd 2REFHEFDLAAM (y=.96, p<.01) > F*
APy Hla BEE L bt GRGERELF GHY A BAALARBES
o AT RNBRH2a . TR EL G EE A B iR FEF 2
b BFREL G FARRARG P A BT R AR fARE S R 2855

o RRER L g R R BT RO | B A Ll 4 AR
38

IR A AF Y P AT Y Hla, H2a, H3 2 H4 5 B3k kg i7

EATERACR 45T o F A AR BEEL FF BB

mg 2 et PR g ; %%ﬁrﬁ:;\ 1 %ﬁ'l:l' >

o B 07 e
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T BRI EEREE (y=.63,p=.07)> Fp 2575 H2a & E 704 st F o
4.5 ka7 %%
7 BAAEd AR
il o5l 2 #54 3 #i 4 #5455
Ak = (N=347)
BFE 4.61 4.60 4.62 4,71 4.67
e .03 -.01 .02 .00 .01
£ & 01 .00 .01 .01 .01
JRI% & F -.01 01 -.01 -.00 -.01
10Fp A 20 20" 19°
k=< (N=75)
LT g iz 96" 46
WA F g 63" 12
$ e A AR R .60™ A7 287
& T F i ik A AE 147
A F EE AR 19™
I 1021.67 1028.29 1024.68 1020.06 1018.91
R? B g 07" .08™

FL AP BRI G RTINS0 s TS A i BRI T 0k
it N o g o fp< 105 "p<.05,"p<.01

B SRR i BT g 2 ol @b P LT 6HAT
FERFGEBALIRS AR 2L FI e BRgAL PRARSCRE FIENK
H3 : TBffé itfgiges & f B+ 2R Bt bl % g7 BIF4g#E
imﬁ#ﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁa#igﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ#ﬂ%%ﬁ«ﬁ#%ﬁ@ﬁ#ﬂ%%
BEETEF LT FId f B rf)ig# 2R 5 3 & 45 9 it 3 @it
ﬁﬁ”¢ﬁ%*f$%&ﬁi$%&ﬁﬂ%4é’@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁy%%ﬁ
IiEr EREFORE (p=.14,p<.01); F:iE- HhaiE A EHEG S T g
B R BAAIR AR Gt ok 0 AR R Aiken 22 West  (1991) a3k
SN g AR Fen T dadte R - BRI L R B A A el 3R~

BB 4 AR
HAFB T BRETFFEIABALL AR RRE{ R (2ATRE

(%) B & AT I FAT Y Bk H3 &

-3‘\_};%

\\n-;

“.\

«k

AR T W AR T R P e WAL T R
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= 510 1 o P
' - - AR

B3y (R

B4 1 W& ivf o Esivr §

Fobo SEEHE ML F i (1o ) 2R EY G E (o
Bofp) - FAZRTIENE AT EOTB ALY AMAL I RRE i
AT BRHA D TRIEREE G EE A RAfES AR FAL e R T
B[R4 H g R ) F T o L R IRARE I T R RS
GEE BFREEFELET PR A )RS R PR A4S Y R ST
B, ML §f g oA Ea s v mdBFLE ()=.19,p<.01) &
BRI IEEHRARIT T DA fE o d B 42 F o ARSI MER AR A3
BHRAGEDTFET BFRL FEEBALLARLIF T » B GREL % ¢

LA AT @AY BR HE S 2 .

.- GRS
el o - ol AT

=
)
<)
A"
\

s AR S

=
th
(=]

430 Ehmﬁhﬁﬁ“““ﬂ
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42T 2, A RS

4.2.1 R %%k H B

£ #
thie £ 3K ﬂuﬁ%hﬁﬁiéﬁﬁ%@iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%§@ A EESR
I EIFARE 2 FE SHREERS S ATREEFALT LG R e RR
BrTEE TEIRE2, Y AR R E AT AR AT EAE
AR B SR RT 0 G 94T%R B E R D mdp N E ¥ BT R 55
PR NS @ BB A BEEINA 0 B G 95.2% % @A LoAmdp I F EE S B IR R
T R T chip 4 B S P o

b S TR 2 B A TSR i T a4 A R LT
( manipulation check ) » & - # 12 % £ #c/> 47 (analysis of variance, ANOVA ) *t3*
AEE R AR A2 (B EiTFiE 8 VS ) X2 (Bt fiz 8 VS
%>4%“Fﬁ%ﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁﬁib@’{@agaé;gﬂ@%@ﬁgﬂoﬁ
T A A6 AT AT Wav o BRI T i anas (F3356=1233,p<.001) >
%T@%v”*"ﬁ‘1%“F%ﬁi@ﬁié&zﬂﬁéﬁﬁ¥:gi,@@%
B F et (F3356=5.76,p<.01)  Z%Bor NBERS § 4B FER
Skt S SR S R R RN S R

%46 =7 RAHE BT A
BAASS 2

=7 "‘z\IE 4— = j’.fﬁ -
L% kst Tiofe  fEEL pd AR Fi@

gl s ir MRy 4.69 1.34

Ll BB 2 mEierg my 5.14 1.11
PRz Re RS 356  12.33

Livg iz HH 3R L ErR gL 5.69 1.30

BB 4 3 & v Mgy 5.28 0.99

gl s ir MRy 3.97 0.93

B 8 ML xR s 4.23 1.30
L e 356 5.76

LGB BB 33 L erg s 4.40 1.07

B8 bR AL o 4.09 1.10
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BTy 2, 41 S e Ty R E 1P 2T F en A $L B 22 (openness
to experience ) it 7 ANOVA 4 47 » HAR = AEARBIRPET L4 B P
AR TOTHELTE I EFEOLR RIEHFE RFEHE Y Goldberg (1999) 74t )
IPIP % & # (International Personality Item Pool) ¥ &4 B 3x+ » 450 35 10
3% % % #c Cronbach’s o 18 2 .84 o % 4 $H i 7 ANOVA 4 4718 (F3 356=.63,
p>.05) BT FEAZIHF KT L7 2R F 0 BB %L 24673 ko
AEBETHOTEOETY R EFOL R AL P P RILER A it s TR
"Ry 2 et R % AR AT R Bk p LR A RE L R g

AR R A R 2 T B (5 4o AR o

422 B BRHRE
(=) BAAIEAS ;L

2 NRRRT N BEA R N x%E HT 1, ¢ HR4R Hia,
H2a, H5a % 5k soa 47 5 % » 10 PORERT f I 2 P14 M 1 0 5§ scptep 3w
Tl g AR HEEE TERYF iR RALEEFEIRPF L
& F5 i3 (F3356=1233,p<.001) &5 § i (F3356=576,p<.01) %%

SR LA BARREFR T TS N e B SN FHLALE

#F U Scheffe 28 FAeenEfs v REFM > BMFETF 4B FIFE
AR hToE AP ER 2 (MEFFE X 3@ fiz) 28 1 (LEI1F

FiE X MELF ) - eTiofot i (THE R = 45p>.10) ¥t E P

§i8) - mTonot ke (TIL8 u=11,p>.10) 4 AZHEFLE AL A
AR Hla pr o ie- o # Tifr‘?i1é?'r%h?‘bZﬁﬂ?#ﬂ@ﬁ*%[ﬁlr%gf’r;gf.;g (1)
HoAER 3 SRR A TR B B S T 3 (3) 0 RF 1 ANOVA & F iR

AREBEETEFRES Mo FOXRE A B ALl PR R ATIHRFL
BT A4 BN 1% (Fl3se=1659,p<.001) 7 #4v B} L iTF iz
BAHNIEE AR A LIRS AR I RE RS2 AP BR Hla) T
[RETEF LS R AL)E A RRLFEF o H o FRIFE TF FAERAE
P A g RIS gARE ) SRR R B B Hla R A EE
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247 BALIEAS LAREEAFA
B A g4 2R

T B3 SR

e LR Tk BEi PR FE

N1 MERLE T 4.54 1.24
e L 356  16.59

2 B EIRE TR IE 5.04 1.11

. sFE L MBERERL § 4.63 1.23
T S 356  6.19

N2 BEHELF G 4.95 1.16

B 1 4 irrs s 4.29 1.22

L HR2 Ke iR R 477 1.22
L e 36 8.42

B3 3. B 4 (e%3 s 512 1.08

e A e A S L i i 4.96 1.15

[

B¥ o B3 H2a e384 » 312 Scheffe /2 4 355 5 e~ E 8 7
4

R is Ao, HY ]‘L?‘I(l'&rik‘sﬁ iz X 1'&%—1,} iE) BB

N\
<l
W
=
)
i
o

ML FiF) - et (X248 =19,p>.10) AFFHEFLE > ¥
TE (BEFFE X BMIF i) EFR 2 (MEeiFfip X gmdfiz) - &

Tiagert i (L3958 =17,p>.10) mAEHF LR | F¥ - A% ¥ BER H2a
P - o RER 1 EER 4 m?i«'@ e EEpELF (M) FE FR3EN
BR2FHAEARG®ELF Z (B)F BFRLAPRARGRY § 53~ M=
FoLg o bR AL PAR I AF I HFLR R 40N 228
% (F1,356=6.19,p<.05) ¥or » BE&RS §ix (F) HFh2Ef bt ble
AR R FRE B AL BR H2a: TSRS G EL A A RE A ARZ
PEFIGY G § BFHE G FRRART I F & f A crflid 4 AR g%
g A 5 Flet o Bk H2a 0 R I LA .

BBk Hba s > 3 BAFIHAPEOTE - DRI S T i BIRE F %

%@P}P\?’Fﬁé_iP" &@F}PIF;‘F ]I}:b'?rs}i@)x}% "FA H“’: g J’}/\‘S\'ﬁ
]B‘ &ﬁ» 4 mz\IFL r‘("T:j"?Fq” ANOVA = ‘\ ) %ﬁ%ﬁa}k Fé;}?}f ) (@F;€ T/F;?ﬁ;: r_g
VS ) X2 (BIFHL § i3 & VSiS) chd B2 R4 AHFRT > LFH B 4 of

B4 aBE? JEFEFEOLE o W54 47 P N3 8% (Frsss=842,p
<.001) ¥ e, XEE AR AL AR B4 B RESFRLF DT O8L
BUGTEFEF 2 4B TRAI TE AR I(B LT X BRI F03)
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W
Rl \

,/,4,

FE R X ML) E- AR B FERT A
AR BIK H5a: (At H — IR T E

BRBIFE EFIZLEFRBIFHLFIEH §LF 735X BAfEA PR R 2
FFHRE > F o BK Hoa BEE LI -

RFEF Rl AR FRFFER 2 (NEFFE X WL F ) 2 4
& ¢

A
\“*r
L
kS
S
o
ey
%
\ﬁ
*En},
S
S
Ry
I‘i

(NGl =paES2s)
5.2
5
4.8
4.6
4.4
4.2
y
3.8
Ee iR F e F =ik ErEiR e meE R

Bl 4.3 1 4 A3+ £ T30

(=) BRAIR B oxs s

Fobo TRmg 2, 58— HRARBEPN & T2 5 G BBEA <742 AR
Fox (TEBMBER SR GEAES LY ATTA RS 18 atc) » 34 23 F
B ok o IR A AR Bk Hlb, H2b, H5b & (7 2k 3% o A {70 le b i
S B AR S 2 Ak R HID B R 1 E R 2 TR S
#é@%@ﬁ%@(@)ﬁ’%ﬁ3ﬁ%ﬁ4?%m€ﬁ@#€ﬁ%@(%)a
72 ANOVA = s BB & it 3 ~ M- 239 @k 2 ABIFEIR
seenZ R A BEF AR IR £ 48 ¢ 50 1 0B %(FL9=10.05,p<.001)
v BB E TR R A FOBE HEHBRAIRF xR T RE
SEe AT BRHIb: THFE EF R BIRERLE G BE T T e B e
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VERIRE TR FALRALT o BIFER g T 0 g AR iR AR T
Bk HIb J& {8 % 4%

B LR H2D 0 0 MR LR 4 TR S H S L B §
FE(R)F > FR2EFEITBMBEFTHAE ERFEREF E (F) ¥ BYE®RR
AR EBBELFFEE Mo AEY BB BB AIR AR T
Bend B Ry E 487 B 28 % (Fruo=93,p>.05) 87 > BHEHE F &3
AFEOBE o AEMBIRAIR Frct T 50 i (mean="7542) % ¢ # B K

L BT 350 #ic (mean=74.32) > 2 = Hehd R r A E A o L

-

AFT T EIR H2b K i A 3

£ 4.8 MIFAIL Hock % 245 &
Bl AI L 5o

Hos iR
' § Iiog L AR FE
. Nl MBS TR 73.14 6.33 o 1005
1y .
! N2 BEHL TR R 76.60 5.59
o 2 AL MBI § 74.32 6.83 119 03
37'4 >, 2 Yy K A
! A2 BEHEERLF 3 75.42 5.49
W5 R T ok #®Z pd AR FE
Fg Ll ME R RS 72.68 6.78
a3 B2, ML TrE s 73.60 5.93 " 266
3‘_‘ .
! BB 3 3L e % s 77.23 4.41
FH 4 B & IFFRERL 75.97 6.59
BB HED s 4 RIFFAPROTE - B BIIF A TP F AR L F E

ﬁﬁ%k%i*ﬁﬁbfﬁ%ﬁi%&%»giﬁﬂ%gw@@ﬂﬁgﬁﬁam;
el ANOVA #if > ¢ B2 (B & ivfie 3 VS ) X2 (B#L § i
BVSH)N4 B2 RFEZFET  AFTEBEBROLLE %L R B 3 L7
FUSLE o 5 E 48 ¢ KN 3 ek (FlLu9=3.66,p<.001) 74 B AR
SRR 4B RFEAF R LT T ORI EE 1Y n*g%}?}4_4

‘-\-}\

R @ AR 3 (B LF B * RRLFB) BHOHR A ats
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2(METFFiE * BRMLFIF) SR 4(BEITFIE * ML F iz
Bl GERT DB 2 AT BERK HOb: TR - F e

Blffii g iz G BIFFREEG FEBFE TG iFLF R BFRL
FIBRERIL) R Focerd B, 2 & > Fpt > Bk HSD EF A 3F

M

Hy
jii%i
W, TRy
gy
~i

SRR SR
78
77
76
75
74
73
72
a1l
70
EafF BT RelFmnF ErEm T malE I E

Bl 4.4\ GEreT o0 ik
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»
y
s

Wik

SlBERKERSESF

AT EY MIP-G a2t B 57 7 8 SBFpeng (T2 3 § iz 75
- ARl El BTAE R KR FEHBR S T FEEL § G
FPREESR AEFRGT N ILEARY AR U E g2 A 2 iR A 2 B
Rchlgs 2m A= Y EMBY AR F 2 PP > AR A
Baodd i kR FHE Bod o BR L TA L FiEAL I B £ 30
»,s PSR @42 WA PAL SR ik ARBAARF PR PL R

FEE T RAMHELFAELFRE ARPBERT > £5F TR B4 2 B
gl 4 eng 4 oF b o AFET LA BRORALSIFE FEAoL 5L

BIf 4 TF e B fli¢ 4 AR FLEF 2wl o
W EBIFEEG IEAE ARG P AR A Tf)ig 4 R RAE
X o

B 16F 2 8 R EMAIE AL FEF Aol 7§
BIIF £ VEf AL RARE P BIF A f) 8 o e g A%
# o

BIUF#E e A B f) @ L FEF I Go f B F] LA L
JFiEE AR RART P A B Cf) R AR AR T2 A
B[t i £ R AR 0t FEF 2o B i
BIJE AL f AR R AT P BF R g e g AR

F T B IR AT R f 3RS A 4
£ BIFEEFELAT AR A BAf)E S PRR

DA oR

G AT BIART 1 )47 P AT MR T4
B BIFREL G EL T TR A TR AR

WRE — IR A T RSB REFF f BF
EFRREFE EF RS F R BFRELF R AT
J)2e Ak ff B g S AR

HRH ~ IR AT 7 SRR G B
EFRRBFE EF RS G R BFREL G R AT
1 BB AR S i

a7 doi:10.6342/NTU201803896



52 5%
PAREIFL RN LA BR r/?ﬁi L B REAE N URE S
MM R S AR kiR R e 76 B R RIT 347
! ?*“K 2 %0 TR i*ﬂﬁFﬂMJ%%ﬁfHé@ﬁ@ﬁ%:f?F’éﬁiw
FENFE Y RIW2Z W OF SRR 25 %;Z:;}ikl‘,érf;r‘_{fé o efa s T 2 RlGiE
?%%’”Wﬁﬁﬁi%ﬁ%7&§iéﬁﬂﬁﬁ’%ﬁpi%ﬁ%ﬁ%%’ﬁ%
b RS FOL § BRET X RF B A2 MFEMAIG Y £ Rl > 5
ANOVA = i2ie 7 A 45 o 11T £ 4 LA F Bk 2 A7 2 5 & AP o

(-) MpEiTFa 0B 2BELRS 20wk

AP TRIBGETF FESRBALE ARG EHALE A RZEFEL
FrEel o2 FEGEITF AR SR B BHFAEMAR SR
ZIs €4%0F cHla Hlb 2= By P cnB S EE T %RFLSE > AT ESET
C RS LAY = élﬁiifﬁﬁ‘ (Carmeli et al., 2015 ; Zhu etal., 2016 ) - B o= B} & (T5
GE R EGENSR AL Tl ik $48 FR %ﬁdﬂ FTREZEALRR
o F e B ges 3o ea R BFS R B A hpl 4 A BFEMD
£
T RFEE OB PAEBPLT G TR B (F1353=645,p<.001) %% >

b

MR T AT 2, - HRAREA B FERS R

FER3I(BETFE X FHRLFBF)ENRA(FEITFE X ML Fig) 5 &
F e (3) WAtk MEFRRETF G (1K) Bk Ry > LB BN
*ﬁ’?iﬁipiﬁﬂ@%ﬁ@ﬁiﬁﬁuﬁﬁ—ﬁ%%$ﬁ?%ﬁﬁg@%
%R 2 L -

(=) BMEHSLFEH SR BAZBEAE S o w B G

ETET L S5 MRS FREEYSA B ALY AR 2 PEDE
% (9y=.63,p=.07) @Sk FE > Fp Ha @EEN,L4F - 045 TF77 2, %
% (F1356=619,p<.05) v {84 BE#HLf i (F) %;mé;é_ﬁ BB A Ak 4
E IR B TS BAEF R MGERL F i () HR R  RT WEEERL §
i (F) W F el A AlE Y AR T R 7 AL & H2b B

L FiEHE Moz AFEOBG ARGRA LA R AT REFEALE
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% (FrLuo=.93,p>.05) = FhL BT AZ P F R Bk H2b Ric &
fd);:féf o

HiEL AL L Ha EEENRA A HT R AT RNEDF 7 5 5 H
ARSI REN D RS ERFES AL TEREE R - BRI 1
B A TR G R A TR BEEERL F T B A Al 4 AR Atk ot &
R e EAKEY S R VR 45 BN 2 @ L F GHART A Ly @
L 63(p=07) AT HERNEFPHEAFETIEH S v L - REPET R &
PipH SRS Zhu £ 4 (2016) MR PHEFF AR AHRATE T RES
AT o b AR H2b A B AL 0 B RFT R LA B
P LE-HRF P& B REGES F (%) (mean=7542) 2 (1)
# (mean=7432) LB AIR Frce Too ke BRHLF &6 () HoOEF
PR (M) HBHE DTG0 B RFEAELEY S 578G - RiEahg

2 X
TRE

(Z) MHEEAFETA &L

W Ty 1) 245 @ sV 42 B30 50 Adrdl S B #80 ~ u] ~ JRARE
Fraiepaanfals4 PEL %07 Ba ) BRATE ik )47 050
W E BB ETF g (y=.14,p<.01) 23LF & (y=.19,p<.01) &= F B A h
fligd 2R o B BEF Rk LA T BRIAFEFLEERES ]
FEARR O DAREIPEA o RIS R iRk EL g R S
R s ehaiep A pgEd > Fla s i a = [ s b ip > B F = | L BIE
FTRASLERY » L LETFERPT AT A BBl ea 2 B A4

S

AT % 22 DeDreu ¥ 4 (2008) # 11 e MIP-G gLEbdp i - gk § 5
B & e f irah st & [ e 5 Tlefh ) coik g S4B > FildEd & W A4

PHEEFREEG RE DR *ﬁﬂg&@%?ﬂéﬂﬁﬂﬁ’%éu
M p el s 42 FaerFFatd e adp R e Foat gy

F_‘-

BEPL BN AR FLRE  Fr D AR RATANEE A

Eo R R AHENFIRAS » TSRO > B8 SRR DT I E A
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GRS &R IRE SR I R T R

»Lrl

o FEERGERLF AT AR R Tl R g R AR §
T E R BA PRI F SRS TR R AR B T
TR VL g EF D R TR _ﬂ;i‘ll;p 2 PR R BT A BEE R
HE o F BT R EALERORE G JBADLIR AR PR
§$ﬁﬁl%%i?$%*ﬁfﬁﬁmﬁ pE s 2 R g RER R FEL R
BoXeiEFimmee SR 2 d wF oA i SRR AL A R 6
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