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Abstract

In recent years new research studies have showed communication styles are related to
personality. However, communication behavior offered a direct way to observe and which
was an important way to share knowledge in an organization through mentoring. The aim
of this study is to investigate how the main effect and interaction of mentor and protégé
communication style affect mentoring function, protégé job performance, turnover
intention and organizational socialization. Two set of questionnaires were completed by
mentors and protégés 154 dyads from cadets in N.D.U. Drawing on communication
competence theory (Spitzberg & Cupach, 1984), results of this study showed mentor’s
preciseness were positively related to psychosocial support and job performance.
Furthermore, mentor’s verbal aggressiveness was negtively related to career development
and job performance. Regarding to interaction effects of mentor and protégé
communication styles, three major finding are emerged. First, the interaction of mentor and
protégés’ preciseness was marginally significantly to turnover. Second, the interaction of
mentor’s preciseness and protégé’s verbal aggressiveness significantly predicted
organizational socialization. Third, the interaction of mentor’s verbal aggressiveness and
protégé’s preciseness would effect on turnover. We summarize our finding, highlight

limitation of current research, and offer suggestion for future direction.

Key words: Communication style, Communication competence, Mentoring
functions, Verbal aggressiveness, Preciseness, Job performance,

Socialization, Turnover
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BF e T EW fo S HEF R e bR 0 0T R R R st B g R

B B R
- R BRERBL P

= R A LB S A hp AEA > § AR L Tl
1 eip 3 (Infate & Wigley, 1986) » l4orc 2 B~ 04 ~ b » $6 A

3%~ I T4 = #% (De Vries et al., 2009; Wigley, 1998) -

W3 AT Y Y BT T E s € 2 S M ¢ g w5 % (Infante, Myers, &
Buerkel, 1994; Martin & Anderson, 1995; Infante & Rancer, 1996; Myers & Rocca,
2000) » @ f3 ¥ # & 24 (Infante, 1995; Infante & Rancer, 1996) - i ¢ 3%/ 3
oo g RIBHA ¥ 3 R iank & & (Infante & Gorden, 1985) ; &% 5 F5
P XEFR Y D F e g g » o 3 B (Martin, Weber, & Burant,
1997) » + € B384 B h % R R o8 4 ahp E (Buford, 2010) © gt ¢h 5 BT g S
Bpom % 35 78 € "% AL ¢ v 51 (Martin, Heizel, & Valencic, 1999) ~ % #3351

(Rocca & McCroskey, 1999) ~ & 4 ¥+58 ¥ eqds 4 (Burant, 1999) -

174 De Vries ~ Bakker-Pieper - Oostenveld(2010) %7 3 + # 3R> 2§ 03
B FPAALRENEH LR A ATTARIR M > 2 B
AR(NEATR)E S TRAAPM © Fl o QS B R 7 B
HRIZIFZ e 2 HREFOFEY 2 S pb G722 guRld

F R ER R R AT o
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S SRR R P

De Vries % 4 (2009) #t & ) chf Fe b & & B # A 4p i ¥ (clarity)
(conciseness) ~ 7 »z Z (efficiency) ~ 735 (businesslike) ~ it % (composure) ei/4 id
745 @ Norton(1983) #7#% e sd b #2455 ° > » FoHFAMEE b 2 0 B TA A
A& fof /r B (accurate) s i p 7 fr s 5 Gudykunst® A (1996) 4% ! e
CSS(Communication Style Scale) & # ¥ s Ffdidid b £ P53 &3 B ¢ i &
el rE > & 5 b PR amaiefep o Lo RSN IR S
HAEL R R VUL ETR RN B RN AR - BER

2‘;‘;%]\‘ ‘QJ )

MR AR LR Bmar ¢RI P IRl MaRER SRk
i p e ez 3 (Myers, Mottet, & Martin, 2000) » &3 F fF5 ? - fF R iR R
REBERFIHF I L) {22 89 § 4 052 - DeVries % + (2010)
dp VA F i R b fe BN PR B el ek s Bakker-Pieper & 4
(2013)sF 3 @ % 0 FRBERE FOHAE R R foeha F ARES 0§ A F S

ﬁ)’ o~k *#‘hﬁ’h P R N o G AR PERE KA THhBd

R

5i&%iiﬁﬁ%ﬁ%a’ﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁ%%%i%ﬁ%i&%%@o
£ fF R b B R R R 1

i foig % > Canary {- Spitzberg (1989):u 7 A friv ¥ d & B o »
k=% ¢ i 7 [ (appropriateness)frf kit (effectiveness) o if # kil £ 2 &
BEM AR PEEL DR A forumEd R EFBEF Hp o Pk
e & Bl e#t i (Canary & Spitzberg, 1987) o 4omi #7ift » fF < e b 12 € E 428
FREEF MG AREFSRY  FREFALRTE R T AERF D
IEP A c FAE R TEER ERVEREXIIFLE AN
*% % (Bekiari, 2012)u,4rt TS TEAE € 4G v 0 W R IVE A F RBUEL i {rdy

13



HopF 2 plekre (Madlock & Kennedy-Lightsey, 2010) » @ @ #RE R % 313 4o > K i

e

FIF R w i o e o F R R R RS 2 E A D Ak

o g RE 2 HE A RY 4p ¥ 7 5 (Bekiari, Kokaridas& Sakellariou,
2005) »

14

.08

PR 84 By el iois & B (Bekiari, 2012) o » ﬂ} HR o EF
CEAMN T FEAF A HiEd 2 N € B SR EF i caf 45 (Madlock &
Kennedy-Lightsey, 2010) » # 3 E¥Hfm s ot ic ¢ cnBUESF B ~ AL wIL X P 4

PHEA N EAL B

i o Foni R fF 6 AR P R AR Y Eihp 3 iR G
p 4 3 (Williams & Burden, 1997) » #frg i @ b fehfr < ¢ M F F 2 % 3leh
IEAR: SUREI: S N o & U S AR A0} CRERRINLEY: & PR I P & e

TR E Y e S o 3 WEBES B 0 SRS G A 2 R e i

=

% o t Eller ~ Lev fr Feurer (2014)s0#7 3 ¢ » 45 910 J 3 3 5 FF < i i #.2 4

FER A AN PR FR o B MR B AR R BEFRM o A 2§

!
o

B A b o Wh s 1§ B W G & e(Tschannen-Moran &
Hoy, 2000) » #iis i F| 40 e seldgoif w4 o 45 2 o § fF Qi 53 B D AR

P~

ML R R PF o R i ARG flE e .

Tt o R AT Y hEK AT

Bk -l fpReimidiidh REFRFP R E T RFE M G o
Bk 1-la fFQ e R b RO BOREF B L FL v M G o
Bk 1-1b FF R e AR A b AL LR ML b M 0
Bk 1-lc fFR et id b e & HCE T lF L w B (% o

Bk 12 R s BB EA R A RS SR EL oM o
Bk 1-2a fF R ePT FrcFMR b RAREF R G HE Lo MO
Bk 120 7R iy F R b AL AL G HF L e Mo
Bk 1-2¢ FFRens Fae AU b 2 4 R EFHFL » MG o
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FoH FROEIR REAS PRBE 1 FARfCERAE
e 3R

PR QEE R REAF PR e 1 TL R e § 1l ik o
F 0 FORE R B A R

mk (turnoven) g B 1 sk 1 - BB GS  LGEL Y G b ag
BB 7 5 (Mobeley, 1977) 5 @ LB # & (turnover intention) it £_% 4 R
1B B e~ BE 2 o3t dl (Williams & Hazer, 1986) © f§ @ 2 2 » 4t

M v TS B AL BEITITE N gé;g_ﬁ%mv e

W FL 2 1;%#;1 HE e 2 F ARG B (Cotton & Tuttle, 1986; Gerhart,
1990; Hom & Griffeth, 1995) » #7 2 BB i £ 5+ F "R G FIFR] 4 - B dp
fheblofhd ¥ ¢ B RASPR I BOER2 - S @Rl ¥ Lk
By A A S s Fl A 64 BSR4 gf ok ind 4L (Schyns, Torka, &
Gossling, 2007) » A fF < €2 4 5 03 0B Th P o FRSHEF LT B8 RS BT 9 o
BT %% (b4 Scandura &Viator, 1994; Farnese, Bello, Livi, Barbieri &

Gubbiotti, 2016) » % % B % ¥ B4F 3t i b o5 HS 3T T o BB § S

=

Do B Y B R R RHN RS S S PR EE G (ERPBES

Mayfield £ Mayfield (2007) %= 3§ &7 > 1§ hEd b 2 NFBOg T
B (intentionto stay) 7 & # - Madlock f= Kennedy-Lightsey (2010) 45 1 i ¢ 77 3%
ﬁ??%%ﬁlﬁ%i&‘&%&%%iﬁ%%&iméﬁ%’ﬁiﬁ%iﬁﬁ

TR R R R R IGE T O e A B RS F R ek g g
(Martin & Anderson, 1995) ~ #& % = & - X % ;i 4 (Kassing, Pearce, & Infante, 2000)
fei 3 IF fo (Martin & Anderson, 1996) » & 3 rc &2 4 & € 8.5 = B (% (Myers
& Johnson, 2003) - % X fF B ILZ FrcHEF > ¢ R4 R X P EFF DR FHEE R
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\-n

(Bekiari, 2012) » @ & 4 fHH L o

Potter v Emanuel (1990)z% 5 M/ b foen¥ fmhoi FTt £ 4 22 p
J«' TRERFDP R TR RF L F A Apstay 4 0§ PR R G B
4 BB ¥ e (Jung, 2014) © » ,T}{Fx., B R AW b RRE TN, €AY
@%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%i%’%@ﬁ}?EaﬁﬁﬁE%:wﬁﬁ’éﬁQﬁiﬁ&ﬁ
Mttt o RIS RGBT Y N F G TR E o i £ B hP R
Feeprddamg® T} VER R AR 2 GRS R U g &
B EHE B RS BEL R Y o 1R T dES AT Y R
3 BK

Bk 2-1 FF < MR E A b f 2 S BRI 4 f e B

o

o

N

Bk 22 FF R errt R b RE B F RPE oG Lo M e

<

FOFREELRBREWHRSF I FLAROBEE

1 74 (job performance) ¥ f 1 ik d H{ T H & § “rR T hiE e frle
FPHRFHDEL - AFELTRBEHHERD TR S KT R
(Borman & Motowidlo, 1993) » 1 fE & R 2 deéhfi 1 > Wit 2 H FRrAe R # £ 1 17

4 en& . (Christen, lyer, & Soberman, 2006) -

W3R L )]?clﬂ BT 0 R R ihdp BHRESF 1 T2 RFF I L (bl
Bozionelos et al., 2016; Athanasiou et al., 2016) » 13934+ € < 3 72 4 (social exchange)
AR A P R L o BT s R A i) B RS R o AR
(Blau, 1964; Homans, 1961; Kelley & Thibaut, 1978) » {# < £7 t#_% j#1d 7 # i 42
¢ BEEE R #F]%- T R AE 2 3 BB Y& 4 g S 1 FRRERE
7 PR RS 2 I T R R e seny e 4§ AR R

He P o & i S EEAR £ S i (Ibrahim & Mahmoud, 2016) » F7 < e 38 b 1247 4
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#en1 T & & 3 M (Richmond, McCroskey, Davis, & Koontz, 1980) > # it 4% i 7
FISES A 3 (T B 0 Bl B4R 41 (53R R R fod eh& I (Ainspan &

Dell, 2000) -

BT 2o FFRARDNTERFLOEER B ES EHFF ORI AR
o4 g MAFEY ) ad ok B 3Li P X A Moo # i (Bekiari,
Kokaridas, & Sakellariou, 2006) > jg* 33 FF & #4 i v 40> » BB 5 cna (T4 |
Mg PR AN R b R R g R G R OFIE A R T
FEOL AR o FP o AT H DT HER
Bk 3-LFF R i At A b BB RS 1 ARG L w B h o

Bk 32 fF ¢ ot B b RE RS 1 (TR L MG o

£~ P REE R RS AL g 1

‘,JW

‘i ¢ it (organizational socialization)— #xda A L ¥ f§f 5 H T & 5 ATER
1% 5% ehdi™ (learning the ropes) » #kiimen e & Rl g ATiE B enip A 5 1 &
Pl - B R r B BY e G B RIS BA
¢ eakenfE 4z (Schein, 2003; Louis, 1980) e

Chao ~ O'Leary-Kelly ~ Wolf ~ Klein {= Gardner (1994) #-e %At ¢ i* & 5 = B
Ha o A i (1) sois(politics) t kY BN gril e d B (2) 4R
(people) : e = f enfFpc o (3) % (language) © s frBRE P @ * chik L3
frd G L3 B il o (4) 2 (history) @ g hB AL s RS S Y
° (5) Jmxk p &2 i i@ (original goals and values) @ 7 f# s = f 9T 2 4F iR
21 p 4L - (6) 1 173 HUA (performance proficiency) @ 7 fE5%%| i+ B-Z £ £ 4 »
TR EY o AFASY ATESRE S §BEEY KR 2 AERY i

§ o XD FHp L P hr i o Saks o Ashforth (1997a)dp ) s s p chiTie
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- UL B AP

EROAFELR 0§ EEFR A AR RIS BEELE

i

Brlasph i o AN F e RN Y B A R R YT
DM 1 FPHR - FEREZEYNFE AAEOTR Fo TS d fF QAT
e R L ez e AL ¢ 1t g §T 24 (Ostroff &Kozlowski, 1992)

Bauer f- Green (1998):% 7 i ¢ M Fair 8enfs 4 ¥ R ATE X f $p ¢ ché & iz

Lo en HATEA g et driim, ’T}U{;ﬁ“ EF A

—=

o
N
X

v
AR 42 ¢ RS RGBT FE o Y o A o AT f o g MR
e R € 2 P ATiE S | Aesd F R Lk a i e s (Nifadkar & Bauer,
2016) - Kammeyer-Mueller ~ Wanberg ~ Rubenstein 4= Song (2013) 7%= 5 » # AT
FREOS  ATESRFR XD LG DA EFR S T FHFR A €7 AT
e f b g o AR BB RS T 2 o R N EIH g A
FRLILIFRS > 2 W EM T RIPE RS > » §HEF BHF 25 -

~=h

senie Sk ¢ 1o Sap P w4 AR R e Y o o (T Ay
A e A £ < ﬁi‘«ﬁﬁr kg e % K ‘ﬂm g L dFena (ERT A g%ﬁk
ARFAr@ A ha ity Mg tcnn i g ity ¢ @ E 5 7 RISTHEP T
e dF gh1 ¥ £ ;. (Ostroff & Kozlowski, 1992; Cooper-Thomas, Van Vianen, &
Anderson, 2004; Kammeyer-Mueller, Wanberg, Glomb, & Ahlburg, 2005; Kramer,
Callister, & Turban, 1995; Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2013) - & #_% 5 i fF < «§l p4
BT A RS R frem Yt kg oy (Allen et al,
2004) » % = Park 2 Park (2016) e 3 4 45 S fF ¢ et 4 E b 1
AP 1 T L Rfrle Bt ¢ v 5 9TEr F o 3T 2 0 FF R Rl b R ALE HAS

1A HE sl AL BB

BEIRGEL AT Y Y W T QT e R LR b R RS ek g
Urig AR v p R AR R RO Sy n R ¢ M 4 B e
¥y N Ffeiid (Capraroetal., 2017) f7 < ehulf raft il b o3t 5 B ¥ § o784
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EF 3O ch g aa §TE S § AR g RE B R R D
T IR A I A 08 ¥ (Burant, 1999) 0 fF R ih 3R € LS H R Y
Flfcg i &4 "% < (Myers & Rocca, 2001) » @ & 5 ‘At ¢ v < 3§ 58 o 7]t
rEF AR E 50

Bk 4-1fF < e i b R AL E G B B TR o

Bk 427 S g ML L RE RS & “«%" gits foMine.

$o28 FFRBERBRE S S

" E A Aoy Z2% (communication competence theory) 5 zA #F 0 P EF R 5 ¢
SAeg S AR R ELE PR T U E S I EE R 2 3 i
B BTEFQ R b RS 0 P SR R A g{%%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ SRR R

—k7,+gx B 5 o
3 mIBREAR

WL AE P RS EM RS BT R G T SR - SRR A S
Yol ARBFFSORER A CHRIFZRAI gUETS ST A AER BT H
? (Phillips & Bedeian, 1994) - = ~ BRI B FRIGF I F K> FHBPM 29 7
feehe i AT EE ¥ (Jacobs, 1971) o = - BT HB enlp F 0 BAES ¢ &

38 i

Wi

2| ¥72% 40 @+ & (Lord & Maher, 1991) - /T}KF"-" ALY R
FFREM S TR AT P FRE>FISEL0 0§ §HH > E L
MR AN - R CEFRE RN A2 HBMOER 75
e P FIREE RT R BHAS PR P Ui FRA TR

B H I A -
FoFRELR RE g FRFE

i 1 4eiy 323, (communication competence) ® o i ® |4 (appropriateness) £ 7
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»oft (effectiveness) £ 4% — % + chip #5(Spitzberg & Cupach, 1984) » if & ik il &
FEMETHE fridem BER AL LG M -ApF # > 2ol ¢ 7 33
F &7 &iF B T 42 ¥ §(Canary & Spitzberg, 1987) - i@ ¥ - e i (in bad taste)

BES L LA EE A e §oaaEil & FHBET DT s Fle el

I~

&
f
A (clarity) > g L AR OB PR A G RS oonih e §EAAR S

-

F PG ovkens Ei i B (Canary & Spitzberg, 1989) o Flpt o E il 4vit ¢ 7
- g Lo o bt g v o § iR ZFH Rl A RF (Canary &
Spitzberg, 1987; Spitzberg & Canary, 1985; Wiemann, 1977) @ A il it » # 7] 5 37+
%3 & M 5 ehdg R 2 - (Spitzberg, 1983; Spitzberg & Hurt, 1987) » @ &4 # 7

< BEoraf w e A w5l B (Canary & Spitzberg, 1987) -

BOoEETR R b PR UL B H L SRR oy ok 2
EHRE BT o pi e 8 4 2 2 p f(Potter & Emanuel, 1990) - st fE £ i b
LFEFIRG T B EFEL i DR RA o AL E R T2 % (social
exchangetheory)® = > B4 ¢ M E ~ & A~ B h ot A B RFL B Y D
% (Blau, 1964) s (7 j#_fF e 4 ¥ 3 6% 83 3% I enET i 24 R 7.%-«‘?; faAt € < 3% (Scandura,
1992) > % BF < A R A AR aE i b R P 0 BA AT S ¥k o (De Vries et
al.,2010) > ¢ EH A F N EAAUNE Fr > FHAEF FHREIR IR EER
Bp o« BRNGELwn > RS DI 0T 3 80 RGBT

R AT R BT

WE B EFBRT BRI b B § UM A A e
BHS R A B ERT e BB AN G AR TRt ¥
(Buford, 2010) » 5 3 sc# + 227 »eenid il o € ' M W Y b 4 (Burant,
1999) » & § P AR ATi 0 B RS b R R T FE ORI B R R R
7% N BEFL o AR B A REEFARIRT s REF M L BT D A R
R ER gt AT RNERT
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/“;/1{5153"(—}%&’4’ bti,fit\%ﬁ}‘ﬁf“ )é,?»l‘_E_’_g ) gﬁ @;E/E'Jgﬁ;ﬁﬁ BL‘L; o
Bk 5-la fF < MR P AR B fE 2
it 5-1b 7 < FEREALE 5 FEREALE L B L

B S-IcHF R MFmEERFFRIEELRL 228

T
o m
=
. N .
&y
o
3
N
|+~
4
b
W

Bk 5-2FF R ZEsT M B R S D E IR b 2l € f v IERIEF S

s

oo
Bk 5-2a fF @ 5 FcF M B RS T Fa BRI R R 2l 0 & v IRR
RS B
B3k 5-20 FF @ T s M e R b R e o §f v
A L fF o
Bk 5-2CFF R 5 FeF P B R F T F R F AL R 28 0 € f v RRl
E A o I

il dEARY B G R E D PR AN E F S g 4 AR A B
eip 1%(Spitzberg & Cupach, 1984) » #c 8 i 5 B crf jeji il & 28 8 Jh- = 5 4 >
M A & g 2 (Kramer & Pier, 1999) » B 2 3 sa kBB aw 1 ¥ o R3T %
FFEIGEL FL8s AT HEEA R wrhd ¥ R, - 8 257
2L(Myers, 2010) > #B3 cPF7 7305 L B AL b e ¢ AR 3
B BE % 4% 2 (Pacleb & Bocarnea, 2016) » %% § L i # &2 4 ¢ 13 &
@ F gk ehd R (Yukl, 2010) 5§ € EF A M Eeh VR R 0 F ARG g
BEEY o HES ARG E Y & E R E & n(Myers & Goodboy, 2014) -

PR R R L e L e gy ST A CRR LY. 8- Sl LT G i B

FEMEE R 23R R i o HAF B DA REF Y E 8 g5 e F e

Rao A F T FaF R EA R g RFEFENEOT B ARL B
FTREHD A B g £ o2 IV A A F 3 BB 8 R4 R4 (Pacleb & Bocarnea,

2016) » F Nt i HenI B¢ BRI F 5 RSB 0 A K& LR ehds
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B4 g RIEIRh1 (TR m R R (Yukl, 2010) > B 4 3 B pER A ¢

g P~ KA £ 4% 12 (Pacleb & Bocarnea, 2016) » & # % » 1 4P 03

B
I REE R R R 0§ L AR Lt R o s w s R A

Rk Ao oot AT B E N AT L DB S S

EMA R RS ey
Bk 6-1 FF < AR S AL R e b o § | v RS PR o
Bk 62 fF ¢ 3 e BB g 5 2 F s F R b o2 28 0 & 1 e TR A
B%\;fvaré,o

Bk T-1EF RS RS A h 2 et €10 » RIS T IFLAR
-

Bk T-2FF R 3 5o 5 5 B c BRI o2l 0 ¢ f wiRRIAS 2

(2 3
FEM B RS R R 2 e T e RS BHALE T

FAMBR RS S F AR 2 B E 0§ b RIS

Bk 8-1 7 <
Bk 7-2 67 3

AL o
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Sz BB

Rypm 2 M P F o B AL R FEDER » FpeT

ks

~ EF R R R A R

5=
N
o

Bk 1-1 R e Ed b BB RS L EFL v
Bk 1-la fFR e Aedt R b RO B BES E L § YL v B %o

Bk 1-1b fFR e AR R ARG A F R T M

N

Bk 1o R bR A L MG
Bk 12 fFQ s B BB EIh REFRAP RESHF Lo M %o

Bk 122 PR s Frac AU b RO BF B L F A EL Mo

Bk 1-2b fF R g e F AU R REAE A BFE BT L %o

Bk 12 fF < s AR R o b AR A o M A
NG R PR TS T

Bk 2-1FF 9 e RN b R RS BB G f e B

0N
o

N

B 22 FF < e (AL B RS R T f e B 1A ¢
A FURLR BHAS L CRRORE

2

I

=
o

Nam

B3R 3167 < AR b S 1 F ARG B o B

B 32 aduc A b RERF I FLIRG f » B %o
B FQEER REAS BRALE - E

R 41 FF S AR R S S gL

g
Bk 4-2 FF Q& st A b R HS _B_F\( A G R B

T~ PR b R RN PR
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B S-1FF R M/ B i Ed b 2 28 5 10 w30 RIFF AP o
Bk 5-lafr & it gy el i b 2

R S-L F5 < ERERL 2 B AL bt

T
Ry IRy ﬂ"v
=
. N .
“y
=
=
N
|+~
g
b2
W

B S-IcHF R MFmEERFFRIEELRL 228

Bk 5-2 FF R ZEsT M R S D E IR b 2l € f v IERIEF S

s

AL °
B 5-2a fF ¢ T FICF LB S A F R R R ml 0§ | e TR
BRE S B
Bk 520 fF < TR F ML RS T E R LRI L s o &) IR
AL 3o

Bk 5-2CFF R 2 F R F BB RS TR RFL AR B2t o & f » IR

E A o I
SRR R RESHAS PR DR E

Bk 61 57 < AEFERLS 5 AR b f B o § o TR T
Bk 6-2fF R 2 BB d e 2 e B a2 B g ¢ 0 IR A A

B o
SoFREER RESHASF L ELROPE
Bk T-lEF R ratt e g i b o208 > ¢ 2w fRRI S 1 FLR -

BR T2 R FFFH AR S T3 FREIRR2 28 ¢ f w3 ERIASF 2

T4 I8 o
P AR RS HAES BRALE R

B3k 8-1FF K A B R P MR R 2 28 1w FFRIAS BRALE Lo
Bk 8-2FF & T B E RS T FAFMELR R 2L § [ T RIAS
AL T o
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%= Tifpi pE

i
%
;
L

EAEC RARM Y RTRRELEN 22 AL AR
i&ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ}%%ﬁé\lﬁ%mii VNSRS S EE

WEP AT AT IR RETREE AR -
¥-% =3 ;ﬁz—g

AFPTHERENEZ o w0 fRE R P FFQ B 5 R b R A

REAG LR P R A RSN TIA R S (B B T AR

Br R RS ERRERAEN - D ER A FFA IR EHGE
RN EF A F E o AT - 2 (RF) » B RRE R 2 2 (FFR) fh
LorFREBY - RFILRY - RERFR AR A A TR AG
FARD BT LR XL F o2 F R RS 2 2 R
IEREFRE SRR IARER2AFHIFR F URRER 2 FE 25

FIE RS o FY o AT TRBRFRIEAS DS 1 (FAR L v

5 AB 2T B L R F RS S AR LH

SIS AAER RN L Y NERFE RS N B SR
RHBREE - P FREB - d BFIFE PR ARF DT

QS PR S R el 5 AR R 0 4T E g ki e H TR -

FEsp ™ A FFRARSRDAY F A BT A 2 D arThiE T RS

Bl BT E S EHE TR B o AR S 2 200 4 B A o

AR G RBLELR AR AR S TR o
TEFARE DTSRG e 2l F R L FHOERE £ R R
FROT HE o RIS T SR e 50 g R R B TS AT £ 1AL

LR
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R L i .

AFTARSHe F TSR R T RS R TR T A
git 2 T ivdm ) T BING > VEFAEER R CEmiies Fa¥l) o
BELPRAE LRGN RS L FEAR BT B E Lo
FPREY TRSFIFLAR  fe TR, B4 AFRBEE TEEIR R T FF

i Tl g i ST EiE e (B 4 o F & e B v 382 (back translation)

whE 4 FlieFa A4 4 45 E 29 (Brislin, 1980) > € 4 ¥ Likert 7 &

1
¥
wn
¥
E“E“
=k
1
o
[EEN
e
(6]

d o FREER R

A R B AT g e R BEF S A A
WA AE (D) BPHIRABHETROER > (2 BHIED oI L P36
() BHEemn L F e NAakfEE (De Vries, 2009) o il b 2 % 7 TR
De Vries & 4 (2011) #1 %+ <7 Communication Style Inventory(CSI) % =& FF s e
Hht> R4-CSIE4¢ 2 AR 24 - B - 5 AEA R £ 16
B (2 Bie > *HEe w4L)e 2 AT b §2 0 T 4 & 12 (Expressivness) ~ #F
FE 1% (Preciseness) ~ 7 3 s< # {2 (Verbal Aggressiveness) ~ 5 4t 12 (Questioningness) ~
1+ 45 12 (Emotionality) ~ & % - 12 (Impression Manipulativeness) - »#* 3 &4 * ## f&
4 (Preciseness) ~ 3 3% s % 14 (Verbal Aggressiveness) = fa &l b > d fF g > W
T% o b Rtpo fo 4o o
-~ #F Fx 14 (Preciseness) © % # (Structuredness) ~ & Jg (Thoughtfulness) ~ % %

(Substantiveness) ~ {4 4« (Conciseness) °

% 3 s F 12 (Merbal Aggressiveness) - % (Angriness) ~ # = (Authoritarianism) ~
ps 4 (Derogatoriness) ~ 2 & 3 4 (Nonsupportiveness) °
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PR AEEE R AR 16 410 £ 32 3 AR AT b B34
Fasﬁ@’ﬂﬁgﬁy%iﬁﬁiéi%oJﬁrﬁﬂ&&i%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ
Gt R AR o 0 T H TR B T A A § g o R
e Fuio fol < ﬁ;&%g}i;&g Ay T A g o BXES o Likert 7 2§
LOERFA A FEELRA Y REAEE R BT R ER TAY IR
P TAF R AU 15 Ao A EER e R A BT 0 KA M
PE R FRend AR S o De Vries & 4 (2011)em ¢ B ieA A b F2 4R
T R— Rk Ho¥ o rrd4 i b $ a9 Cronbach’s 18 5 .86~ 3 3 s # M E

k. & ¢ Cronbach’s ¢ & = .83 °
RPN

Rkt i Adp e s? g R Rp R K ATIE B GBR R (career
development) ~ «= @A+ ¢ 2 4% (psychosocial support)f= & ¢ 5 fi-(role modeling) =+ i
= % (Castro & Scandura, 2004) - 4 #7 3 $& Scandura {= Viator(1994) :Ew i 4 i

A LAWK 2 L FEERPIFERRAT > R BA? A TEFQ ) LG

FZE.&E%E‘?-&@J’i’% /&.J {5 rﬁ‘kﬁﬁk/}ij’dlia" EF ’E_"}EF‘;
EFE6R o bdeiT - FaE BB E I B (48)kia A B%‘«Ei:" °

el o BRI AL EipMadp o 5 oA g L F 54T 4ot

Bz sz 2o BEEL- PRI ER - B TAf - 253 FFER
ALLGP 4 o 3 A MW H N AR o TARFR - sy FEELDFTL 0 R
AR NTF A o Likert T R A MEE L 1 EATEF AR R 05 A2

Fd o A BASAR R N A S T B R Rt R ARE o

Scandura f= Viator (1994)% & € % 2. &£ 46 N 38— {25 ¢ BRES E (career
development) 73 Cronbach’s a = .75 ~ = 34+ ¢ % #F (psychosocial support) £

Cronbach’s a 5 .81 v & ¢ #4 #i-(role modeling) /> Cronbach’s o 5 .70 °
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A ~1F4 R

1FEAR AR AW AS 1 FEM O AP L&Y Farh e
Cheng(1997)4 %t - & en® Bk mergd Eendl (T2 B 40 d PR RS > &8
FARE G R EERZFBRY B A TG el THE 4 T &
B jeeia TREHFL -2 THEI jeed THEA o 3030 64e 1 T2 28 5 4%
%iéﬂﬁﬁﬁimﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁoy B E bR T o) 2 A A Y e

i€ |» R4~8 % 2. Cronbach’s a & .93 -

B ik g

‘B %A+ ¢ i (organizational socialization)- & €& 3 B 7 T F ¥ 4oie -
FRlemd 107 @ BT ARNGEE ERDET S o g - 242 (Van Maanen
& Schein, 1979) - 7 3 ¥ # * Taormina (1994; 2004) 73 &} ch'e HAt ¢ i B %
(organizational socialization inventory, OSI) & 4344878 5 2048 > ¢ 3 w {5 > =
B SAL - 4w 5 (D& 2 r(training) @ 4p AR T B 0 F s 1F L ahiegs
#% & {eiv > Cronbach’s a & .76 ° (2)72 f%(understanding) - 7 f&p ¢ chd & ~ &
S P HAfob) 71 % > Cronbach’s a & .79 - (3)F # 3% (co-worker support) * &7 4
BRI EI L A 3 & 5 0 Cronbach’s o & 81 (A X E ¥
(future prospects) : & je & fo = f chad g 2 3% F g % fljﬁﬁlfﬁ%(ﬁ%‘% B B) o
Cronbach’s a & .76 > # ﬁ%ﬂ 'J"f B E R REBRF B4 hd T 3 (training)
fo i % B ¥ (future prospect) # £ & 4278 & 10 4% > 32 fZ(understanding) 1 & 4278 %

PR e G Y R o 5 e L 3 (co-worker support) g AT S
TH W e @e® 2 Nz ve > B Lk Likert 7 28 4553
Lo BEAFEYIREL T A EATANRL ARG AR ERAL g AR

a7 -

T~ BB
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Mobeley ~ Horner = Hollingsworth(1978)4% I #15 #f » e & » £4p i 1
e 1T EEFFRHI TR RBREAFSE L O T 2 5
# 4 7.-Michaels {r Spector (1982) R4 1! 3Bk e 2 R fp 4 R BH MG 1 1%

3 P W ch1 (TR B o

AR ERE S & R THBEE e - T
e 0 Rdg s - BREBERIEY BF-RKPRFE > 3 R AR B2 - &
* Michaels - Spector(1982) sH#r B i o & & » 3 Mgy J3 13 20 5 F T8 d 5
T8 3R X 34 bldrTASFHEET R L P »eng 4 o | 2 Likert 7
LR EAEEI L LIS ME T PRI T ST dept ST F 4ot T

oot T R dep AR E A A 3R M 4%55 7] B £ Cronbach’s @ & % .90-
Fa Ik

FRRAT R ARE T M 8L P A HEF R M
AR B S R B LR B 2 AL € 0w TR X £ enfw i i (Sosik & Godshalk, 2005,
Ragins & Cotton, 1999) - gt ¢t » & & B % ek &(Chao, Walz, & Gardner, 1992) -
FAED RS NBE S Y hE T I RS S hER S R
* € BB s i (Ragins & Cotton, 1999) » A& 3 0 @ W A A Z B E 4w o
PR G- A2 RS ERE RSB F RG] L TR PR
gt hE T MGEE S BT CREY L R RE o ALY
Hefm e W o BEF R 0T B ] S AR LT B R R

3 A
2. F

»

X

S & EIRE

AP @EE L H 0 O R F A RS R] B AS B SR LT3

BAREFNTEHETESORE FRE AL FORT Y EHT R4
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Heik L FIA g T R K 20~40 4 o FR B ART B R RIE TER

FREEMF 5 (C)FRELR B (C)AF 1 FAMTE (2)m &t
FERIASFLIRENFR G (C)RFEERBEL ) FRAPRER (2)

e B A (r) B g EA () AT BPTR EPTERRYL)

E
5

P (30 4 48) -

Fr & FTHEAN

Bt Ao
3~ R AH

FIF 45 i PRA3HAT 7 3 A R TR ~ T Rk e AR AT
BES R FHES N B TR T AP A B AL F AL T ET
Bad R, PREFL TR REL RS2 R BN Rk A
Ak R K F RN

AN R

3% Pearson £ Z AR M 4 47 0 I AUE B RS BEF RN RSP

I RB D e g 12 OB B
£ ~ & R & 17 (Reliability Analysis)
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AR R R RS SR R A O ST R E R 2

EABARe FIMREMBREL T AP - REG R -

LY 1.

0w
o

TS SRS TR
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YrEFTEHS

FPLHEAFRELR ReE  AF BTSN - HF21 7402
AL g HPR A o BB EFIL EE N FZ R TR F A
A RN BRETELE S o ¥ - BREP AT T2 R AT
FoEREE TR R R TR TR g TR T iR

>

B ERBEFAAMAN P28 HLRHAREFERALAIT S &P 5 LRI 2

&

@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’égﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

W

DT é‘fﬂﬂ]xg‘_f‘rﬂ]’ﬁﬁé\*"’r SRR - R AT

e g BRG P RRE RS HHA S -
- & EARATEAR

AEFFRZFE D GFREFFEIZHBRE L T AW Tl Ly
B Sy frf® B PR 4 AR DR S > AP £ gB 308 > F ok
BoRANTHe ZFAZEE e BFIE AT FJFEEF S JFIHEFL oS D

15| B ke P 2

GEFR PR AT 5 TEERF 108 o L EFR £ F 46 (0 AT 2 AH
SRR LT PRS0 b 70.1% 0 L fEA) 1k 29.9%; G A Y 0 T G 115 4
ik 747% > 445§ 39 4 5 ik 25.3% 0 dok 41 #rr o BiA ERY 00T PG 5

"=

oo d F A @ AR RS 0 P T e T PR o

241
Bk u] 4 A B
Fr R H
M) A 'ﬁ/w\pt% A i 'F']‘/,,\LL%
7 108 70.1 115 4.7
- 46 29.9 39 25.3
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2 4-2
AT RAHFGRALT0k FRLAM

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 PR e 130 .46

2 A pu 125 44 47

3 P -mFEl 328 .38 -24%% 12 (.73)

4 fFR-T s 233 45 -01 03 -44*%* (.79)

5  d-#egl 319 42 -14  -14 06 -05 (.78)

6 AT iEscF 242 A7 05 -02 .03 .04 -24%* (81)

7 Rt 340 63 -02  -05 .12 -09  .22%% -10  (.93)

8 WoE®#E 345 71 -03  ~12 .13 -16% 33 -15 90%* (.84)

9 gt 324 76 -01 04 15 -05 .15  -05 92%*  73** (.85)

10 $¢4H 350 65 -02 -05 .03 -04 .11 -08 88%*  BE** 73 (.84)

11 mgag 375 52 01 .13 .00 .02  .28%% -37%% 35kx  Al**  3oxx  D]+x (80)

12 1iF4®m 350 .89  -07 05 23%% -26%* 19* -14 12 14 13 04 24%* (84)
13 ymigs 211 98 -08 -08 -06 -08 -10 30 -15 -10 -14 -15 -16  -16*(93)

30 LON(FF < )=154 5 N(#_3)=154 ; 2. *p< .05 **p<.01; 3. %] 1 1=F {4 » 2=+ {4 ;
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o8 M A

AT 2R I 2 T iofe s %L 2 Pearson 4p B Rl & Aok 4-2 17 o

ARRE lcd B F NFE S FIR 2 MIBARRE o

FOBARIFEEEARB2IMG

RPpd 4-2 FFR W2 Tiofcl 1.3 (SD=46) - ¥ w2 Tiag i 1.25
(SD=.44) » pteb » fF R P u| B iR R AR AN b 2 5 f Ap M T E B F(r=-24
P<0l) > AP FTAA R 2 5 o ARG P L AT b R T R

i o

FFREARRAFASN CRTRERE 1 FEA R BRI G
PR3 B2 fF R b K F BRI A 4R B (r=-44>p<0l)
AR R PP T ARE o AR AR e gk fF R e AR R b H
HFLFEBREZTAPM(r=.235p<.01) > @ §F R 693 Z 3 PP B 7 s o4 a0 ¢ e
BOES B RO M (r=-16-p<.05)> » Lk F 01 (T AR EIRf AP (r=-26>
P<.01) > BT 7 & Ao AR b RASE - IR 1 (FA T € fdF > @ F PR
T EREMEFE AR BRSO FARERL TSI RA A
- B o

A -RFEIRBEFRAN -ARIRPE 1 FER  BRBELHMG

R HEREFNE A HEEEI R s ERRRERA PM(r=-24>
p<.01) > & RS p =5 FAFPARF O PR N o B F 2 HmEEE R
SR EF G G R AP MR F(r=.22>p<01) 0 £ AR EBEFE R ML AP (r
=337 p<01) >t vh o S b AR b oS B sk g 1t (r=.28p<.0l)

fra ¥4 M (r=.19> p<.05) LI 4pRE o
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BT F U B R e g 2 S L ApM (r=-37>p<0l) F
e fof 3 OBk e 2 0 4p B (r =30 > p<01) > f{;fua‘? G T E s E
W e g 2 B A g TR RN B E B RE -

B3 EAR S SRS - BRALE 2 B enb 1

HEESA g L H 1 FARLT T ARM Y ERF (r=.24>p<01)> ot S
1 TE R RPIE BB LR AR (1= -16 p<05) o 4 ALY S AL
IR R E T Al (FAR @ B AS L PR 2 7 S G

22 m’t__,z v i EFE- R o

S8 GRS

AEARBAFY Y R 200G IR E G RAY ¢ & (reliability) £ 4
PR 2o P B  Been e R 4R o i 4 Cronbach’s o & K 78 5 PR -

& - 4m 3 > Cronbach’so B *.7 P RikiE > m 5 B M7 ¥ K>+.350

doboarif o AR 2. 24 Cronbach’s a % 8 *°.7 0 #RljE 2.73~93 2 ¥ >
ZTALP F AP - R KB FAp R o d N AT SHBE L
R a2 Hral il b e g P e Betin o sold L b fh

Cronbach’so & B 5|4 o 2y B2 T RAITRE A L4 4-3-
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% 4-3
FERFL R A

Cronbach’s o

FF Q i Fa it
GREE 223 23
W MR
W -3 F
PP A

BRRE
ZN-SNF ]
LR

fe Ak g i
B4V

R 2 A 1<

73
.79
78
81
.93
.84
.85
.84
.89
91
.93

a0 N(EF < )=154 5 N(#_3 )=154

37



Yr & PLEBEREHR
BFE R GF A AT RE AT Y 2 LR BRR AT &

FFRAMRBREFAFLZIMN G

By AT Y BRK 11 4o 1-2 5 71 fREF QR B RS RS G LR 2 M
£ A4-44c 45 it - ¢ LB O AP 2 PRI o TR Q B S ek n] o kg

PRI E AR G BHER AR SBUET B LG AR £

% 4-4 F BLEF X ’f%ﬁﬁlzi b ’]‘é (£ EH;M} ] I i %IE s 83 Eﬂ;,{iﬁ
(=12 > p=.15) ~ B iEH B (f= 13> p=.12) ~ & ¢ $iH(B= 12> p=15)% = B iz %
e AERF B AEETR REL ¢ L FE RS F (=16 p=.059) "

B BRI B A A4S e M o Bk 1A B A A 3

F A5 FTEF QT EACF LR b e R o B AR 5 BT 1 B
4 (B=-.09 0 p=.27) ~ AL ¢ £ #5(B=-.05> p=54)- & ¢ §5 B (f=-.03  p=.68)% =
BEREEALHEF LR IFRFUABMEF B AZ.05 EE KE S e
B kg ¥ (p=-16p=.052) » %71 FF R I FEU R RAFEFE G f @

B T 0 BRR 1-2a IS R FE o
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% 4-4

B ORAERE T B R A R L A 4
FF M A PR B A g L 4E R S
M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
S e -.00 .03 .04 .07 -04  -.00 -.00 .06
AP 1 H -.04 -.04 -14 -.14 .06 .06 -05  -.05
Step 2
FF R - FE it 12 13 167 .03
R? .00 .02 .02 .03 .00 .03 .03 .00
AR? .00 .01 .02 .16 .00 02t .00 .00
F .16 81 1.16 1.59 22 1.34% .20 18
D1 N(EF < )=154 3 N(H_5)=154 ;2. %2 2 tadcs o ;
3. p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
% 4-5
FRTFRFREADRAFRANZBFL
EF 14 A PR B R EE & ¢ B
M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
FF Q4 -.00 -.00 .04 .03 -04  -04 -.00 -.00
BT -.04 -04  -1.36 -.13 .06 .06 -.05 -.05
Step 2
BF Q-3 e -.09 -.16% -.05 -.03
R? .00 .01 .02 .04 .00 .00 .00 .00
AR? .00 .00 .02 03t .00 .00 .00 .00
F 15 51 1.16 207t .22 27 .20 19

0 LN(EF < )=154 5 N(_>)=154 ; 2. £ ¢ 2 s g ;
3. 1p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001

FFREER RHAFRER TS ~ 1 F4AR - B E AR

PP EK 2-132-2-3-132 414042 3 & jRFFQEE B Fo 2

WL T« 1 fE A T2
BB e 1P IRE

EEAREE

Bl O~ EF R A A

A g b2 B TR

]v} ¥=

39

B

ok iyt - LB O BRI R iy

THELEER R bR 467



PRDLFOMMIEEIR R 2477 P RIALFLZFFLELR H -

467  FIrHEERITFIHMREELLRERF I FLARG L I
R4 0 (B=.221 5 p<01) » TfF < e RO iR b FoARE 0 pLS Sh1 T A IRAR
o Bk 1 EF L A BB mMAE P Y AL
e A b Rt - B RAERIA 0 Bk 2-1 % 417 2 o

2479 7o FReDTFRFPAERF N TLRFHEF LIRS
(B=-263 > p<.01) » A7 F % £ 7 fF < 02 FIc AR E 0 AX A JIP 5 cha fF
2T o fF Qe F R b R RS D3I e (6=-.082 » p=.314)£&

A€ 1 (f=.012 > p=.882) % AL ATE » EIBER 222 42 F F A E o

% 4-6
FRNEEELR REAFRRED - 1 FAR - ehR g2 FLH
HLI HE 1 iF4 IR AL g i
M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
FF R -.06 -.08 -12 -.06 -.06 -.06
| -.05 -.05 .10 .10 16 .16
Step 2
FF R - R -.09 22%* .01
R? .01 .02 .01 .06 .02 .02
AR? -.00 -.00 .00 04** .01 .00
F .69 .84 1.01 3.14** 1.49 .99

sr 0 1 N(EF < )=154 5 N(R_#)=154 5 2. 4 ¢ 2 thalics B &
3. p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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% 4-7
FRTFRTFMEADL RARF PR e ~ 1L T4 R BRI E 2 FA
é

é;g‘_%\« v a1 {74 IR ‘E’.‘]%L« A€ ik
M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
P X ) -.06 -.07 -12 -.13 -.06 -.06
LR -.05 -.04 10 12 .16 .16
Step 2
BF Q-3 e -.82 -.26** .01
R? .01 .16 .01 .08 .02 .02
AR? -.00 -.00 .00 06** .01 .01
F .69 .80 1.01 4.47** 1.49 10

3. ’rp<.10 p<.05 **p < .01 ***p < _001

B S P AGEE B 1 £ BT RSN

%Z‘!;})‘%\ﬂ\/{ﬂ Bk 0 0 FREF QB A S R b el S B ER A Pl TR o
- CFFRBEREEEER REFRFN %
RN E Y EEER AR RES TR RN GATL I i R

CHREfrRFFREEZIR R - AL »FRFREER S HmiLEiih
fezo 3 (8% o RN LB E » R G BER B AL g L & d e
Rypd 4-8 FF QMR oA F AL R 3 (B HEF i (8= -.07 > p=.38)
BEH B (f=-.05 0 p=.52) ~ At ¢ X FF(B=-.08 " p=37)& & 4 ;i (f=-.07 - p=41)
PRS2 E Y Y-SR
S PRI FAFPEARREFRASRLM G

VIFF R RFZ D FF R T TR ek 0 AR N PR R RIRE 0 £ LN E
R FF o s T F e F LRI R Ao - B E L7 e FBa RS
THHFLEAR R AT IEN I RN LW E RS FETE AL

fAFE BTN B 49 TR S S F RS T A F L T T
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i (f= 11 p=.18) ~ BRIEH B (= .11 p=.19) A & £ #(f= 13- p=11)& &

¢ ¥y H(f=.05> p=58)¢ A EEF » FHiEK 52 %+ o
B FARER RESHATRERTES « 1ITLR Pk g

By AT L BRR 0 R B G EE R fenle £ B S R 1
R Ak ¢ 1 R TR o
- FFREREEAIR LB RS MG

PR R GF 2 PR T TR fese o AR PP R IRA £ LR
MBI R S FmEEE R Kok is - B B xS it b
%itjﬁ%ﬁ’&%ﬁm%Wﬁ»ﬁﬁ$%@@\lﬁ%m~@$ﬁgnog
1R Edrd 4-10 0 FF  HAr P fod d Al A8 b foen 3 0T % 37 fx“gﬁ,ﬂﬂ.m
Rl B EF(P= .09 p<l0) s e 7-1 3K 4 1 0 @ fF b rr it il b ke
£811 (v 4 (= -01 p=94)2 ‘it ¢ (=01 > p=87) % AL ¥ > FiEK
6-1-7-1-81 %2 &2 c B 7-1 2B EMT > T F* B> 4B 2 %77 >
11 H 4 5 (simple slope) # &dp 81 ¢ BB AR S A 3 0 B e IR
BoHed SHBBTS &R EDEF S (f=-025 p=83) > @ o M AT
Fa g 0 FFR R M AT b R RS DR e B ¥ iR (= -14
p=.14) o MAFFEIE P F B B MRS Q B EHRR e G e i o A
HE RO/ A 2 RO HER e R FRES > e B
BEE DT T FEP 2 .
S PFHRGERFBAIRARELE RN G

PIFF R RF2 D PP T TR s 0 AR~ B R R R o £ LR A
PR T3Py 2 F LA - KR 2R FE e
M T TR 2 3 T RFAA LB E N SRR 1

REEANELE PN SURE TR RIRE AAE 223 SV X AR 2.3 EI N
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¥R gﬁ-%" M (f=-.01>p=.88) -~ 1 T4 H(p=.02 > p=.78) ~ ﬁE.%‘iﬁﬁt_g fu

(f= .02 p=81)'F AEEF » L BEX 62 72 82% % &2 o
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% 4-8

PR A LT T BPFAA N Lilﬁpﬂv\’}‘?

EF T At RS AL g X 3F k& 5
/A\R? B AR? B AR? B AR? B
Stepl -01 .01 .00 .00
EF % 4 -.00 .04 -.04 -.00
e G -.04 -.14 .06 -.05
Step2 .06* A1 xx* .05* .01
X1 F < #Fx 12 12 15+ .03
X2 w3 # e 21%* 32%** 157 A1
Step3 .00 .00 .01 .00
X1 fF < Fx A1 12 15+% .03
X2 #3 H e 23** fooiss 16* 12
X1X2 -.07 -.05 -.08 -.07
Total R? 07+% Jil2y .05 .02
154 154 154 154

=x 1 p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001

44



% 4-9

FRTFAFRHASF T FATFHRIE? PFFRA NI RFLIT
FF R A BRES B R B & A RS
/\R? B /\R? B A\R? B AR? B

Stepl .00 .02 .00 .00
R E) -.00 .04 -.04 -.00
e R A -.04 -.14 .06 -.05

Step2 .02 .05* .01 01
X1LEFR 3 F%I{?f -.09 -.157 -.05 -.03
X2 H ¥ % F5c# -.10 -.15% -.05 -.08

Step3 01 01 02 .00
X1LEFR 3 F%u? -.08 -.14% -.04 -.03
X2 H ¥ % F5c# -11 -.15% -.06 -.08
X1X2 A1 A1 A3 .05

Total R? .03 07* .03 01

N 154 154 154 154

=x 1 p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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% 4-10

OO AS AT 62 PRSI R ~ 1 FAR - ERRE

23 JFA AT
BB 1 T4 R AL g T
AR? 5 AR? 5 AR? B
Stepl .09 .01 .02
RN E) -.06 -12 -.06
] -.05 10 15
Step2 .02 .08** 09**
X1 FF R HFe -.09 22%* .00
X2 @ rE -12 19* 30***
Step3 027 .00 .00
X1 FF R HFe .33 22%* .00
X2 @ A FE .08 .20* 30***
X1X2 097 -.01 .01
Total R? .05 10* A1x*
N 154 154 154
X $p<.10 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p <.001
ERMETENES === eI
1.6
1.55 Seo
1.5 \\\
1.45 \\\
i Tl
F‘ﬁ‘*‘« 14 ~<
M 135 ~~e
icx
1.3
1.25
1.2
1.15
11
2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5

5 < MR

B 2 FF A FE I b R T T SRR
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% 4-11

PRI FRFEHRSF T
i BF AT

BAk g -2 e

WREFRAI Y PFERF PR L TR R

BB O 1iF4 IR AL g T
AR? 8 A\R? B AR? B
Stepl .01 .01 .02
FF Q] -.06 -12 -.06
e G -.05 10 16
Step2 10%** 09** 13xx*
X1 fF < s i -.09 -.26** .03
X2 % s e} -13 -.36***
Step3 .00 .00 .00
X1 E7 % s -.10 -.26%* -.03
X2 % s 30%** -13 -.36%**
X1X2 -12 .02 .02
Total R?  .11** 10%* I
N 154 154 154

30 p<.10 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p <.001

GNP

C NFRAPRTRELRY kR A

VIR S I P 2 P AR SRR ik R

BTE R L A L AR B2 BT Ol o AT
TR PR A TR R T RS A BT QR R ey AL g 12 P 4ok
% o Baron - Kenny (1986)z%u 5% )= ¥ fisgk 2 ixit 32 » - 5 p RIFEY 1 ¥
BX>MBEREFAM S = 57 A RALRRAMY)REFAAM = L5 %57
LR RAEFEFAAMEXSY) e R 5 p RAE REA

B is kN AEHEFXM=Y) -
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VU ) FRE SRR A B 20 fokk s B - R XM dhe
AT WER QMR S IR b R A B R A ‘;@_;;t)g -
Fob IR F A § 2 h e XY i A TEF R F
SRR R E S EAS L TR A R B Pl [F AT 2
H R E_M—Y i fF e 470 TER A R B L ARG H A 1 TR AL g 1 2
BRI o i G AT 5 B s - A RIELE T X, MY chie A 45 0 M 1 (T4
o EHALE 2 BT LR R FIE Y 0 B FIHEF QR R R

BT AR (RIS R )R P R o
(<) FFRBER A HS B g O

Z 412 rasw fEA AT AR SR ET RS A & ARG HEF R AP e Ak g v 2 ¢
fivich o 3 IEF ORI b 182 5 % i (B= 120 p=.15) ~ BiE S B (=13
p=12)~ & ¢ 5 (f=.12-p=.15)% AEH F - H ¢ fF R HARIE b it g £
Fred A F (f= .16 p=.059) 2 fF < M Al b R B RF AL g 1 2 B

B A B FP=.01>p=93) & #¥ faxk 2 B F o

#04-13 i EA AT A RERET QT A BB T R A 2 e S g
2@ vk > AR MEFR G FRFMEEE R REF A (S=-.09> p=27) ~ AL ¢
A 45 (f=-05 p=54) ~ & & H(P=-03 1 p=68) 2B F o L4 AR T E K
FUaRORE BB (A= 160 p=.052) > LEF R LM B R ¢

L2 BETa AR E KE(P=01>p=88) 2 H LY firck 2 & Ro
() FREUERBRERFIITER

A 414 WS ET QO FEPLE A b 8 BT A R MRS 1 (P A ¢ ok
o AR REAE R RioA S 1 iT AR i ET,;\:* ﬁg@;,fq};ﬁﬁg g

K(B=22 0 p<.0l) 0 E e SREF CHFRELEE b R E RS A (6= .12 0 p=.15) ~
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BOEH B (A=.13>p=12)~ £ ¢ HH(p=.12 p=15) ¢ ALK F > L H Y F M
M R RAk ¢ X F R 5 A ¥ (B= .16 0 p=.059) » ¥ e Sk FF S A A
21 TRz B AERF (=120 p=14) - & A FIEF E (f=.15 p=.06) ~ it
¢ X 4F(B=.12p=13)2 & 4 {5 H(B=.05  p=56)§t A F 2 1 T LI ¥ R4 o
YA S R S AL RS Tl AR R ) Ly SR Y

1EAMAAL P Ak o

ZPpF 415> HERFFR T A REFLAU L REFRASM A HAS L TARZ Y
fipcde o MR Q T A F R R RvAS 1 TR fFY e B R
FERF R (B= 260 p<.01) > F He ST < 5 IR b 18 TR A (B
097 p=27) ~ AL § & $#(f=-.05> p=54) ~ & ¢ $, #(f=-.03 p=68)'s A LE F -
Btk R R TR B SR R B B B R (B= .16 0 p=.052) © &tk FF
A H A 21 TR M A S F(S=12-p=14) & ABES B (=15
p=.06) ~ AL ¢ & ¥ (f=.12 > p=.13)¥ & 4 5 }(p=.05 > p=.56)%t ¥ 2. 1 (T4 M ¥
EIFRA RRP A Sk2  HEER T SRR TR D AR b

FRSHAS I FARAAL S fonk o
(Z)FF R EL R RS BRI

PRI EI L REFAF A HAF L FARZY 152k RBHR* 0k
4-16 #7771 o B AR ET R RERF RH e 2L B AL F (B
-09°p=29) 2 B & fizck 2 Ao

PR b REFRAF A S L FEAR2Z Y onk R TH*
dod 417 407 0 FARKRIFR TRAFELR REAF PR 2 M AL

BE(p=-08>p=31) % @ & ¢ firck2 RT_o
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% 4-12

FRRRILEIR RAFAS LHAS ERALE 27 nsrFid

MF AL g 1 CR AL g it PS A g i ML o AL g 1

M1l | M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 | M10 M1l M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
EF Q1 03 | -06 -.06 -.07 07 | -.06 -.08 -09 |-00 | -06 -05 14 06 | -06 -06 .17
] -04 | .16 il 725 N -14 | 16 22* 22*% | 06 | .16 14 -06 | -05 | .16 A7 -06
Step 2
SR & 12 | 01 -.04 13 .01 -.05 167 | .01 -.04 03 | .01 .00
Step 3
FF e MF 36F**  3p*
BEH B CR K Sl ¥ i
At € w72 PS Khlwi™ | 25y
& d {5 - ML 22%% 0%
R? .00 | .02 15 15 31 .02 20 21 03 | .02 12 12 .00 | .02 .07 .07
Adj R? -00 | .00 13 13 .01 .00 19 18 .01 | .00 10 09 | -02 | .00 .05 .04
F 81 .99 8.57*** 6.45*** 1.58 .99 12.78*** 17.48*** 1.36% .99 6.55***  4.96** .18 .99 3.52* 2.63*
pd R (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150) (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

=x 0 N(EF < )=154 5 N(H_5)=154 ; 4 ¢

2 tilics B 5 1p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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4 4-13
FRTHEAFRALR RAEFAS L HAS BRLE 29 [ Fhf

MF A CR B HALE PS AL g T ML AL g T

M1 | M2 M3 M4 M5 | M6 M7 M8 M9 [ M10 M1l M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
P -00 | -.06 -.06 -.06 -03 | -.06 -.08 -.07 -04 | -06  -.05 -05 | -00 | -06 -06 -07
e e -04 | .16 A7* A7+ -13 | .16 22% 21* 06 | .16 14 14 | -05 | .16 17 11
Step 2
RO -2 3Erc® | -09 | .01 .04 -16% | .01 .08 -05 | .01 -04 | -03 | .01 21*
Step 3
FF . MF 3*Fx  3EFx
BEH B CR A3*x* Bk
it 38 PS 31**x gk
& 4 5 i ML 22%* 10
R? 01 | .02  .15%** 15 .04 02 20%*  21%** | 01 | .02 2%+ 12%*x| 00 | .02 .07 .07*
Adj R? -01 | .00 13 12 .02 .00 19 19 -01 | .00 10 10 | -02 | .00 .05 .04
F 51 1.00 8.57*** 6.49*** 2.01% 1.00 12.78*** 9.9*** 27 1.00 6.55*** 4.92** 19 1.00 3.52* 2.74*
pd R (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150) (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

N(EF < )=154 ; N(#_5)=154 ; 4 ¢ 2 fadic s B & 5 1p<.10 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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% 4-14

FRORAIEL R REFAS L HAF 1 FLRL? AR FAH

MF 1 iF 4 IR CR 1T &R PS 1 iF4 IR ML 1 iv4 R

M1 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 | MI1I0 M1l M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
EF QM H| .03 -12 -.07 .07 -.06 -12 -.07 -.00 -.06 -11 -.06 .06 | -.06 -12 -.07
H P s -.04 A1 11 -.14 10 12 12 .06 10 12 10 -05 | .10 A1 A1
Step 2
EF Q- FE A2 21* 13 22* 21* 16+ 22* 21* .03 | .22* 22*
Step 3
EF 4 ie MF 12 10
BEE B CR 15 13
a‘ig W I8 PS 12 .10
&4 5 ML 05 .04
R? .00 .03 07* 31 .06* .04 .08* .03 .06* .03 07* .00 .06* .00 .06*
Adj R? -.00 .01 .04 .01 .04 .01 .05 .01 .04 .01 .04 -.02 .04 -.02 .04
F 81 1.43 2.74* 1.58 | 3.15* 1.85 3.00* | 1.36% | 3.15* 1.46 2.70* A8 | 3.15*  1.46 2.4
pd R (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150)- | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

=x 0 N(EF < )=154 5 N(H_5)=154 ; 4 ¢

2 tilics B 1p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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% 4-15

FRTFATFPRADRAFRANHRAFI L TLIRL Y Ak Fois

MF 1 iT& IR CR 1 iT& R PS 1 iT4& R ML 1 iT& IR

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 | M10 M11 M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
FF Q4w -.00 -.13 -12 -13 -.03 -13 -12 -13 -.04 -13 -11 -12 -00 | -13 -12 -13
s -.04 12 A1 12 -.13 12 12 13 .06 12 12 A1 -05 | .12 A1 12
Step 2
FF Q-3 s -09 | -27* -.25* -16% | -.27* -.25* -05 | -27* -26* | -.03 | -.27* -.26*
Step 3
EF S e MF 12 10
BEE B CR 15 1
AL € T2 PS 12 A1
& ¢ 155 ML .05 .04
R? .01 .08* .03 .09* .04 .08* .04 .09* .01 .08* .03 .09* .00 | .08* .00 .08*
Adj R? -.01 .06 .01 .07 .02 .06 .01 .07 -.01 .06 .01 .07 -.02 .06 -.02 .06
F 51 | 447 143 3.75* 201 | 447 185 3.87* 27 | 447 146 3.87* | .19 | 447 146 3.40*
pd R (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150)- | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

sx 0 N(FF < )=154 5 N(#_5)=154 5 % $2.¢ 2 fa8ics B & 5 1p<.10 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p < .001

53



% 4-16

ORI R RR A RS R 2P Ak A4

MF éfg%‘v R CR &ﬁ%‘w [l PS %&%‘w VR ML é}@%‘« B B

M1l | M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 | M10 M1l M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
Qs .03 | -.08 -.06 -.08 07 | -.08 -.06 -08 | -00 | -08 -07 -.08 06 | -08 -06 -.08
] -04 | -.05 -.06 -.05 -14 | -.05 -.06 -.06 06 | -05 -04 -04 | -05 | -05 -06 -.06
Step 2
SR & A2 | -.09 -.07 13 | -.09 -.08 16 | -.09 -.07 .03 | -.09 -.08
Step 3
EF 4 i MF -.16 -14
BEE B CR -.10 -.10
Ak g 72 PS -14 -13
& d {5 - ML -16*  -.16
R? .00 | .02 .03 .04 31 .02 02* .03 03 | .02 .03 .03 00 | 02 .03 .04
Adj R? -00 | -.00 .01 .01 01 | -.00 .00 -.00 01 | -00 .01 01 | -02 | -00 .02 .02
F 81 | .84 1.62 1.40 1.58 | .84 1.00 96 [1367| .84 152 1.3 18 | 84 177 159
pd R (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150) (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

sx 0 N(FF < )=154 5 N(#_5)=154 5 % $2.¢ 2 fa8ics B & 5 1p<.10 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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% 4-17

PR EAFRELR REFAS L HAS RRFS2 7 At w il

MF rﬁﬁ%k R CR %ﬁ%‘« g PS éﬁ%‘w B ML %ﬁ%‘« B

M1l | M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 | M10 M1l M12 | M13 | M14 M15 M16
Step 1
EF QM E) -00 | -.07 -.06 -.07 -03 | -.07 -.06 -.06 -04 | -07  -07 -07 | -00 | -07 -06 -.07
s -04 | -.04 -.06 -.05 -13 | -.04 -.06 -.06 06 | -04 -04 -04 | -05 | -04 -06 -.05
Step 2
BF Q-2 Esc® | -09 | -.08 -.10 -167 | -.08 -10 -05 | -.08 -09 | -03 | -.08 -.09
Step 3
£ jE 7 i MF -.16 -.16
BEE B CR -.10 -12
Ak g 72 PS -14 -15
& d {5 - ML -16*  -.16
R? 01 | .02 .03 .04* .04 .02 .02* .03 01 | .02 .03 .04 00 | .02 .03* .04
Adj R? -01 | -.00 .01 .01 02 | -.00 .00 .00 -01 | -00 .01 01 | -02 | -00 .02 .02
F 51 | .80 1.62 1.57 201t | .80 1.00 1.13 27 | 80 152 145 | .19 | 80 1.77 163
pd R (3,150) | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150)- | (3,150) (3,150) (4,149) (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150) (4,149) | (3,150) | (3,150)  (3,150)  (4,149)

sr N(EF < )=154 5+ N(H_5)=154 ; 4 $. ¢ 2 tadic s B &+ *p <.05**p < .01 ***p < .001
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I PFAREIR RIS IR AL

WAL g o TEE IR O A 5 I (interpersonal attraction):d i R A %
Ferma sl 4 5 3% 5 F1F 0 4 0 337 (proximity) ~ 4p iz (similarity)fe 3 48 %
(complementary) ~ “b g ~ 50 4 E(FReLh ~ 3 E 4R~ TkFAe > 2014) - H ¢
Kerckhoff 2 Davis (1962)4% ! 5 & (complementary) s 31 5 3 ¥ ¢ ¢ > F & BF f_
B A kehiE LV s L ehE R T“? O S S B S IR
fie 4 (dominant) § 14 2200 35 14 (submissives)§ e 4 T & pF > 3 A g Ry EE
% WM s AR~ §2F (Dry & Horowitz, 1997) - Fiske (2000) 3% & e g @ ch3
FlEiFe 248 ~ FAIFfrA2 £FE  IHPELER > TG 20 A
LSy il fu(Gallistel, 1995) « 457§ & B4 < MRS RS S 3E
FTHBEEAR RO EE FRTFFARF LSRR LT E-
SRR RER S A ARSI RRESLAT SR IR DR ELE P > B

AT GRS fhle EHASG RFTe ~ 1 FRRRERALE L2 P o

(C)FRFEEEERFIFAFLEIRRELEARF MG

VIFF KR RF2 D PP T R s 0 AR N PRI NIRRT 0 £ LN E A
SHRPEIrR S 7 FaFPEER R B2 kR Q MEEEIES  S T R
PREE R 2 I RRAREBE R FEBE S 1 TLR S B
it oikdpd 418 FFR MM RS T A R 2T FF sy
gi@=-17T>p< .09)d ¥ » mF MM frA sy 3 FeF L EIR et
A e (B= .00 - p=.96)% 1 (T4 R(S=.07 > p=.38) ¢ ALEF -

L3 (e B Chdo ] 3 #1or 0 L H AL (simpleslope)te T ) 4B R
FREAR i F a3 o AR R REAS DB B O
JRfR 4 (f=-04 > p=36) ; H{ I3 FrF A S A 3 0 fF R AR R i

WP At & i g A ¥ of2ff 4 (f= .03 p=53) > J = fFhET L0 F 7 FE K
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T 5o M V}mﬁﬂ;\ﬁ&%m”%ﬁ*gﬂ‘? T enfEfR 4 oA G F
e s @ 3 0 MRS QO H S e AL g LG L oe 2R o

C)FRTFRFUARINAMLEIR RESARF LM G

PP L S AT (T fhsk 0 LB A NI R AN
FFRZFIFPrRFHmiiid £ 8- Y 3 FRFHLERS
AR R 2 3 F% > RFRDLGE » F B 1 ITLR
ERAEE o gk A 419 FF R 3 oS AR B fe2 2 T
AT BB (f=-41, p<05)Z B F » @ $ 1 Iv 4 (= -52, p=43) » wRAL
it (=-39, p=57) 1L & ¥

L3 e B hAe R 4 477 0 0 H A5 (simple slope)te Zdp & 1 F ML
HAL B AR R AT 0 BRSSO R b R SRR T 0 B efs
4 (f=-14>p=.09) ; #H MM F B 3 0 BF R g FIE R b R
FOHIRN T e B AR F a4 (B=-.01 > p=.88)» d i §F T L o 4 F AL
B om0 T IR Q R DB e G f e iR 4 0 a SO AL

ST AT S ORISR QSR DR T Bl R AR R -
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% 4-18

7 QR AR EAF 3 AR R R 3 (07 BRSO S - 3 e 4

R ERALE 2 A

HLIR 1T IR f Ak g it
AR? B AR? B /A\R? B
Stepl .01 .01 .02
IS e R -.06 -12 -.06
1w -.05 .10 16*
Step2 10*** 07** 13**
X1 EF < rx -.10 23%* .02
X2 #_F s 30*** -.15% -.36***
Step3 .00 .01 .03*
X1 EF < M rx -.10 24%* -01
X2 #_F s 30*** =157 -.36***
X1X2 .00 .07 -17*
Total R?  .11** .09* 18***
N 154 154 154
3L §p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p <.001
EFRTHELN TS ——ERE R
3.4
;S
% 33
kiR
{;‘ 3.25
{L 3.2
3.15
3.1
2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5
AR ET R

Bl 3 FFRMmIEE RS T F R b R g
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% 4-19

03 FAR R A AR R R 3 (67 PRSI - 1 F4

R ERALE 2 A

BB O 10T &I A g1
AR? s AR? s AR? B
Stepl 01 01 .02 -.06
S ] -.06 -12 16+
Pt -.05 10
Step2 .02 10%** 09**
X1 (7 < s # -.09 -.25%* .03
X2 @3 #rE -13 19* 30%**
Step3 .03* .01 01
X1 (7 < s # -.08 -.25%* .03
X2 & 5 M FE -15% A7 29%**
X1X2 - 17 -.09 -.08
Total RZ .06 2% 1%
N 154 154 154
31 $p<.10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
(e ot Cor— R Tc% 2y i
1.6
s =TT e
e
%
), 1.4
i
B
Ig=3
r;}. 1.3
1.2
1.1
1
1 15 2 2.5 3 3.5

FFR e IR b R

Bl 4 FFR RO A HAEEEd R 223 7" AR
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AR LB o 4o A g o

* 4-20
Py BERBRESEAEL
S5 mE %

H1-1 PR et Al h REFRF L E FRFT » M %o 3o
Hil-la FFPRevidrmitEd b REBEFE L J R FL » M 7oA
H1-1b 7 < e mfdidid b féb"’ﬁ* ISR N T

Hl-lc  FF X mﬁﬁﬁiﬁ&ﬁ Ld LG EEL G 7oA
H1-2 PRy B p REFRFLEFTREF LM% o
Hl-2a PRy FaFREir REPEFELTHFI MG o

H1-2b  FFR s Fra L b f;;b%* EAFETRFL MG o
H1-2c ﬁ< TEREE AR A ;@%g@%ﬁ &
H2-1 BF % mﬁ"ﬁiﬁ AR S R BBE e F f e B bl
H2-2 FF Qe s R b L ,f{%yf}ﬁ.ﬁll«"?"?”( Bk =
H3-1 EF < mﬁﬁ"r EARRERFIITEARG 2o i

H3-2 FF Qe Esc R b L &%WIFz\mﬁéra'F&éﬂo &N

H4-1 BF mﬁ‘- T b RS B sk 445 w B % o 7 o=
H4-2 FF Qe E s R b fé.fi’ﬁjv w ‘i‘m* g PR e G VI
H5-1 Pl a g s mlaidh 228 g0 ra»%ﬁi?'éﬂ?ﬁfﬁ; o 7oA
H5-la PR Mrait g o Ml b 2 28 > ¢ 1w RRIBIES E 3o
H5-1b R M mitd gy WAl b 2 28 > g1 w Rl € L 4% o 7o
H5-1c FRMEmPER s HmiiEidh 228 61 R & fico IV
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fa-3 nE

H5-2  fFRZEREREAF T HRFPEEAR Ll Eh
?§%W*ﬁ54ﬁ°

H5-2a %ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁj?%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ&%iﬁﬁ’gﬁ@
TR J R B

H5-2b  FF R 3 s H I“i—%?z{é%?é%fv?riiiiw fhres s fiw
%E '?J § 2 AF o

H5-2c FFR ZEAEREHF T FRFPEEAR 2 0L > £ 4
SR & & FC

H6-1 I Y el Cl -l B vt ) N - - €k o 35 P o2 (D)
%’g_%k y;]ra, o

H6-2 FFREFRFP ARSI FFLEIL 2L g0 w
FEIR T %gﬁl‘« M o

H7-1 FPR MRS S A b o228 0 € 1 o IE R RS

all IE‘Z\‘ IE_, °

H7-2 B3 dsaFe s 3 aF i n e g1+

TRRIFEF L IFLI -
H8-1 PRI SRS Hamiidh 228 ) ¢ » I RRIAS
o AL g T o

H8-2  FFRZTFRFPERF THEAFPLEIALRLEELE >
TR AL o

T RERRG A RIMARE - MHEER RS 23 mﬁ“
SEE IS NV SRR T E TR R PO
[CRCAE A
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FI R BwmBEk

ARE - @ AELRERE VD SRRE LB RRET A o § 2

SRIEE AT 2T ] RS RE AR w2 E R

$- & FLRLH

-\

-%g

AFTE UEE i B 5 A AL A R F R 2 AR b R
Frsta ~ Pl (FLR s waid g 2 @miie 2 MG REENEE
THIAEDFEFRAFDERE S 2 - SHF S 2 AR P IR SR

BT RFH RSP REFEATER P R AeT
FoPRTRATARAELELR REFAS L ORF

FLeEygt R ofmEiidh REFR: Y ot g A FE PSR
BT mEidh REAeAITFL T b %0 » i‘u{;ﬁ» EERBERY 0 F
FF < i 4 51 (Structuredness) ~ R g (Thoughtfulness) ~ § & (Substantiveness) ~ ff &
(Conciseness)en= s\ 2 g 5 AW PF> ¢ HpE F R T IEFF R F ot § L4534
SR BT b R RN Y 0 RS REER AL LR B &
& & ¥ H-R] & B % (Fagenson-Eland, Marks, &Amendola, 1997 ) > Ismail = Khian
(2013)~ G/ NFRPEL EHRFIR XTI TG R FF M AL AFLFT
PLUERNIRT TR 83539 46 4% (Wanberg, Welsh, & Hezlett, 2003) » = 3 iﬁ;i’s; B FF

£ 2

<~

TIEF

>‘L\

QR AR B R Vi MRS e R A

Hw w3 Fal ¥ > LREDEFOEZ I ®P FHLE BHES T AR

>‘L\

P"f‘?w\-‘»‘: 2 n
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Pt R T A FRABIEF R R v BREEE 0 YR F FAFN
A b RERIEREE T fow M > Madlock & Kennedy-Lightsey(2010):% & § & %
FEBUEL et odg 3l fF Q0T R fekIn g S F R g HEFQ
EFITAL o BT -REFE 7 L8 Rl frRkRE » L ELLRERS
F sl @;ﬁiﬁﬁ\% Pl eaEpE s R ES LX TR K Ap F s B R AL
A F R FTes sy L5 P o 4 (Wanberg, Welsh, & Hezlett, 2003) » #% @ §# <
B FOEL ERASR XTI X FE S BT R § R AT E R

SR @I L AE HEE L B

R FRIFAFOmIEEER BRHAS 1T FARDPP

AT PEFR L FR PR R RERAFDLIERARG oMo AR
S A AR b R R P 1 T ARG & w BE % o Bakker-Pieper - De Vries
(2013)77 7 4 138 B3 5 MW AEMLAE W b 03§ & R$adF 0 lbrahim = Mahmoud
(017)F 3 » FRRFRE R ALL REFRARG BRATAM ApF ¥ K&
G FM IR RS RARIREF AN o I P FRERZEF QAT
HRS 1 TRRDY B 0 F DAL OFE R BRHALF B AIpT (72

BARF D OB 5 A 7 E I bR

FFRAER REEHRS OBE

(=) FF R REI B S AR b 2 e & RS R

Fp gy MR R b e ene £ X T (R NG TR

7=
F

5
&
2

Vi o MR FE M S B B R R AR < Fe gt B4 YR MU

%
K
5
9
a
i

B AR S B T 0 BRI  RE o HRB M PR E IR E o 8
4 Mayfield & Mayfield (2007) %= § B 1 8 chifd b 230k h T & LB

(intention to stay) 3 B % > 7 Bakker-Pieper f- De Vries (2013) %7 3 B 3% I 3 A
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A F RS TR REE R R EVHSRR e g T A B
R REEFERR A RRLE S GHAS AL FOREE v A
HAWE T B a3 e B mlMad s g AL 3 A hivt
RSN il P RS HGELC I T Pt F BT R

TR M G AN OE B B f BT KA Mg g o FiE

i

v R

e ARE o F BRI RS PR R K B MR L B 4

iy

I~

SR G B PR AT R AR 2§ F A A R

fim

R B Fe onEF e £ A SRR ek ¢ T B0 TR R B F PR
B A NRR AR b A 4 A eha (4 R (Bakker-
Pieper & De Vries, 2013) » Park £ Park (2016) 4 J1fF < eht 5 ( ag il b f 414k
A1 TR R o A g 1L G e s Py Wl IR A F H S G
1A REERALE o A AT REEER RIBMGE 2 X FHHRAL IR
20 BREPFARSE O NGITREFL Rl @ e s B E E RS (8
B FIR G 2012) AT p IR B (ERd 4 R R - B4
- BEIEF AR VR ESERRER LeES i Aot v - FR

A S E R R G R o T R b R e L

~ﬂ

IEBHTAF TR RS ERALE P RIEA S PP .

ks o fF S FET R b RN B4 S 1 TR R AL ¢ 1t 2 B
ey BEFRRIL IR VRF AL F M Y o T R
% o gﬂ"zﬁ—g ¢ i@ % 2 I IT L 3 e4 (Johnson, Bodon, & McCroskey, 1995) »
DIFEALY 4§ ,Eﬁigja\ R8BI & s 4 3§ @@ (Franke, 2000)
Kk SfeFIp e (2012) P Ba - #smitd (B3 ) @
EodfF R (FE) ST F LB F ~FTEENN EPRS
Flegt o Y2 ERBR Y DEEVREL Fo TFAFRL BH L BL2

— B ARPRI K NE D {FRITLL A o FE IR Y - i
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S AL LS B S SRR BFT T B9 L enT S BT ARG

qa:

&3
UL s e R T E IR R 0 B ¥ s g’ﬁ ATRE &
FELF RRS HAS P FAR s B § P 2R RIEA 4 PP

11‘77 li%\j\ita ﬁﬁj o

(C)FRHARBERF T FAFPREIR 2 B HRA S Bkt P (3

49 )

A TR RO B RS TR AN b e b T IR RIR RS
Ship AL ¢ 14 0 JE 3 F% 2k kg o 88 5 FF Sy a5 0 HRILF GEF
Q%%i?yﬁ&}%ﬁﬁﬁgﬂ;ﬁ%ﬁfgmﬁﬁm&ﬁm€’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
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