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Abstract

This study investigated the relationships among transformational leadership, subordinate-supervisor
value congruence, person-organization value congruence, organizational identification and work group
effectiveness. There was almost no research exploring this topic on military personnel’s work attitude in
Taiwan, so it is worth in-depth studying. This paper collected 298 valid samples from military personnel and
used structural equation model to test the hypotheses established. The results confirmed that:
transformational leadership positively influenced subordinate-supervisor value congruence,
person-organization value congruence and organizational identification; subordinate-supervisor value

congruence, person-organization value congruence all positively affected work group effectiveness.

Keywords: transformational leadership, subordinate-supervisor value
congruence, person-organization  value congruence,
organizational identification, work group effectiveness.
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BEIRCF ST Y ¢ T o 4% 347 Y (transformational leadership) ¥4+ e 5 o
w % B3 #784 F (Judge & Piccolo, 2004; Lowe, Kroeck, & Slvasubramanlam
1996) o fe 3 4 247 F B A2 0 1 3 A 0F #(Yukl, 1999: 287) « 3+ %
£ % 38 (propositions) © 5 4k Fétf% e S EA Y R B A SRR A o
J& > 4o 7 i (trust)( Podsakoff, Jung & Avolio, 1990)~ p 3% 25 (self-efﬁcacy)i%ﬁ(Shea
& Howell, 1999) - H = & 41 » & 7 1 i¥;% & (job satisfaction)( Kirkpatrick & Locke,
1996) » 1 i® % »z(Piccolo & Colquitt, 2006) 4% A A F B F L en— B >
W B B - 3% {4 (value congruence) + B T E_B 4 B E IR B § B - R
(Burns, 1978; Jung & Avolio, 2000; Shamir, 1991; Shamir, House, & Arthur, 1993;
Weber, 1947) o 5 EB A | k> BF M2 0 P ~ e FEFT E0% >
Bk A {ﬁfé‘i“éﬁ%‘rp Ao AR e RE A I%‘ 0 A & I S8 (P L 2
B2 EREEY FRIAHT S PAEAEL FEP B RN R
APz U ERAE  FLERARHA T E - BRE BT - R G AT
?‘:’k’ﬁﬁ]}‘?*ié‘é’f ot EEEY -

R E- R RER AL EELED- BERTF]F o L G E-
® A]“imﬁ”’ oo gl ERE- R '(Burns, 1978; Jung & Avolio, 2000) > 11 %
B A frle s eniy @ - 3% 14 (van Knippenberg, van Knippenberg, De Cremer, & Hogg,
2004) o HerpE T W B A~ L F B A S —9—1%“ # B - {7 fe (Kristof-Brown,
Zimmerman, & Johnson, 2005) o EAF FARBEAT T o T AR S AR - R A
FoaEEAGEORERE HPTERAR R s BTG T A F ek
BiE-R, -~ TRAfrE FenE- &, HEAFX “Jﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%—?‘ »
AEEEY  pu LAt R BHY B BRFREFMALT R
PREEA - KRR L uEfed T BRERD Y 7 A RoATR R

%’, B 7)o 4 g S PR R A EPZ\?I‘*’ Fo izpr 3R e
e ) 247 5% Burns(1978)4% ) » H 2 £ 2 3 A4 2 ar4 A4 H 0 i
é%*@%%ﬁii’{w%“ﬁ%*—ﬁﬁﬁﬂ*°§#l%%ﬁﬂaéﬁb
SRR R RERY SRR 22 A FHEEP RS SR GED-
ﬁ%%*\oﬁﬁmﬁ @ﬁﬂ@%aﬁé;hwﬁﬁ,ua¢ﬁ\wi’m%
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FREECEHE P RPEFUBH IR AF v RBEOLIEZ Z R T
s T A aEeE o D SR p AR E

A EERET 0 §ooed R QA E 0 7 B B4 ?V”?%-
¢t (Bass, 1985; Burns, 1978) o BIFR4F Henfise - 4 £ £ & duf %%?‘iﬁ ip 1
(leader effectiveness)( Dionne, Yammarino, Atwater, & Spangler, 2004; Kaiser,
Hogan, & Craig, 2008) » 7 % » A - 2Tiy 47 i » B Fffr e s i ﬁkg #® oo
R R B s LE R - B A ERAELET
PR Moy o R AR E BFFY -

AFFTARP DA EEAL R PR TR A R 2 LY RNER -
BE- Ik A BB EaTa o A %*’ B A kB — Ik (person-environment
fit)y s fragin 5 AW ook e F)(Jansen & Kristof-Brown, 2006) © &% 7 I p¥
“iiﬁ FRH - KPS BRF BRI A T RE e
Fpgrsce AR THRFFHFE S BHEAUFELTEER L - E’.:FL« CAE R E- R
B § B

S T

Bass(1985) eh#= 3 i 5k » #E 4 Al AF 7 N E F N H o p AR
(self-awareness) » #-‘2. % ~ BA§ B 15 BiL % ;‘KEJ ER R SR SR
F AP - REPE ﬁPP 7 ° Bass & Avolio(1995) s F /= 3 + dp 1o dFeAg
HERBAFS c gL LG REDHEEER NFENBAL LFERT
g o #=x ’ﬁ#f?"'l‘"?%—-"“ Ed &rﬁﬂf’* g R ﬂ’-—fﬁ‘a‘iﬁ Mok = o
# e A AR %—‘*‘ 5T AR ,,%rﬁ]ﬁﬂ(lntellectual stlmulatlon)mnf’* BB AT G
R 5w o f.»;'. FH e FREIVRLRE L T3R5 o {f\};tg#d i
AREERALT R ﬁ FNAEET R P AR i%ifﬁ?ﬁ'%%r‘%’."l%‘r.‘i;.ﬁa_\i iR %
BA BT RAVRA DA BRAGE ¢ LA ] E R @ peAA

Keller(1992, 2006) 7% 1 ¥ S 2 > #2047 5 $120 RIATHG - 7 0 A 4
{ 4 e0AF B2 % - Piccolo & Colquitt (2006)f= Podsakoff & MacKenzie(1997) %=
% 4p ’ﬁﬁ?i‘]‘vﬁ%j LR T 5 0§ RIVH DR S SR IR - Judge &
Piccolo (2004) 7= 7 Blzn i » 4 AAR T W% 8 1 i@ Fpocin o B & INFF 4
T NGRS Bt (s A i A 2 ok o @gﬁégkﬁf;r;
33 J4Ft FEAr B o 5

Burns (1978) ~ Conger(1999) ~ Klein & House(1995) ~ Shamir et al.(1993)Ffr
Weber(1947)% &  cr#7 7 » #8 54 2 § &~ %% (congruence) » &35 &7 ¥
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AR A FE R E k4 - Edwards & Cable (2009) ~ Hoffman & Woehr(2006) -
Kristof-Brown et al.(2005) % 3% % 77 3 & » § 54F7t > B 4§ E{r e SR B 7 oh-
Rft g ih- BEEFF o Bono & Judge(2003)erhamir et al.(1993) =%
TSR @A Y - BREEA (vision) » THZEZ R B LR PR o
Eﬁ'“ ?)E’ﬁa""‘ g e AP R REAERAMEE- AT B FR
..... B PR o HT A BRE Tend & 4 Bk (HLE o

Burns(1978)f§'£§ BEFR GRS F Ry BBl B A i
AR T U r BIRE A AT E 2 Avolio & Bass(1988)~ Burns(1978)~ Conger &
Kanungo(1987) ~ Klein & House( 1995)~ e R » 3 A4 2 HmF % A
BB B - R R I E S *;?f’n@ SHEAEAAEE S A F o
- IR B o

Kelman (1958) ~ Kudisch, Poteet, Dobbins, Rush, & Russell(1995)iE 2 %= 3

q,#F, F\?ﬁ s IR A -Fz B E- 3R T OUIER S PB4 4 (referent power) » 7% g

AEFVERE- R IEVRT R A F D B T4 F Y o Conger &
Kanung0(1987) ~ Kark, Shamir, & Chen(2003)i&- #H#F M > § 1§ ~ B H E-
REESIVGEWT AL FDRAEFT L o B vxgugzﬁ FWpRE- R Bk
FIL A2 % o Jung & Avolio (2000) 87 3 R IR 0 3 3 A AR E AL ﬁ% )3%
AEHE- KRB Ao e PRI TRGS e 2 ?)E&j,s‘; (R g AR
BiF e R 3 BRSO % o

Shamir et al.(1993) ~ Weber(1947)RIJE& ¥ *tchk & » FIR B 4 B8 § E- K
4 (person-organization value congruence)fe i 4 | Af - A4p 7 > 4 4 A7 o op AR
—'ﬁ S ARAR %‘r—'ﬁ B %~ % E- 3% Shamir et al.(1993) ~ van Knippenberg et al.(2004)
SR R IR B A BB - R fr 2 3G (organizational identification) §
R I R R % B- REARF 2R ;,SPET‘:Lrﬁ o Podsakoff & MacKenzie
(1997)= M § B A S if - RpF BIF2 A4 Ry I3 4
TR A e - E'(*frl?ﬁ]}“;lf’-i:ﬁ R b % o Shamir et al.(1993):i& - # dp > #
AR ET 'li’i% T B RKRFER 0 » ﬁ‘”ﬁ%ﬁ%—,ﬁ PR 5 B 4 B 1%(Bono &
Judge, 2003) » i&38 F7 F i 5 J’ T A AR A A ?“ i & - 3% b B - Marks,
Mathieu, & Zaccaro(2001) %= 7 B3 IR - & 3% 7 ]?F[%’ #trs 1 E@ e £ B
AR RN A i AL

‘n—;L
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R

%~ EakE

AR EARGR G 7 R B IV ehp A R i (self-awareness) 0 T g EYiE 2 iE
o B HRE R ks B P R F R B S 3UF(Bass, 1985) ©
i BE IR ”;?"‘ MHEBINVED LB R :I‘Z)—_E’_T%\ PGS RE S BT
PR B R S
SR I 42 42 42 (Bass & Avolio, 1995) o 4eit » AT HF T 01K 20
BLs DR ERANE B WEAFEF T R o £ LM R
PHReE L 5= T A i,%ffﬁ?(mtellectual stimulation) s {® * > A7 g@ﬁ N
BB R AT A DB AT R AL B o R E LG B
BooREBIE R A4 X g 064 - B R R By
{ i A7 S AIRTRFE (Keller, 1992, 2006) A% 4 gk 17 5 B3R5 frimsi 2 a\
7 5 & # 4p B (Piccolo & Colquitt, 2006; Podsakoff & MacKenzie, 1997) » * & 1 i®
B 1y 2 s { 4% (Judge & Piccolo, 2004) - 12 F ez [’;JC “"K;‘%E 1 4 20 2 B fe WA
Fe e oo HITERA R 'E,‘v ko F] ilﬁ,a%_% ﬂ:__l;,i?,]%,gw*jg , R P,
Booa A WHFRE R cHH AT ? zE &I@ﬁ;b TN Y
PR ARG HBARUTE  FFe S AR B BRE T
&"Tuﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁw&f&&’ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ% BEFEE L3RR
E DR o dest o iR E BRI ] TR

Bkl AR D v B e R W R

fi‘*.&j\,'z"iﬁﬂ’{;};ﬁg x[ﬂ:’xn,ﬁ;,iu—\ir‘rvﬁﬁ\x%mfrlﬁi B en- R
(congruence)(Edwards & Cable, 2009; Hoffman & Woehr, 2006; Kristof-Brown et
al.,, 2005) ¢ B A ~ B - RPEdp 3 > 3 A BR- R EAKRIBA T RILE
MIRB TR RS A AR A B RE PR RS VORI A flE AR

BoHEWHGBEREAR QAN BRI EEA - BHL - BRI 2 EF AT
r % 4 FE o »g TR AR REL Y e F TRl F AR 2P
LR & B%%‘%¢WWﬁ $g¢£$ﬁ’§%§@&m£%i
IIEPF o EFT AT BPIL RS T OEERA R il B2 il
RodF{aRBHE - m2 3R BEFFT o
AT g L - K- AL IR R HN L AR s

ST TIES NIRRT LT AEE S N
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e 42 (Burns, 1978; Conger, 1999; Klein & House, 1995; Shamir et al., 1993;
Weber, 1947) o #4145 - H P — BAE R (vision) > FE ARG F - £ F P &
BRSO AL p A PR FREY 4 = P $R(Bono & Judge, 2003;
Shamir et al., 1993) o R B fedd# A4 H > WRZ AR LT E R EhF o 71
S ERETE ST SE FW TN P S L T PNy
T L gFPEER BE; R BEfrH p AR E 4 B AR AEAHET
(Shamir et al., 1993; van Knippenberg et al., 2004) s Bfs 0 AR é,é—‘gf P FERIVER
i i&;? 113 B0 fea ' E(Klein & House, 1995) o itk ih i » 35 frid
HREFH-BLS PR TR e T2 ,‘Tﬁ#&-“fﬁi AT ERREZ AR, Gk
lﬁﬁilg?ﬂu@ﬁfiﬁeﬁiﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ%i%%%ﬂ%—
R EFEAEAEMA Y %Hgﬁ‘ v Fom T OB BT o

@ o A AR - B @“ RyEA 0 TEB AL —Fz T%’ B — 3k (person-supervisor
value congruence) ° ¥+t & B 4 fi Koo A F F g A AR Ein R %‘ug e
PEBAR DL FIVER E - RIL o Burns S 0 B L AAEEE > F g Rl
IR enlp E(1978: 19) o B2 3048 00k > A IR A Pfifwg F’% R L
% ® & Jf - x(Avolio & Bass, 1988; Burns, 1978; Conger & Kanungo, 1987; Klein
& House, 1995) o igi © gr3n® rggf > § @k A dsnwd oo 17§ § B
Ei‘l““"ﬁ”‘-ﬁ* g "li%? P A E S RN FRARE- BEG PG
T B S IR AR AL ﬂ KT F p G oKL (Dionne et al., 2004) o 384 ¢ L FE R
WPAFERIEZ TR BAfel g ED- R aMPILFRE- R
Moo ARG T OUFER] SRR 4 (referent power)( Kelman, 1958; Kudisch, Poteet,
Dobbins, Rush, & Russell, 1995) » # & 330 H7 A ¢ ehji K 2 17 5 (Conger &
Kanungo, 1987; Kark, Shamir, & Chen, 2003) - 64 E g @+ o nad T4 43
S REBERNAGE MDA AR E o A B AEEL AR A

‘fr-’fi%x%mv—i(’g ?)}F,&{Fﬁgu“fsfq K%gi[f‘ﬁl&;}’&,\l'gﬂt\fib%f—y?o

- BFEALY BT o HL R RAERAELT  oonh &y
# o Jung & Avolio (2000) % G4 TR > A4 EFE "B F R E- R, o
A G TR B dp A g4 RIVE P TR (vision) » T aE A
Bl E - e FIh o F N R o

B2 AR S B 1§ - R
B3I s L F R - RIED 5 BB o

B 4 %5 @ - 3%+ (person-organization value congruence) AR & fr ik 3 7
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AF Y 5 #842 & 4p 02(Shamir et al., 1993; Weber, 1947) e p o 2§ | 387 1 473
AEL BTk T o B PR AR R F R FREER A e
f“ B - R * 3 2% e (organizational identification) FFF e11 R % (Shamir et al.,
1993 van Knlppenberg et al. 2004) o & ANFT Y T A BT HR R R~ o
WEAFERIRT EFME L 2 55 mM - R % (Shamir et al,
1993) - ;Eﬁ}‘a‘xfr'ﬁ_ﬁ« x%‘ s K- R A ER )3 fri ? x% B-3&me o F A
Faods ENBE R ERHAFER T A AT o R By gRTI- &0 P
EHBARE 22 BAHERPELF R ﬂx?’f’nﬁ;a‘fé A E e & ot 2
- > H@E E’F LB A ﬁ?k A ,% B- RE > EF UIEH e g HInE B A
5] :pf* x% B - R “},E; K‘B?T’ - IR L “’Pg;},\xiff! B BERG A A
(Podsakoff & MacKenzie, 1997)° # 4 31 4% #4% i 2 8 p 530 2 8K GE F e0l
if (Shamir et al., 1993: 584) » » FEIR/EAR e “‘ & p fﬂ =~ p #(Bono & Judge,
2003) - F]@ > ¥ & B 1 ¥ B Frreas (Marks, Mathleu, & Zaccaro, 2001) o }""-J'*‘w“ﬁﬁl‘z

SRR AP F AR TR oV RBRE X B w - ML ﬁ
E,Sé pe i Effﬁ%@ﬁgfﬁhi}: GRS AR I A SR A ﬁrg B F5 v o
It o H d 0T OBRK

BRKS B A~ EEE B - RED e B BB TR

*‘«;\;Fﬁ(organlzatlon identification) ® #£ 4 /R p ** Sanford(1955 : 106-118) %
FREIBES D 2] - A RE ek AT I AR
#‘ it e “* KR R enff i (Shamir et al., 1993: 584) 'Eﬁrslfg:,;glﬁ_zp &%l;g
s iBAp %ﬁ‘%—(Bono&Judge 2003) 0 Ft o F BRA RV R £ AP F A
Yo MRERERA S 2RP - R ;gi;grg H a:‘%“z FEEFRE - #
P FERNBT UE LAY B E‘v’ﬂﬁﬁ;%ﬁ AAFES S Bt ek R
EHE#EF - EnkEH BH LR -

BIp M AR e mSGLAR R AT E 5ROK A (2002 1 101)F g R
SEZEAFA TR VRFEIVFL AL BF ML T g
PORFRENRENFLIEER AHT UERAAE RS ?\;FMF‘; N
(2003 : TR BSEID < 89 371 8 b Biedt » e A E 5 o 4 A2
PR AT] O F AR R MRS T E T AFIE T A gk
{3 SAVREFORPFTY ;%_*;' ﬁgﬁmjlgg@ﬁ P2 FE EAE L
(2004 - 129)Rl B B EARK L ' LT HE s PRAEYEHE ,e» 8 2,

s

\lv

Ti\4

R
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FPEBEEDL»BE  ME L2004 121)% F AR AL + % » FFAEHGF 5
G S et Pﬁﬁpuﬁ# "'J»;%My? ke BB GT AL o A "“]»p}ﬁ-ﬂ\
ApRgEs e BFf R 5 PR T\*’Efﬁ” iEE AR e s B KRR
Ful R e s TR A %ﬂ CERA f R “rt*?iﬂ*o ¥ ERIVBRE £
LFFRGRBAFRS e L F R LR J'»Is'lj G SRR O E T eh
NS Kﬁ—'ﬁ@%—}é g g% > _ﬁ_?ﬁ“«;,ﬂ}’?'}‘é vafigﬁ;g o TP s A T R G

@ﬂ**ﬁfﬁé%ﬁ'ﬁ#ﬂw%ﬁ*mﬁ

B E 'g x% TR
B A f‘:,_f%\lf%:'_’é_ "—T“ WEOEE e FHAL T HP TR

F',:H_?ﬁ]}‘}

7
AFERE B A S T E R A %lf KNS

— g A RATHEAG G

A AFFREAEREE AR AREF-FLE 1P g h
T LA K H o A K i SN 4s(Stratified Random Sampling) s 2 o 4%+ F B 4 B
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RTR] 0 K EPF R 208 o A A M S KT R AEFE G B

@»49.3% ~ A ER19.8% ~ 3 E E14.1% ~ &5 1£9.7% ~ A B R 7% o o
Ao fREFF P RALLEFR P ES6061 BFLRFEL016> AE NI
kB AFTEAY R AE AR ER cHAEY L LB AN
523%38%~41% > S+ 2 ts o+ 3 @ 50250 B EKIEL0.88 ) AiE st
ME AR BI AT LERAEAMOoREAR AT AEAN AP 3 L E
iﬁ&ﬂwﬁw,&%ﬂ% SR EATHEARSERER 24 WA AR
Hu £ A ATR 285 -;%20;% £2.3% ~ 20-29 % £46.6% ~ 30-39 &
BA45% ~ 40-498 (6% © FTALA B 0 F P (B)BAT% ~ B FLEI8S% < B &
55%F1 7 #T(F )1 ¢ 1E21.8% Pm}& ,—qu-, H o3& T (E10.4%~3-5# 1530.2% -
6-10F 1:24.8%~ 11-15& 1:27.2%~ 16-20& 1:7.4% o L34FH 2> G A 45 1559.1% -
¢ $41:40.9% o

—~FBRtERE

B> gk A7 E4E G 0 AFTE %7 Bass & Avolio (1995) 15 F]+ Ap R ¥
(Multifactor Leadership Questionnaire, MLQ) %4t 12 i} 2 (3 w838 4oritdx) 5 30/ ~
g~ E - )2 §R 0 4 Cable & DeRue (2002)sF £ 3K 34 i3 ¢ 5
pLoeb s :}ac”* Barrick, Stewart, Neubert, & Mount (1998 : 377-391)#7% & z_ 1 ¥ @ 3

Meie B A BT AERRF O M RFEFINARFTY S Al “%LZFMFF’FM v om0
% Cheney(1982 : 342-362) 14 B 2. £ £ 4 ig 1t o % AR LR > 1
"‘i)iiﬁﬁl' R EE AR FOPNE ”’*{)iio“f | i e E}ﬁ-:ﬁt’# Likert 52k % & >
H #7345 4k ¥ Likert 78 % A&

\\\Xr

ZNEEFERERA

'J'—Pf'—ng%-§7i F‘]’f“’t’i&’}ﬁg"*’ﬂkﬁﬂil’fé%;ﬁiﬁ;"?ﬁ‘b
¢A2 k> 2%3E (common method variance, CMV) F*3E » 5 7 FEiRA= 7 &
%%Aiu--%;%ﬂ 1) PR R LR L N F AR
SN R F*k%ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“’%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁw 3l
éﬁm’miﬁiﬁlf&%ﬂ‘gmi%kh:g\4¢rﬂ%§ﬁﬁa’F%§
oottt AP HES SR G 0 F 7 R 34T F5 Y Likert 5B R 0 A

PR Y Likert T8¢ & » 4 ARTRE T OUIUABA S b 2 R KT -
T2 tkT G 0 AFTF FeE X H F]3F pI3R0% (Harman’s one factor test)4c
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,1'1.1:@55; cFEEMFE AP AEE Y - BAS R m"]%ﬁ'*{%ﬂ W% 45% > ¥
* % 3t 50%(Podsakoff & Organ, 1986) - * 7 3 # ** % 4 > 42 #i- ;' (structural
equation modeling, SEM)$= #73 483 f §* % - B & F % & % fic(common latent
factor, CLF) - fitif 35 #-GF1=0.44 ; AGFI=0.41 ; PGFI=0.42 - A A AT
IR PNE-FF AR SR 2 RE LT KL -

-~ R E A

*EF A SEM#& 8 > BN F]2 4 47 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)
RIS 2 A N R 2k o A U R dp R LR A R
{72 R 9:)?: Vips AHENTFIZAPFRR R R FTE R FZ - o
GHEEHES G 0 APTRANSF S 5679055 i J R 524740

B pd B A2740 303 1 & Wheaton(1987) 4732 - SRMR % 0.035 ; RMSEA
% 0.08 » & w2 H g7 A10.08 » # & Hu & Bentler(1999) {rBrowne &
Cudeck(1993) s % = d ¥ @ = 4§ @45 % % § > NNFI 2 0.99 ( Tucker &
Lewis,1973) ~NFI  0.98 ( Bentler & Bonnett,1980 ) ~ CFI % 0.99 ( Bentler, 1990) .
IFI % 0.99 ~ RFT1 % 0.98 > j‘a’firs %7 P]0.90 (Joreskog & Sorbom,1996) - % 7%
B HO T AR o B x5 & 0 PNFIZ 0.95 ~ PGFIZ 053 4873 * 1
#00.50 (Joreskog & Sorbom,1996) - 3% AIC & 8459.26 » -] ** jp = AICh
34959486 > & - HE F o b Y AT AT ZMAB N D BN 0F

TREE  RER AT DFME R -

H= o FlE ﬁm BEAES & 0 T AL G I TR LR A370.71~0.94
4o 1 3% 0.5 {# & Hair, Anderson, Tatham , & Black(1998) & ;iz(>0 5) %
TAITEEBRHEIAL ] PHRBL DL AR -BRENFZLAFT RS FR A
s B A wm b SR BATT f R R N7 AR A AT |
i\ = ’Kxi fb;“"iﬁl‘:‘f K& IR g ﬂ&ﬁﬁi ﬂf]{:m mﬁ‘ﬁf_ TR R TR o B R
iz )i%ﬁlﬁ‘ ) ﬂfﬁm aiE > W o /‘*“097~098F'& RV ERLIFF ATALIRE
LH R RKE-

Bt m ohie 2 7 R (CR, composite reliability) ¥ 12| & 6 b 38 5% #of-
Efz‘l“ﬂ‘4 e ,%E‘;__f#m CREAXE » 2 T BPIBEMESR L3 RBM T &7 ~Eﬁl"FK

Jep S H ¥ jp|2% % (Harman’s one factor test)it Podsakoff & Organ(1986)4R % — B % 14 1f jp]
CMV BE A2k en- 2% o {7 FF AP ARy - B 55 LFE 55 0 RlEFs 5
FAHARLF CMV aid s BH 2 AL T )3 50% -

CCR S § AR 5 0 () - h R TR LR e s HERLA
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TR AR L R A a0 R "Z'}%Eé_%‘ 13y Hair % 4 123 CRIEE + 320.7
(Hair atal., 1998) » ~# 7 B %38 2 CRiE » 11 370.97-0.99 > % +~ 0.7 » %71 &
e A LR :m— R o

T o B E‘FB’»(AVE)Sﬂi F BRI BRI T LR @_f;m BeAE A 0 3
FOLHETE R PR A R PR R JTatrc R o 1345 Fornell & Larckerz. i 3 o
AVEE % >+0.5/ » & 7 {6 & F Jcacrck (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) o & 57 3 & &
%782 AVEE » j€0.613]0.83 5 & = 3005 &7 AT B LRIL L F L%
FE N YT RO o

PR P EERR A

o3 3 FEAP | AFAPE | AP T TR s BA

FEAR | RARE | ARTE | ] L | e
W 1 0.73 22.73
7 2 0.73 20.89
19T 3 0.78 27.83
197 4 0.80 32.69
S 0.71 17.70
W 6 0.82 43.95
7 0.81 40.49
197 8 0.82 41.27
79 0.76 26.36

WA | 3T 10 0.82 4637 | 061 | 098 | 0.98
197 11 0.80 35.97
197 12 0.74 19.86
197 13 0.80 37.89
197 14 0.76 27.88
97 15 0.83 48.08
197 16 0.81 46.27
197 17 0.84 45.88
197 18 0.81 37.93
197 19 0.84 53.32
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357 20 0.81 39.32
355 21 0.79 34.05
35 22 0.81 38.81
37 23 0.71 20.22
35 24 0.72 19.84
3 25 0.77 28.21
A 26 0.76 27.50
R 27 0.75 24.13
35 28 0.75 26.01
37 1 0.92 100.14
359 2 0.91 90.24
39F 3 0.91 90.33
/ 3% 4 0.90 87.29
* 397 5 0.90 73.48 0.82 | 097 | 097
= 39T 6 0.91 77.63
39E 7 0.89 41.95
39E 8 0.89 4221
3IE 9 0.91 81.73
371 0.91 81.73
39T 2 0.91 81.24
397 3 0.91 87.13
39T 4 0.90 59.70
39T 5 0.88 62.64
3T 6 0.91 81.72
B 3E9E 7 0.90 66.48
: 39T 8 0.90 79.89 0.82 | 0.99 | 0.98
3EIE 9 0.91 63.55
351 10 0.91 86.81
35 11 0.88 40.73
R 12 0.91 77.36
3 13 0.93 105.32
A 14 0.91 59.81
3F 15 0.90 58.47




i 3 A B AP R ERRE - R MR LAy D AR R b
3058 1 0.93 104.11
3238 2 0.94 141.28
3037 3 0.90 58.31
B [ 5 i i 4 091 2640 0.83 | 0.98 | 0.97
303E 5 0.90 55.65
30IE 6 0.91 91.51
1038 7 0.90 72.78
4078 8 0.92 80.12
3577 1 0.91 74.33
3078 2 0.93 111.73
3037 3 0.92 93.06
153 4 0.93 100.96
163E 5 0.92 99.04
v Sl 158 6 0.91 77.43 0.80 | 0.98 | 0.98
155 7 0.92 89.95
1078 8 0.93 110.43
108 9 0.92 92.87
3278 10 0.91 69.25
3E 11 0.93 112.24
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302 APMAEE B R FERR A 1T 4

Rt s | 4 thPM A sk fK}%—,_Lf{ i W
B- R B = S
@FZ‘ P Ay 0.91
N 0.92 0.89
i A F_#« e - 3R 0.90 0.90 0.90
WHLEHE- R 0.91 0.90 0.93 0.90
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HigrE 7 p T 53 P~ 2 (AVE/average variance extracted) T = {3 &
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SR S AR PRI o #3444 ¥ % d Burns(1978)#74% 1! o 4 )
REIRERIAEE G A E it B RRE (AT BAEERS - &
ﬁy;%ﬁ$@£$1§\$ﬁ#w%ﬁﬁﬁz’#w WA AR X2t
u3F A E RN A ' %%ZWK£%

Burns(1978) & 5 Hr #4147 % E4E o 41 B 4k L & B e i
sk YiE sk .rkpv}ﬂ,mlkﬂfél'&ﬁf{;: ) /]ﬁvz,\.ﬁlﬂji,{}\_‘lg?
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AL R E PR BT o

rEF A ,.“f#rb = 42 #-3¢ (structural equation model, SEM)Z& #& #73K = €11
WoeA3v g d o @A FEE BT B8 015 0 P E R F KR
(<0.05) > B de B3R 1 a2 o ok T 1 B % > v i Judge & Piccolo(2004) %= 5 >
7Tk de AR Ein AR B 0 B PR pTARSF o I 4rBass(1985)413 0 #E ik A4 T
" R PV 2 Ak (self-awareness) SRV 2 p A E R P R Hag T
BERA L DP R F R HA AP FE S i ML E AR
P e g RBMLEEER L F IR A T S VR 3
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o et o WBEF R AT R ARG ER e B RT IR L e
R %’ - R
3RS BB - 3 H R B 0330 2 B i E R EE(<0.01)
P78 Bk SehgiiE o I drPodsakoff & MacKenzie(1997)#7% » 5 B A5 p e Bl
‘F‘ - REF-CHEFAL Sy S BFERHBEL AL % A8 hF R
R AT HEVE B 4 foe s P iR A 2 M g (Shamir et al,, 1993: 584) > £ 15
wa R ITEET B (Marks, Mathieu, & Zaccaro, 2001) °
8 3 A 4p %-bh’.,ﬁa‘«;l T APRE > H s 0.87 0 7 oiE Bt A R #(<0.01) -
VE B O6TLE o R AR IR INER X B ﬁ“« % B 4 P (Bono & Judge,
2003) A2 A fredaiF R o e F,JE/@, PRV IS - B2 AL HE
FHEAEE >V G R 28k B (Bono & Judge, 2003) © & 1§ 5 ficrd E w
SRS A R MEREAAR S AFETET Y RS FRA R e HILR
R HEMEHFESS Gk B RlHAc43 - B2

% 31 BT A 17 4

Bl | BEE | T B(8HE)

A E > BIfooa 0.15%%* 0.08 1.92

EEAVEE > B E - K| 0.89%F 0.01 70.36

FRBLE - R > BT 0.47%%* 0.11 4.43

W AEE > BAERgE- K| 0.8 0.01 86.65

B A s - & > B 0.33 %% 0.09 3.74

ﬁia‘%i‘l%ﬁ% > LR 0.87%*x* 0.02 44.47
*

L o7 p<0.01 ~ ** 2 57 p<0.05 -
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7 £ 1245 Baron and Kenny (1986) % Sobel(1982):137 /i s % #iB| > 3% &
ISR A S - R AT A EHE A E e e S B o Bk
fhog Aoalhlici p RILT| P A RIF ek (bRl ¥ A R0 7R3 ok
cadc T H_p %I D)k HIE sk o T E_E Sk (direct effect) 5 B H 341 ¢ 4
FI (s p RIWI|RPIH Sk ab kB T e-¢’ 0 T H_F 75 (indirect effect) o

EAPTFEL  NEEAFEIPRA O NPLTERE- REZ A
37 BT B R0 arhilic s 0.79(p<0.00) 5 b i 5 0.35(p<0.00) ; ¢
8 5 0.39(p<0.00) ; ¢’ 8k 5 0.11(p<0.00) » %% FWF 1 F & B - Rppns
i #& 3E A) AR %frﬁifﬁ“« B P vcae B B 02 o pb b > AT R iR {7 Sobeltk Bl (Sobel
test) » abf4dc s 0.28 » Zi& % 11.83(p<0.00) » % 7 FF $2 25 % 5% i o £iB 10004
A~ i 2 (bootstrap) FF 45 % # R 15 0 3 I5% Z -k BT 2 4F % F (confidence
interval, CI) % 0.375]0.40 > ¥ % ¢ $0> 77 W4l AT 5t o

MHERAATEG R BAERGE- RS AR BRB TR
L ik I P 0 athdic s 0.46(p<0.00) ; bk dc % 0.57(p<0.00) ; ¢ e % 0.39(p<0.00) ;
¢ e 3 0.13(p<0.00): 3 F 1 (Fil LIVA ¢ 4 A4 e 8 B T I el
B oo pteb o AR 7 R i {7 Sobel # Bl (Sobel test) > ab % #c 5 0.26 » Z 1B &
11.29(p<0.00) > % 77 B #erc %k £ 55 dene 510004k ~ F & 2 (bootstrap) FF 47 %
W1 0 B RI5% T o K BT i ¥ % B (confidence interval, CI)z 0.363]0.39 >
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