(L
R 108 4E 6 H » 114 3 » 87-126

SR VS B R ETTETIAE ~ HER
R ~ e bR e

T
b RIS |

\EH:

EJ>
Eﬂ@

&

LIk /e
BIDT RSB R LB R B PR B

TS

BEATATFERIHTE R » 2P o BRET B Al SR i RS S U n] 5 ERAM S IR FIERAY R e
ThBhE o0 I MEAR SREREE - AR E RE P HEEENEERE - HEeEMHILHTTEE - $
W ZEPRET Al A WA A EAS CRE M ~ S EERUR ) BN EITETHEE ~ fE 5 LIFRI - B A
A AR S LAV B R - DI TETERIE AV ER A BRIt S - ERENTEEHBRCEEI TG
JHA o EifEIEET 154 % o (A AIAEH S (communication competence theory; Spitzberg &
Cupach, 1984)sREEETASCH MRS ~ FERUR - WIS SRETR © BN SORGHE M A B BIGE 6
Bt e LR ~ TARRBRIERB (G - A5 sBRCE MR i VRS B4 2R Y e ?’%E ~ TIFRIR
Ry R EIRR % o ZAT » I8 MR i RS AT AN AE 4 b L e i 1 2 A R e 1 ey
KEAFTERREIA TR » MR AT -

DA R E T A 01 RE RSN 5 o dEERIEE ¢ BFEEYE > e-mail: cheng.yingni@gmail.com
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The Effects of Mentor’s
Communication Styles on Mentoring
Functions, Protégé Turnover
Intentions, Socialization, and

Performance

Yu-Tsen Huang

Part-Time Counseling Psychologist, MacKay Memorial Hospital

Ying-Ni Cheng

Assistant Professor, Department of Psychology and Social Work,

National Defense University

Abstract

Communication is a very important factor for mentoring efficiency, which can affect the
effects of knowledge learning and protégés’ adaptation in the workplace. However, the mentoring
literature still lacks enough empirical studies relevant to this topic. This study aims to investigate
the effects of mentor’s communication styles (preciseness style and verbal aggressiveness style) on
three mentoring functions, protégé job performance, turnover intentions, and organizational
socialization. Two sets of questionnaires were completed by 154 dyads (mentors and protégés) from
cadets in National Defense University. Our hypotheses were developed according to the rationale of

the communication competence theory (Spitzberg & Cupach, 1984). Results of this study showed
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that mentor’s preciseness style was positively related to psychosocial support and job performance.
Furthermore, mentor’s verbal aggressiveness style was negatively related to career development and
job performance. Nevertheless, these two communication styles were not significantly related to
organizational socialization and turnover intentions. We conclude this research with a discussion of

analyses results and outline the pragmatic suggestions for human resource management.
Keywords: Communication styles, Mentoring functions, Verbal

aggressiveness, Preciseness, Job performance, Turnover
intentions
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BIERIE 2SO ZAT AR - AN > FrRAEE - 23 - R
oo PrREAVERSC AT R R ~ SR~ SIESERAYA o i FEENE T E B E
FH IR BR Y J2 AT 4H 48 1 Y28 (Kram, 1983) » L&A RN T AHS T E
{TEHTERIAY4FEE(Allen, Eby, Poteet, Lentz & Lima, 2004) - Rj5lliE$H08 HEH
RV R - AT HBE R - AN R E R AR B, ~ BB AR N 4TS
(Cooper-Thomas & Anderson, 2006) ~ f2=4HERN A TTEIHEE » WAL
AR AT YRR - RIELEIERIE e R AR B B A 55 % IR )
K (Kram, 1985; Mullen & Noe, 1999; Ragins & Scandura, 1999; Scandura,
1998) - fEE RIS » TERIEIRERA BB EA BRVETCE FyE R
TEVEMBIAN © AL Ry A EEISC - —F RSN B/AES) - AAMETER]
HIRE TR R P BE BRI B ERET - —M S » ExaEE A H
FRRaH S SAL BRI R E (B2 ~ 21214 » 2012) - HBFEAIE DA EECL
PAERREMERIEE R AV - BRI o Rt » AUFTakiE BBk
PRETE RSB A 7 BAE G A E 26 B2 ZNEMFETHAE ~ fEEFRIN - dHak (LA
HER B 2 2 -

B RR AR R & (V8 i AR (AR RIS (B P A g R R B A B R 2
— RN AR AR - A BENERIAVEIE 720 BIAIS DURFHIBR A RE BUE4E
S o WE—2K » BlACHY 8 RS 78 T B8 o6 & i i ol il B S A& 4
EAPRET - ZAMERE L - TEAIER R 2 AHB SR T - SRE T EAE A9
AIAEE D o B 8RS A BT HE R B RV BUEE - B RS E R P E
H—ER - ARUFEAE T8 1B A1 RE B 3w (Spitzberg & Cupach, 1984)H RS AR PRZAN
¢ fe TR A WA e A JEAS (B RB B ~ AR 2 2 BT - BAREfH e R B
& - AR B A B - (A RER HE RN EET R
HYRE T o 38 25 SRk HY 3578 8 i B RS v e B 52 B4 SR N S B AT
(Martin, Rich & Gayle, 2004) - [fEEFIRE R B E M E » (EMIBAF &M
S TR % DU T/E =S (Mikkelson, York & Arritola, 2015) - Pacleb
il Bocarnea (2016)37 FsEk FFETEMEE S A Bt LS E4EHEL - R - FEA
EUERY TR - MR B EET » BU O RENAEEN - EATERTZE
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FEA HARN A BIRCR - AEIRNERIVEE - NS E R ER BN A
RtkE B E MR S E AT O - EEEEE T - BB S EEIX
MRy EEEMS AR @R T B AT 29 - SRl Bt g9 E
BRI ARA ANITT B3R RE - R S BB A A At GIRHBERTFERA (%
> WAFINHEREIRE - BIMEARE B REEEAEmE T > HETTR
HEENREE -

TERTHEGE 2011 FFHY T e e VUrEER g mmy A, SCEPfaH » F RAYPUE
BRI HY RS o Rl R IR AR - TR AT - PP B AR Y S
B o ForR o ol Pk G ARY T B R B DU = SR B 1 U EU R (Verbal
Aggressiveness) (De Vries & Bakker-Pieper, 2009) - £ T {EEFrH » EEEIH
BT E R RE A RE S X B (Madlock & Kennedy-Lightsey, 2010) - AHE®
Itk - Bakker-Pieper B De Vries (2013)F5 i & /& 5% Fy Bt 5 b 14 0 4 LA
(Preciseness)Hy T+ BRI - & T EEBEALHS - 451 B HAFEENTT
OB 0 B R AT E o MINEES EENMEENEE - B
= 0 BRIFHVEBAIGEA Bt o6 EED B AT O _ 3R T (Morreale, Osborn &
Pearson, 2000) °

MFERAE D LEBBEERIEE AT K RIIHEREGER)EE
52 7 R EIE H < B S B AR - B aT{efEsp TIERIA ~ Haktt &b - BTfEDh
At IRV 7 B IR 00 1) S5 S TR SR AR TPRET » BTN AHERIT = - HART A BT SCH SR
BRI E B LIFRIR - 1l B LAFRIRTRESA 1% (Bozionelos et al.,
2016) - F# - {EBRE G AEEIEANAR - B RAFAVAHSRE G L EIEARTHERK
BREA Rl A SRS BELARTE 2 BH#H# (Saks & Gruman, 2012) 5 $H4HEKTS > 5%
BLEFIATENE - Wi pk &4 210G 4 85 FE R B 1 4H 4%
A B AHARFT A 4E RAY(Schyns, Torka & Gossling, 2007) « LA > ERfEDEE
[ S AR R BAE f P EE AR < — - BAFHVEMERIBEFE TR TE DA HH Y =&
THRE A > 7R Bt & .00 B 2 FF (psychosocial  function) ~ i JFE 4% fe£ (career
development)F1 Gt f5 5 (role modeling) (Scandura, 1992) - #&E S EREE & Bl
SCREFR M RAFENFEDNRERT - FPE BN E B Y ~ 27 E E (de Janasz &
Godshalk, 2013) ~ 4H %% &5 B11% ESE1E(Chun, Sosik & Yun, 2012)Z [FHEIAY
% °

Grams o A EIERE R R EER P EE S EERETESME - B
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FEBRET RIS E HEJRAR TR TELRE ~ €26 OB - Bl B sl &t bRy
s 2 o AEWTFRERER E AL 7 - A Bh B i T BT GE T2 T 2 SR AR S R 2 SRR T
gt - HEBHEIMNE @ HEEE G R EBETER VR R H S E £
AR AT FE AR SRR B SRUE i 2 25 (R85 - FERL I BIETTERAE B A BIHTE
AR SRHE IR ERRIA > MRE AR HS AT ST E -

R - SRRt

— ~ BB B R B EETHRER Y2 B

(—)EERI AR RS

J# 38 (communication) 25 A B A Z Y E RAURBGERE IR - BEEH
FEMTEIE Y - HEAIEREY ABEE AL T/FEERFHY 50%LL F(Samovar,
Brooks & Porter, 1969) » H [t A] R AE A PEEIZORAVEZME - fR{E Spitzberg
Bl Cupach (1984) Fir & H 1Y /% 8 51 55 B &% > & #8 &1 55 (communication
competence) &E & &y | DL HW AR L HE B K ZT HAY - (Monge,
Bachman, Dillard & Eisenberg, 1982; Parks, 1994) - fEEf{ERIH » w2 HAYR]
Ry R IR - EANEEE T sE AR S W AIRE » sEDLE B AVRRIE 817 =B
JTE o RERE S AR R R HIERE AR H Y © Webster (2010)50 S e BB
R B AR R MR A TR R S 5 [ S R AR R E - TR RE IS
R H BBz R ~ S RAFAVASRE AR (F R B N S B PR MR 22 A R
B K2 SiEl R — ERIE MY & )7 =(Mansson, Myers & Martin,
2011) -

&l B J&= B Ay & 8 7 =0 0 B - B Norton (1978) £2 HY J# 78 J&| &
(communication style)—%a] » HiRFEHEEFS E 2 M ER L —TERE S ~ JReE S K
KBS BIRFELFBERIFIL - #IE - RS 70 - 211 De
Vries ~ Bakker-Pieper ~ Alting Siberg ~ Van Gameren Jz Vlug (2009)f# 28 JE k%
ExAERTETEEEF DA T EEES - KESSIREESEHE
FiE 1 (EASEeEEEASTE 2 AV ~ 2 S AR AT E A a8 ~ 3(EESHY
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afVE R DT T AeE - e 7 =8E Norton HYERE » HNHWEEE
A AR AR RT Ry e (i A R U mey T8 > NME
ERUGNE B R EAEE AT ERE - iz EEEAREGHIREE
A BEEEE A ANE BN S EEARTE

De Vries * Bakker-Pieper ~ Konings 5z Schouten (201 1)} # 8 E &y ERE
TAE i T s R W T S s F B e L > me (& ER 40 H 7S AT Ry i o
¥ o 43 Bl Ry 22 1k (Expressivness) ~ f5 i E (Preciseness) ~ = BB (Verbal
Aggressiveness) ~ B &% (Questioningness) ~ 1% 4 M4 (Emotionality) ~ E[J 52 & H#H
(Impression Manipulativeness) o EEJNAWTZE 5 1F T H HELE EE T - Bl
RSB - R ER N EE U7 LAY R TR i AR S TR BN - B
SETEE M BSR4 (Sousa, Rouco, Nogueira, Carvalho, & Dias, 2015; Tinoco &
Arnaud, 2013) » {E Fs AU ST T S ERET AR o 2 W ek 2 JBUAR < R T P ek A 752

1o
%=1
TR B = SR I M i AR

A ETE]
T I, 45 (Structuredness) © A T8 HAE () FITEE -
(Preciseness) 2. EE (Thoughtfulness) : fEREERTT4HE

3. Ef{E(Substantiveness) : {H[AIET5HE Y T /E -

4. FE#$R(Conciseness) : JFEEIAYEEE -
SN 1. B (Angriness) © ¥ AT AR -
(Verbal 2. f#R(Authoritarianism) @ Bt ABITEH CHFEK ©
Aggressiveness) 3. fZHfi(Derogatoriness) : FmftA

4. JESZFFME(Nonsupportiveness) A Ryl A& -

BRS¢ 8 B B “The perfectionism social disconnection model: The
mediating role of communication styles.” by Barnett, M. D., &
Johnson, D. M., 2016, Personality and Individual Differences, 94,
203.
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AR - FEEIEAY R T G G R B A ARAY & i (R
5d(negtive bias) » ¥ ALY TAERFI ARV E » & 58 7 OE S F A
fRENF - EH S NEN TE g R E 0 (Madlock & Kennedy-Lightsey,
2010) = JtbAp » BES AT BIENHIEQ000)FE A EE AT G R AN R EAHEE=
TORR » Eor i G EJE R (authoritarian leadership) PRI T A EE &
HES B ~ JI RS ER - H Nkl = 5E I A AR AR L
& FERREMEREER  grEERIEERMERE » METIFERER
A o HAMBRPIS 5B E @ 1T By 2 A & % (abusive supervision; Tepper,
2000) 245 FER S B AR O SEAFECEE T A HAT BEE A B
%~ BRFEE - A EEEEERENEH TIEER - H80RFHRK - el
AEUE BB A B (5P & nn ~ BIEEHE - 2014) o HH L A] R OB 2 RS
A AT REE SR A A PE SRt E L ~ BRI A B S -

FHELTA 5 BB 1 B » B PG e Pk 2 VAR Y BT S R BE Sy 3 P
/48 F(Dewan & Myatt, 2008) - Norton B Nussbaum (1980)3% 5 3 RE Y 24 Fii
RES)H 4 EAG T R R LR BV S AR 5 [ 5 B2 AR U B i - & ZREm e
FETEMERE 5 B 42 T - A BN SN S A 4L 5] & /F F1 58 B (T 75 (Capraro,
Bicer, Grant & Lincoln, 2017) - {4 i B HVET S & DAs &SR L ~ &
B FEEHEBETERE - B TRENATREN - AEEETTER ZE R R
HAEXREEIESE - MABNEIAESVEIE - BE - WmEE - £E IR
##i(Pacleb & Bocarnea, 2016) » RILEEEEHFIEH - BRI =B B4R H
JERS S S SR RN G - MR L T B R ARG e 14 1
FEANEE R E 2 HEE - 47 BRIl - 18 EH NTAEERER S - iSO TE
MBS RS B Y i S e R A AR R & -

(OB ST B A
L SRR RS

SRE BB E R (MRS S A AT B IS - S ey N2 O
H EAYEE (Infate & Wigley, 1986) » FIRIBEEEAENE ~ 527 ~ JM0 - BHHLA
HEE ~ ZHYT - FEHIFIEZ (De Vries et al., 2009; Wigley, 1998) - &2 EI~
=S E B S A 5 2 & [r1 45 5 (Infante, Myers, & Buerkel, 1994; Martin &
Anderson, 1995; Infante & Rancer, 1996; Myers & Rocca, 2000) » [ 255 25 1541
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Bfi(Infante, 1995; Infante & Rancer, 1996) - T & ¥ EEBHY = B B & (2l B %
FEABIRAYmMEE (Infante & Gorden, 1985) ; FELEEEILE T - ZHIEH S8
VB e s R A P Al A A AT K18 (Martin, Weber & Burant, 1997) - th g s/ 2
Bl A= BE A A s & FE A2 42 H B (Buford, 2010) » [E5) - iASE IR SeE B E
Pt &S]~ AR 5[(Rocca & McCroskey, 1999) k& £24: ¥ E2 E 1) 7
(Burant, 1999) -

De Vries ~ Bakker-Pieper Jz Oostenveld (2010)0F22 2530 FE AV = sE A EE
P 2 RS B D ) B Y e A R 2 IR AR R - B A Y R =
CEEMBERTT B EEMER - Wt - B S ESEERE S ERS N E g
FERIEGET S AN E  tWTERHVEE A » TEAITER B 2 A nIE T
M52 BEEMTE DI RERY 4 -

2 AR RS
De Vries ¢ A(2009)FfrHe th 5 i e 2 2 A 2 45 75 4 (clarity) ~ B

(conciseness) ~ A %K (efficiency) ~ 7% & (businesslike) ~ JJ[Z (composure) Y /&
T - ARG 2 M L ST - O SRR3R
LR EL B EE EE BGEE AR B E E YT B (Myers, Mottet & Martin, 2000) - De
Vries ¢ A\ (2010)F5 tH = B AN Tl P e 2 JEUAS 7 B Iy T 2 g 1 Ja8 36 SR Bl Y 1z
W s RIBEAIAZEE0 Ry E B ACIE B 4H AR - 4568 R4 H A hgaEay 7 =08 -
REAE I R G - M H IS A tE A FE BTN E TS - RELsEg 0
EBESEEE A FAY R RE - B8 0 TIERHE - BifETRE ~ 404t e
b SR A BB e )

(Z)EETIRE

Rl fE B (A (mentorship) S5 AT BLHE B HIRH (% © Kram (1983)REATITERE A
EFRAARS T TIEEEBRE R RSB ERE (TE25) AR LEhFrE A AR
& o EE RGeS IERTEDRESTES - BasdFr ~ S1EMNEEH - KB
e SE R E B TAE(EFS © Kram (1985)fetHAl S il LABE (H4a{E 6 AT TELIAE
LEAWE - sl e OB SR » BOESEEE o /& Scandura (1992){E04
O ERDIRE R ST Rt & OB SRR A A R IR - (ERTTEDHRERY S T F N
HbE > SRR AIANER 2 a2 -
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BETRE I
&I R BEE
ket dia &7 ST TS| - FRRE
(career sponsor S8 R Bl T -
development)  fRa& TEHA /NS - PRERER
protect 2 E S e AR T -
W TRIREBHIESR - B IEBHYER
exposure HIE - (HAESBRE A ST HIEE -
BT FEOLPRERMEAI(ERS - (BI85 S
challenging assignments ~ fESBPEREHVEE R » (HIEHREAEMS
EREERIVELT -
ESE TEE - Eill B E 0 B
coach fEsp S HARAIHEI A -
g JEH = LIRS N -
(psychosocial  friendship
support) it Rt (S G SE RE S PR AL
counseling T E PRS-
PEGNELZE ] TR IE RIREE -
acceptance/confirmation
(iR FELIEZ RS I—H—HYIEIER
social A2 EE) o
IR BSOS GE B A U1 SRR NZ AT R
parent B
JEENESh i A O Rl SCRER L ATl B fE SR R R E T T

(role modeling)

role modeling

FyEAREE > PR (ESLHIIRED -

ERIAE ¢ “Mentoring research: A review and dynamic process model.” by
Wanberg, C. R., Welsh, E. T., & Hezlett, S. A., 2003, Research in

personnel and human resources management, 22, 39-124.
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2SRk R EHENEDIRE AV EE ZEME - BUE S VDI RE 2 fa A A R LATE
eI TFHEEEF PG TR - W HIRAHEEY - B LB T/EMHRR
HIRH&E(Allen & Eby, 2003; Ayres, 2006; Patwardhan & Venkatachalam, 2012;
Scandura, 1992) ; t+& 3 S DyRE Al AT DUE BhAE o6 O B8 2 1 4 e 4H 4%
I%iE(Allen, Eby, O’Brien & Lentz, 2008; Kram, 1985) ; fEfEEThEE A2 AT AC
TE R ESBHIRS IR - EEREZE 58 S AH SR P I T HY T{F#% & (Lankau & Chung,
1998; Rutherford, 1984)  [FL4N - ElifE[H HY B Bh Wl — TR 0 21T R (I
750 2012 5 HERdE ~ EHE En ~ RIS 0 2013) » EMBETGEMINVIRE &) - B
RESIRFAH 45 N Y S TH RIS &S B (F ARG (o6 » S 2 » BN E B mBigE
SO > [EmmeeteftAifETIse - W AR PRV AR EIRGTES -

(V) B S 78 8 R VA LR HE THRE IRl

R E B FIBE G » Canary Eil Spitzberg (1989)a Ry 8 A1AE AT EH WA &l
[m] SR EFAd © 48 H M (appropriateness) 17 %4 [4: (effectiveness) o 4 H HY# i 22 1°F
GIERERGIVAER] - ZRBEVER © MARE AR EIEHEENH
1y ~ BIEENIEEYI)RE(Canary & Spitzberg, 1987) » QIFTHTAIL » Fli SCHY 7 88
g B BB BRI G - EBEERT - AR AR A
G BAGE s N G B TR R ALAMFEDDRE - & T B S EBINER » B ER
FIE B SRR (Bekiari, 2012) » 7 o {H E# & 11 =K IBOE LR IFE S 2
FI[uiFH (Madlock & Kennedy-Lightsey, 2010) » i & @ RS2 FIF1H » REeZEE]
ARELEE N ERE o AN 0 EEANEERNE B EAR SR Z AN RHVA G
o o (o e A i A BR A LAY T B8 17 By (Bekiari, Kokaridas & Sakellariou,
2005) » i H &2 T EEW B 4E MUk 2 (Bekiari, 2012) - (Rt - ERISCERIA

S e MRy B m I o HE Ty = 52 B E DD BE HY 2% i (Madlock &
Kennedy-Lightsey, 2010) » EHRIFEDIRE FAVRESSE ~ g QSR EA &
TEETRE S EE AN B2 -

[EEEH - ARGERVEI S 5 N EEFH B AR - IELUETE HE
VT E(Williams & Burden, 1997) » fEHEME#EEASAVET C G LEE B
FEEEY 7 =08 - B U A B RNG FREMMAVEVE - EFERRE T > LA
FEE SR REH P E M RIB AR T - SSTERCEDIRE - BIAMTETIREE L
B IE[AIHYRR % 72 Eller ~ Lev J¢ Feurer (2014)HYBHZEHE H{E S0 AT REH
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5 LS TN F0E B R RIEAS - 7 B T T A R S8 PR A R (5
ME%FEEEBERIERRG  SBTREEEEASEIN
(Tschannen-Moran & Hoy, 2000) » &AL RS EmITA R BLHE M « 25> »
BT BRI RS T B RS S » ETET R R BT -

BRI - M A A
RS 1-1 BTS2 OB T M R FE UK BT T A B TE I 4 -

5% 1-1a BTSSR B RS BB 2 TR B TE AR 4 -

5% 1-1b BT SHRSHE M B B S L TE R -

% 1-1c B REBEME Em RS B o sk L TE R 4 -
% 1-2 B 1Y 2 BN RE ME  FE VA BT T R B IR -

% 1-2a BTS2 H 2 SRR M R FE A B P 2 P L 4 I -

R 1-2b BTS2 IR B M A S B S AT & B e -

S 120 TS0 ST T S PR B P o R AL 3 I B -

= - AR S R S R - TP RBAA R (L
o7

=

()RS R B A S R T R 2

Bl et B T RS TIF—ERIfETR - 1R8BS 1% 1R e BB 2 i
BT By 5 T Bl 8 =] A2 T BT B T 58 BRZ B AU =) ~ BEEE RG]
(Williams & Hazer, 1986) - f§[i = < » BERk{H =) 7] DUE Ryfidl A FEREEE T HIA
FHERRAYTTRE M

A AR HH Al R (O [ B E PR R R A B8 (Cotton: & Tuttle, 1986; Gerhart,
1990; Hom & Griffeth, 1995) » A DAk H =) 2 H E AR B4 R4 TR
FEIE o TEAHS P BT o R B e (] By BB —  IMEE BRI e
HEH ARG RIS Y - PRI T 4H A5 2% R = ek (8 (=1 (Schyns,  Torka,
& Gossling, 2007) - {EATSCEESSH G BIREZ T - PRETENHE B B fE o Bl
5] B AH BE B 25 3 26 (540 @ Scandura & Viator, 1994; Farnese, Bello, Livi,
Barbieri & Gubbiotti, 2016) » ZA[THRET# 8 JEURS S48 o5 Bl Rk e =) S 22T 5T Al
B REE  (EEEEE TIEEES - GO B ERRIR 0] sE B A FE S AV BRI
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[ B HFEN 2T -

Mayfield B2 Mayfield (2007)iH5CER » T8 7 i JEURE B0 S Y o (1 hH
(intention to stay)75 {4 - Madlock f{1 Kennedy-Lightsey (2010)f5 4 F & HI=2E
W EN T/EmESS ~ sHERFEAE M e 2R EHR - MEENE
S EHEN T ENfEDRERITE S VAR ARG - SR ENE Wl /A B gRs]
Ji(Martin & Anderson, 1995) ~ R &= ~ {KEF J/J(Kassing, Pearce & Infante,
2000)F1;4 4 [E1E »(Martin, Anderson & Horvath, 1996) » =B 51T &K%
ANEZ% (Myers & Johnson, 2003) - ‘&l R S ah BN » GEERRZE]
RS F2 B H S F57 1R 2 (Bekiar, 2012) - i/ A= REERARY 20

Potter B4 Emanuel (1990)5% Ry g i E i i ae B B2 E E N B AR
WEESIET E Gy B AR » I EKEEE M HEENE T - & HIFAER - 7
Bl P AR (0 [ (Jung, 2014) - tEREER - & Al S HY 8 8 E kS e B B 14
5 > GEES R EEINALE - BB EARESIVEE - A -
i BT A2 B R A JEAS U (=) AR T MY R 2 I - RIS AR SR B AR B2 N A B
70 0 RESUET LA EAY B AE BhE 5 A R T IS AL RL - Bl SC AR T
W R AR R REL > AR ERaRERE > Mm{EfE s B4R E
oo FREE AT ZE ISR A 7R VIS TG
fBRE% 2-1 BlIAC ARG M 1 VAR B Sh A (T 1) B & I B 5
1BRE% 2-2 Bl ACHY TR B M 1 JEVAS B 4 R AR (P =) A TR [0 B %

(DB E RS BB TR TR

TAERISERYE B TAEAHS F T H A T e AU EEIFI4H 4% H A B
HITT By » TaZAT Ry rT (e B8 S 40 4% H AR = RVR FE Y =7 DUAEZ (Borman &
Motowidlo, 1993) » TEFRM EFHVE T » BIREEEREE & TIF LAV
>K(Christen, Iyer & Soberman, 2006) -

SRR FE R BT SCFE EREFE T 3 TAERIA (540 - Bozionelos et al.,
2016; Athanasiou et al., 2016) - &2 HAH G (social exchange theory) F 5 A"
HRIGIVET - BURTAEENE ~ BEARMHIE - BE(RAVAE AL AL 48 (Blau,
1964; Homans, 1961; Kelley & Thibaut, 1978) » fi{FEN C BifE R mEmE | »
ZEENACTEE - MEGIREERIELE I - tasIEBAY TIFRIE E -
SR B EIE S T VIR W B RS AHARAVARRL o B TR AR
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ARG - IR EE SR I E(Tbrahim & Mahmoud, 2017) - AliSCHY i
JE A& B AE 25 0y T /F i = J& A B (Richmond, McCroskey, Davis & Koontz,
1980) - “EReFE A I EMEAY TIERREL » AR I TIEmE S RE SR
IH(Ainspan & Dell, 2000) -

e 2 BEEICRIT S B EBR @ E S Y - s g A SRR
FE AR - & R eSS 2 E NI4T - B8 5 Bl A2 30 A BR O F
(Bekiari, Kokaridas & Sakellariou, 2006) » J&5SETGETNRERYEEHE - 2 EEFE
SR TAERIR 5 & Bl SR KGR MR i A I RIS (ERTEDIRE R 82
FHVEHEM IS TESM TIERI - KNI » A5 N atEEs
fBeE% 3-1 BlACHYREHEE M i AR B o5 TAERILA EHIRA (R
fBE% 3-2 BlACHY R B M i AR B o TAERIAA &R (%

(SEEBERENIERES G L E

HAE L E LW HE N B 7R A T [EAH 4%V 8] (learning the ropes) » &
WrE N B R TR Y — B - BB EER - f8E - THIT R
F e HER Y FEFE (Allen, Eby, Chao & Bauer, 2017; Schein, 2003; Louis,
1980) - Chao ~ O'Leary-Kelly ~ Wolf ~ Klein Jz Gardner (1994)f4H45% 1+ &L
Ry TE - 73 B Ry © (DEUG (politics) * R4 &8 IE =B IE IE =AY HE 7 45
& - (2) A B(people) : 4H&ABHVFFE © (3)5E S (language) * 4H A1 EIAG A
R B E B A1 B A %450 - A BN AHER N HYE - (4)FF 52 (history) © 4HER A
HyfEae ~ &= B - (5)4HA H EELE(E (original goals and values) : | fi#4H
GhE B PR SR (EEB B E AT - (6) LIF 44K E (performance proficiency) :
TR R TR A - I HAEF AR - fEANfERIF » FriEfEs g A meE
HAREER CEHEST R AT > I HEEH SR SN BITIEE © Saks Bl
Ashforth (1997)f5 H4H&R AT HER B By T (R ASHERY A TEE L » S {E el
B¢ ~ B E[EE O B i HAH S VER R, - SRE AR S 4HEN
HIBUARE 456 - A BFRHE - HEES - dHEE: ~ TIEEE - EEEEE
BEENE - HEREEE D - HET AT fERVAH SR BT B AR S 56
(y4E 4% & (LA B Bh(Ostroff & Kozlowski, 1992) » Bauer £ Green (1998)%%
Ry FE BB AT R v (R A R B B CaY A e AL BT -
Wil BV AR LR E A BN - MElER » BISCEREST A SRR iE
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o GEfEBEDEIEN FE A HER o JAM o BrAERk B B R E AR 2SR
EAHIS A R B AT 4H 4% 0K GRS Bl fEAH 4% (Nifadkar & Bauer, 2016) ©
Kammeyer-Mueller ~ Wanberg ~ Rubenstein 52 Song (2013)WF7¢ t 28 IR g &1
EIHVHERS - R B IR B EE RV SRR D BL S sE g A s - & A AT
HERERVAESR S L - (ER BTEEERAAHAR - 2K E LRI EREB T EE TS
J& 32 2 S B DARY R 2H 8% Y B S EE B A KSR ALE TIEH (Sollitto & Cranmer,
2015) « MF 2 > BICHY S sBICE g G e SR 2 B R R DLER[E]4HE
Gk H B EER - mEE A SRS A TEEEE TSR ERE - EEE
oSSR IEARAR - e R AR AH AR -

BRsHS L - RIEERRMEBRE P RENEYE » HTFERF
HYERME - (EMBERL & AR E T - A S (LI B8 TR RmEE - 4HER
A A BAAH SR RC A R - A RVAH SRt bt e (EAE 2 A A A
o8 1] A 8% 47 BN T 0F 2 2R (Ostroff & Kozlowski, 1992; Cooper-Thomas, Van
Vianen & Anderson, 2004; Kammeyer-Mueller, Wanberg, Glomb, & Ahlburg,
2005; Kramer, Callister, & Turban, 1995; Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2013) - &1{E
5517 B AN S HY B BT AT 40 4% R B e B4 - ¥H4ES ~ B SCHI4HER By sE T 2K
% (Allen et al., 2004) - Park Eil Park (2016)fYRHFE 5 HHAN SCBREGZ R 4%
7 s JE S A sp N T E R A dH &k L &1 -

(BfE R LB 7 i S AT S S R R BR M R RE R M I AR M A SR A At
(LRSI BRI ERE SRR » ZAMAE BE 2 E MBSO R 8UR - SREUE TR
AR Y S Bl B S0 ¥ B2 A T S (2 B2 N S M1 R (Capraro et al., 2017) < #25
Z o EMACHYKEHEME B i EAS TR RE A SR B E A A Bh 2 - A AIINE B B FEAH
&% - MEEmBNTE A RAFRVAHER T &0 5 MHEO - BISCHY S B I B il JE A
R FAE S HYEE T (Burant, 1999) » Bl SCHY 56 KB & (5 it o5 B 4H 4% SRUBI A
EEEIE(K(Myers & Rocca, 2001) - [i{EfEFRHS G L2 EE - IR
At
fBea% 4-1 BlACHY RS M i S B sp 4 St & (LA TR AR (R -
fReE% 4-2 BACHY R B M i S B p AH St LA AR (R -

GREEASC T IHERR RGN ZE 2R AR 1 AT -
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il
K
DE
4
o

SO T Y =3 1 iv4 38
— FP T iy

B A= BB OF
HrRER AL g

1 BrFeaElE

2~ PIFIT7A

AR RA G AE - #H 3 B ATIEAERTER (R Py 2508 R L - BEE
BHRREBHE — » ZRRZREERA HFERS > ERRNRIERTTZAE > ¥
ER—AEGER) AR ZHBIWARZAGIOATEE - HEREHEEHEEE -
Bl SCBLE R M B B H R A - A i B A B RC T &k - 3%
JRENTERI 3 200 (B -

AW HEEEHE S - Rigm Sl E R - IRICHE AR &R A
M- WEFEEERIE B BIPLEAER IS - 2B fRasE N B Ry - 1H
SIEE N EEATHE 3 - DR RS EENEEREE - NS EEHHEE
TRITHEAS =/ MEVIE Reahs A -

>§

BT R

B RENFEPRAUAIEE A (back  translation) > 5 FHIFFFEERE 25 e BN SRR 5L
% > HHS—ofEE TSSO 2R 2 BEER S DIER R B R A B
Al (Brislin, 1980) - 83K Likert 7iBHE RIFE > IEERH 1
FS-
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(—)EEEAS

HEE EAS Y S IEMT B De Vries %5 A (201174 4y Communication
Style Inventory 2K fr & FliSCREHENE ~ 55528 M W Ad Vi 4 JE R ) Vi i JELS
TE A RS 16 (ERETE (MU (EfE T - SREmIUE) - BRA o EUSFEEE T
1. FEHE M (Preciseness) * 451 (Structuredness) ~ & & (Thoughtfulness) ~ ‘&
1E(Substantiveness) ~ fH##(Conciseness) °

2. 5 BB T B M (Verbal Aggressiveness) : & X (Angriness) ~ & &\
(Authoritarianism) ~ HZ I (Derogatoriness) -~ 3JE X £ ¥
(Nonsupportiveness) °

It A e A SRS Y BT A 2 16 78 0 2 32 [ o AR RIS
JEAEG - IR - T RSN AT R R - T E IR
NFim B - SUEREG R ERE - | EREN MR EER - f
A TERAERAEE - FRMEEERA - T RFEHAERGEESEA
HEIHTHEESE TS - ) $% Likert ABSERIFFET5 > 12 TIEEAEE ) 2] TJE
HEE ) - FEEMEEEEEEY Cronbach’s affFy .73 ~ SEBE M ER
f’J Cronbach’s a B .79 -

(Z)EMFETIRE

AHFEER Scandura B Viator (19949)HYETTELIREESR 15 ki » /ERG
RANEE RS - BIRGBEEFRFH "I, & " ZFREBER
Moo W TROE R TEIRBOE , - HEREEE - BUERE 6
A T AR E B R RO M) W R R IR AV E R BE o

R E B RES T EERAEE - o DM E 5 B A
"R BB R BRI FE S AOES) - B T R TR E
BEREGRBIAK -, AOEEDRE 4 B 4 "R _FREEE
I T Ry MR IREVTT RS - - BSEFR ZNE—2E Cronbach’s «
B E 93 HfkJESE Cronbach’s a (B .84 ~ LIt & % 4F Cronbach’s
afBfy 85 AEMEEINEE Cronbach’s a{H Ly .84 -

() LIEFRAR
AWFeER ] Farh B2 Cheng (1997)$t ¥ &IBH = FHIRDU T4 Ry TIFFRIA
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H

ST 5~ EERYE

\

B3 HACGETFERES @ EHE 4 3 - BTeERZ g =ER  UREAE
R TEE ) 0Ky "Bk, TAREfL U TARESIDE, WK T A
T ks TERAE o BEIERI - T BRI RINAERE
B o ~ TIEIB RN I TN TE - ) ERZAE—E
14 Cronbach’s a{E/fy .84 °

(MBSt E (b

£ Taormina (1994; 2004)f7$2 Hi 49 4H 4% 1+ & 1k i 4 (organizational
socialization inventory, OSI)tFAY N {Ef&EHE » SR 5 & > /o alk @ 1L.HEfE
(understanding) : T EH CHYA G ~ 44K B EFGITT TAE ~ 2.5 % £ (co-
worker support) @ B N FEZE TEHMBEFR M AN G 8 mE - 387
(understanding) I EIE fy " FRAVEAOIELHL: PR SEBEET - 5 FEFE R
(co-worker support) f# [FI RETH £y T Ho At [5] 75 & F N BV 5 X E B se kT
fE o | o HIERIEESE > & Likert AEERIETHS > —SBTIEE
AEE > A FTrIFEEE - ERZAE—24E: Cronbach’s a By .89 -

(F)BERBAE

AW FER TR R R ER A - MO EERT R, 5 > Mool Tk
Bl - AR R —EREEERAEE DA — R R - AR ER 2
7% ° PR Michaels B2 Spector (1982)HVBERLIHFI &R » MIRHEEHELUR RN
5 BPERIEE > METESL 3 B Bl T IRARE T E S R AR H ATy ER
£ o 5 LU Likert ABEERIFFFET - 1 £ 5 2plFoR TieAAy , ~ TR
Wk, ~ TEEAL, - TETAL, TR, o BE s UREERE
[FIGRE © R NES—ELE Cronbach’s afH Ry 93

(NEHIEIH

AN S EIE A RE R BRTAE IR B BNRE (% > B ERTITEE AR S F e At
PERIARTE] HITE oh i 2 BE 3 Jee Bl b & O B SR VR AETRE (Sosik & Godshalk,
2005) = LA > BIERA (AT fHE(Chao, Walz & Gardner, 1992) ~ IEZ(EIEE
BIGER] ~ BRE ~ fEHSTPHYEE ~ GEHVER « [ERHFR - 2REEFEgY
ZRNELIAE(Ragins & Cotton, 1999) » AFFEHVRISC B A K ZE2RAH - 1EHHI
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Ry R—HrAE - BER] R AR RIALIRA SR - BifER] K IEETER - AfELE
HETHFE ~ BGRE - Fik - 2F - BB 2 OERIZERIZIHE - At
Fe IR RTAE R M IR GE 26 B EM SC Y B EhARR A R Zeil 800 » LUk o is Eo8EIH
HRERHMREIH Z & -

= bR

EHEREHEPIEER - PIRERESERR R 2
HITHEN > Mt MEYE S 2 B FE B - HaT e m 282 B R
s ERATER AITTE - S BE S AR R I E SR - AUT5E RATGESS
HBHE - SEERSEEEFAEEY > DERCHEN » & SHHECEER
[EHTe B - MR RRIIRE N - MRS T T R PR -
FESERRG B EE -

B~ UISEEER

— ~ BRAEARBRIM

AWTFERICZ [ - RRl S BLAE R TT 2 SR - RIERIHY G
sonn B AERFAETTELE A AC ISR 2 S BBV - AWTFEHIL 154 {7
FCHARMEE - RABRESEEZ S ~ A - FEFE AT REE - H
AR SRR SR AT HIFF N MR - TEESCHRR A - BBATACH 108 fir
RIS IR 46 i > AHFEZ R AL PRI LUAMES > (5 70.1% - ZCPER
5 29.9% ; FERERAEAT - BMEA 115 A 4l 747% > 2ZMEHF 39 A {h
25.3% - HELPILLE M R 28 - IR ERCE b fsm 2 Al i > B2
BB EVERCE Ry iR o AW 2 S EEIH 2 P8 - BRAEZE K Pearson FHPEH (%
BEERAFR 3 AR -
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Bl SO I R B B REDIRE ~ BRI - 1L LRI T &

S R I EGEd  EC RS

(—) BT S 78 18 EVRE B R E THRE Z Bl %

% 4-1 BUNMEE ABENE R BB 1% - Bl SOrstiE M i mAs B2 R fE
DHRE(B = 12> p = .15) ~ BRESREB = 13> p = .12) ~ AEMEEE = 03 p
= 72)%F =(E{REIH B RERE > HOEi SOt R B L g R B
B (B = .16 > p = .059) » BEOREN SRR i B Bt & S Ry IE MR %
fRi% 1-1b BB G MR -

* 42 BUNMEE ABENER BB R - Bl S sE B MR i E s el
NACEIER AR B R ¢ BITETHRE(S = -.09 > p = .27) ~ TLESTFFB = .05 0 p
= .54) ~» FEIEPB = -.03 > p = 68)F = (E{SEIHE RERE - Bl SRR
MEBIRCESSRE AR 2205 B /KA » (BEEBGHEE P = -.16 - p = .052) > BURHN
W E s B RS PR S A B IR > (e 1-22 JESB G MR -

%= 4-1
il SO e P e e VRS B AT GE D 2 AR o A
RlifETRE ISR e A= EfEv i i
MI M2 Ml M2 Ml M2 Ml M2

Step 1
BISCHER]  -.00 .03 .04 07 -04 -00 -00 .01
fEBMER -04  -04  -14 -14 .06 06  -05 -.05
Step 2
RS -AE 12 13 16+ .03
R’ 00 .02 .02 03 .00 .03 00 .00
AR? 01 — .02 .02 — .00
F 16 81 116 159 22 136 20 .18
AF 211 — 2.41 3.627 — .13

st 0 LN (RIS =154 5 N (BE2R) = 154 2. P ZHER B EH
3. Tp<.06 *p <.05 **p <.01 ***p <.001
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ST 5~ EERYE

\

Z< 4-2
RIS sE B M B i s B AT (E D AE 2 JEl i 0 AT
RlBETRE TSR [SR=0E5 ey izt
Ml M2 Ml M2 Ml M2 Ml M2

Step 1
SRl -00  -.01 .04 03 -04 -04 -00 -.00
FEBER -04  -04 -.14 -13 .06 06  -05 -.05

Step 2

BlAC- S BT EE -.09 - 167 -.05 -.03
R’ 00 .01 .02 04 .00 00 .00 .00
AR? — 01 — .03 — 00— .00
F 16 51 116 207 22 27 20 .19
AF — 122 -  384F - 38 — .17

af 0 LN (EIS) =154 5 N({E55) = 154 5 2. RIGH 2GR E p1E
3. 1p <.06%p <.05 ¥ p < .01 **%p < 001

(DRI A SHE SRR M ~ TIER3R - HESt g b sE

R 4-3 o (EE ARITENERI RIZERIEIHR - WIFesE REURAT SO TENE
S EE S TARRIAA I RTNI(B = 22 > p <.01) > BIRTACHVRSHENMES
AER S - ERE TIRRBE - SREe 3-1 G - e
AR LAY RA (R B R B - Al S A e 12 7 1 RS S L o 7 K BB TR A i
A7 > ek 2-1 Fe 4-1 RERIL ©

* 44 TEUR > EEARIEMER RZERIEIAE - BRI SRER M SE
B TR AREARTENII(B = -26 > p < .01) > HIFTERFRATATSE
g UM > AR ESE AT TAEZRIR - AR S sB B M i U E
SHVBERLE (8 = -.08 » p = 3DEAHAR L EL(B = .01 > p = 88)EREERE -
R 2-2 e 4-2 B ANRRAL -
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Bl SO I R B B REDIRE ~ BRI - 1L LRI T &

F 43
BAC R it P o 2 VAR B E s B (b 1) ~ TAERIA ~ 4H88 & b2 EEw o i
i AR ) TAEFHR 4H&% b
M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
SRl -.06 -.08 -.12 -.06 -.06 -.06
FEBER -.05 -.05 .10 .10 16 16
Step 2
Bl AC - R e MR -.09 20%* 01
R? 01 .02 01 .06 .02 .02
AR? — 01 — .05 — .00
F .69 84 1.01 3.15% 1.49 99
AF - 1.13 — 7.33%% — 01

if D LN (B0 =154 5 N ($E56) = 154 5 2. RS ZARE0 f1E
3. 1p <.06 *p < .05 *p < .01 **%p < 001

%44
BT S RE M i S B E R iRkt e] ~ T/ERIR ~ 4Hakr b b2 i A
i AR TAEFRIA &S E L
Ml M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
Step 1
EisYa Ll -.06 -.07 -.12 -.13 -.06 -.06
FESBER -.05 -.04 10 12 16 16
Step 2
A -SrE -.08 -26%* 01
R? 01 .02 01 .08 .02 .02
AR? — 01 — 7% — .00
F .69 .80 1.01 4.47%% 149 1.00
AF — 1.02 — 11.24%%* — .02

it o LN (BS) =154 3 N (TE5R) = 154 5 2. FAEh 2GRS p1E
3. Tp <.06 *p <.05 **p < .01 ***p <.001
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ST 5~ EERYE

\

{h ~ 4Sem iR

— ~ WIoeaEReT i

(—) B S SR R B A e M A A AT E D RE TR &

W T 4SS EURAN SC G HE 1 0 A B RTAE D RE TR BVt & <2 1 2 FE Y BH
WA - (FAEGRMNIERARIE - fEERIRIEY - B B PR ESS
8~ BE -~ B ESRE T ARME S o B B SRS RA R
BACEYFL & S FF - A BURAI SO g B s B Bl g AR
HREDHME > LR AR TTLAES ~ 0T E 6 AR (L35
(Wanberg, Welsh & Hezlett, 2003) o AT 4E R B E— B iL g > SR
FREAItE G L FPAR - RTRE AN RS B R KRR A - IR R
JEAE A B A E SBAE (A Bl ACER R a2 > BN 31 Al SC 2 7 2 B o] FE T A (-4
B M EE BRI EL R - PR REE A AVEE - FFEEB AW
PRI Y n] B E YRS

FEAh > BlAC = RBE T SR M B 55 e 2 AT B R M R R (A EOE
A EAREME o LIS EEITE Madlock Bl Kennedy-Lightsey (2010)F %S -
MAFTRE Fy & 1 o6 75 EOE LAV B AI$E 5 [0 - B ACHY S EB I g hiHtE =
KEE - AR EICHVE S EE - BUER RS IR - ReEMBSE -
Rt ES R T MTES ] PREEIRHE A/ INVOIEEERS - (BiEs a2 ElmEts
EHVGRE  BSRAE r E R E e T B M2 7 (Wanberg, Welsh &
Hezlett, 2003) » ZAM Al SCHZ HNETE S FR0 8 B e (B E 5 B2 B AR 2 (& - Rl
LR E SRR e R B A B H R - FalhEC
Z1BHIRE S R RE 1B S S F% -

(DRI SrER B EREIE BB RS ES TIERRA &

AW ZE Bl S HY S rB BV i JEA BLAE SR Y T ERIE A & mIBE A > T
Bl SC A e P LR U AL 5 Y TR RIR A IE BRI A - A ST R E F8
ZAPIEREZWTFE4ER ¢ Torahim £2 Mahmoud (2017)W 5T R AR HUIATE
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Bl S I S B BT GE LD RE ~ BRI ~ 1 e BRI 2 P8

PR R A BLER A IR A = FE IR AR~ AHRCHE > B Ay BB M i ks HI B
R SBTE SR o LA SR 2RI RRN SR S BE 26 TIERIRAY
68l (% > {EL AT SRS MR AR A RS 36 B ~ AR Y LA F R IR A R ]
HRE R - T SsE B EAE BRI S R & w2 -

(SEEERAERZR

ARWSEAE SIRRAHREAEE P (R 3) » BURANIAC B RV RGeS i RS B
Al Z IR RE r = -24 > p < .01 » BURZCMEATC B PP REME A 28 A
RA BRI - AT B L EEEEREMR AR 2T EY
PREEL A %25 =] (relationship-oriented ) Y 28 JEL A - 1 55 M 18 RIFER HLEE H A
ZH 5] (goal-oriented)y & i# 1= (Eagly & Karau, 2002) » 2 MEHY# i w e R
B B3 2 1 (expressive) M1 S 14 (responsive) - 17 55 14 A2 BR HUCA + 2 1%
(dominant) F1 5 B 14 (assertive) J# @ 77 =, (Richmond, McCroskey, Davis &
Koontz, 1980) - = H#E A RIKRE - ELLHIETTE A2 S e G mEAE
HAZER - HNAUSCEN & = 5B RGN R g EAS - 1 B 2R
H RE AR RS - IERE MR - B NESR M S > B a2 A
BRI B EURA FT =2 - RN HA T TheEE -

(TO)EM S HBEE B ST &t

U FE 4 SR EE R BT S A W ek 2 JEUAR P9 S A R s B RNAE D RE ~ 44
A LEAER R - ERRAIMTITAE IR - BT IE R RN AW IT 2 AT A B aFE
AR B » BT S B G R RUE - [ - BIAOIEHEME E
JERG T REs 3.28 » FEAEE Sy 0.38 » (AN SEE B8Ny 2.33 » fEAE
728y 0.45 - De Vries %5 A (2010)[FEEEBRAUAIAGE . CSI EFRH] - MFIhH5T
R T RS EAS E8 Ry 3.35 0 fREER 0.73 » FENSERE
MESEETE Ry 2.42 0 fEAEZE R 0.77 5 [T Bakker-Pieper A1 De Vries (2013)AVH4E
o FE SN SRS HE IR 3.31 0 FEEEE 0.58 0 FESRENENE
A EVRS P8 2.81 » FEAEE 0.68 -

M2 N > ARFEA PR - FEAEE BRI\ - /£ De Vries %
A(2010) 5z Bakker-Pieper B De Vries (2013)AVifZe » F & EAS ST L B
REREEE - [EAR T & AN B TR B SRV B AER - Er S iETRY
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HTS - #ER

ET - BEKEEH O RIS sE B M A - RS B e g A
A eiFES - BERERAOHERNZERT - 2REFREgHHCH
2 o B ANRIEE ST - R ARSI T30 BERBIE S L H S I
ZRNERSCHE MBS o IhAh - ABHFELL Likert HBHERBEIHEREE - ZE
FERBTRERS > (FEERRE BRI SRR ERFEE -

= ErmEEH R

MR ZBEERIT e AR NS IH ] RE g2 THEEIH » AT
Il fi tE A L 28 25 BT 52 B R B E 38 {4 HY = %0 (Chao, Walz, & Gardner,
1992) ~ IEAEIEIEABIGER] ~ BSE ~ FEAHMTHIFE - SRR - 1E50HY
Ty ~ BREE S G EATER R(Ragins & Cotton, 1999) » REFFEAVETISC & R
REBRHE > BB R R —Hr4d - BIAER] AR R DURHIESE - BT GES] R
IEZCATGES] - AIfEESHERTHVER - BfARM ~ ik - 2F - B EECEE
R PZERISEIE - SRR A=Y A RE MR -

AWTFEEERBUR - RlISCR B RS AE AR E e HRitET e E L I &
B - AT RS RS AR B B TR - JCHAERT SR R M
RS R TIFRIR - B nRe R B SCRE e T 245 BB e #94L i
SETTEE T RE (it B BLGE SR TRl S 5 (S {T:(Bakker-Pieper & De Vries, 2013)
T REAE 6 SRR TAE AR A PVRHIEE - Mipe E I E R A LI
FYEREL - AR - AP S sB B M TP AV IR AR B A e - AITRTRE S
BEAE 6 B BT (w15 < B BCE AR B fr B pl 2 H R4 SR (Sollitto: &
Cranmer, 2015) = [Nt > AWTFEEZRAGREALRE RS 1 EE/ET SRS > 2K
(e #EF AL » DI - BB - PRATIR N8 B S T B Y
TAERIRAAENER T 257 EHREhHIE ¢« %45 08 B4 H S EERVRT{E
EET5 > WARMHS T o ZA L G B YRR - SRSk E A B 4F HAE R HYED
TERIEGR - 3. B R g UEE) « (ERIES T MER TIF LV ETF > BEATR
FANFHVIEAC B
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=~ WI5ERRH

B— o RHERICEERD - ZFEEEEAREUCR S - HEMEEHE
PRisEE a2 A T2 AlER R A B B T sEREI R R M AR 8L > K
W ARAE R RIS S b G B ETHE T 5 - B TH R IR R O RE i A
JE > ERR BRI B e n TR AT ST DAERR R SRRl (% -

B AR TEREE - 2 E BNERER T B2t & IR EL
BE o R IE 2 SHEM R 2[R > R ] 2 —f B SE 0] - Ehi (i JEBLE
EEE S AR DRI ST  JEE: -

B= KRR GHEREER - |RERHN - TG A ILEJIAE
F&(common method variance){JRTE » N EAMFEER HECE R ARG AT RE R I
BERMEZ G ~ m A - MREEES > 2006) » BRI 0] DLZ % HoAth
WFFEEaT Bl R EE > RIS AE RN A E AR - AW HIEERIREAN
fEBIEERc A > A2l EHAB RIEE > TEER A E NE A I EE
71 MAESUEE RN SEEAICH 2 AR > IINMEBZRAEHRIES -

VT > WEZEAE DART A 7 i RS B BE ST SR AR ThAE ~ TIERIR - BERE
FR ~ aH&R (LB EIE > R8BS ECRECU LT sE E e T RE 8 4E AT IS
A2 s > TS B HA I RE R B E R (R 2 HAM R Z (I - BiAC4E T
fHEER) -

0 ~ RERHT IR R

AHFe 2B MR SO b A RN - A 2 — s
AN AT T AR SR T Bl AR B SRR BB TE D RE BE S 1T R REIE YR
EHE - L) > Bakker-Pieper 81 De Vries (2013)AUHFFEast Rl @t E L EN
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