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LR TAERE ST RN T A 22 J0 57 (Leslie, Manchester,

& Dahm, 2017), [n] 53— FFEREAE A 005 19 1 £
(M 7%, % EERE, 2013b; Fit-Hg, =MW, 2014), 7F
DR, 2 il 2 7 T 28 G OB PR (B %, B
g, 2013). V&L kB B T RENE S Bh i 41
ISR UTE, T, 2010), SR, ZPE7EIR
) AR AR ) — B AL F Z 0% (Koenig, Eagly,
Mitchell, & Ristikari, 2011), HfITA{ 2 1L 24 72 I

LS FRR I 158 38 15 40 (Hebl, King, Glick, Singletary,

& Kazama, 2007; Houston & Marks, 2003; King,
2008; Morgan, Walker, Hebl, & King, 2013), it JL
PAE O K JR 1 B — A BR 1 L4 N B (Joshi, Son,
& Roh, 2015; Lee, Pitesa, Pillutla, & Thau, 2015;
Ruffle & Shtudiner, 2015), T AEf7 N PFEAr (Heilman
& Chen, 2005). 148 (Bekhouche, Hausmann,
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AR F AT BT FFF @I Lo TR A AT L R T 4%k,

SR T MRV, R R PP R R BRI H

Tyson, & Zahidi, 2015) . ¥ FH(HIA#S, 2011) | HHAE:
455 (Rudman & Glick, 2001)%5 5 1 #F 1 I & 14
ISE W o P S R A 249 T ke N T AR A A A
REZ 2 R I TE R R IRIR 3%, X3 T o tEmy
LA AE

W M A L B T2, R R L
PR TRER . B dH SN T 3R TR 3% 3 3G 1 4
PR TARAL R DG 8 . AR B T R R 255k
T 22 S i L M L DA ] A 2 37 i
4 Joshi, Neely, Emrich, Griffiths # George (2015)
ZER T 35 [ 45 H 22 3 (Academy of Management
Journal)iff 50 A7 KL MM, EIAEIRITFE
A KAt 5L TR FE B /b, F R ) s 4
()RR IF A Mk, oM 0 SUBOTAL 25 R T AE R
T £ 22 B30 B0 F 3K T 55 #: (Joshi, Son, et al.,
2015), 7EFRE, WFFEPERA2EE 3R T AT
BRI R Z R (A, Bz, KE,
2008) . [ A Ay B IR BB ST (PN OF, E KR,
2007). 2P S A . Lot HR A ) A £ B
A= JERAH OGS (B BB, H L, 2012; ¥ 1k, &
HEHE, 20133, b), {HZ/DA WA S a0 fa o % - ai b
PESIB LB AR, LLZ T Iie WA IR 2 5
TR AR, hEREZ R X ik 4 B FE 5

KT U] VR Ay ek 20 e 2 Pk 51 TG ALY
WRHARZ W, KRBTt R TR MR,
W o an el 22 3h A8 B A XS A © 2 B 45 1 Ep
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4 (Little, Mgjor, Hinojosa, & Nelson, 2015; Rudman,
1998), LI M X SEEp A FRAT A R i Ja R o EExt
PEG By AT IV EN A B, Rt By EN R A B
WFoE R F 2GRS 2 —, (HR2 e IER IR PR
DR GMM . BT, RSO MR TR AE,
i HE AT W 58 % wk 2 B 0 B 52 45 SR M 1) 4328
it O 25 2 1 DR T A B SR S LSS R
DL % 52 Wil SR W AR SR s 80 R =2 1) O AR 98 Y R R

VLSO L3 P B3 T ) B 3 ED R B ) B 5k 245

AT G S A AN T REA RN L S L
ST RS ANAR AL RIS % o

2 TMRTMEHSMHENRETERE

A B ENSAH(Socia 1dentity-based Impression
Management) J& B[ 52 45 R ) 1 B 4 B 43, 248
A NN T I3 R T G0 SR W b 5 i At A%
A2 B 40 7 35 1 3 72 (Roberts, 2005), 4 51 &
53 A58 P 3 30 DAL RS L, R L T A X
BB HEATEN R, LM B ED 4 A B
RASTE TR, L5 T THIREM AR A C
Lt B Oy I WL AT AL ED G, R B A BN
5% JC B AR 1Y R i fth A 5 19 3 72 (Roberts, 2005;
Little et al., 2015), #h2x B {3 BN A B HH OCHIE 5T

R T Ao 073 B SR B DR A8 BRG0S0 2K

B e 0/ 55 0% B 0 K R 2 TS I Ak 3R s i
VAT B O B 5 SRR [X 43 5 % (Roberts, 2005) .
TEZCPE B T HIBFSE T, Little 45 A (2015) 5% FH ik
MG TR R TE BB AN A S
EN S FIAT R o 0 Little 25 A B9BFSY, A S04
R B R NG, WLt R TR B NG
AT 3 S Ak 2 T A SR AR [X 43 S ek
PR, HARMS, Lotk i TS uss sk
W AR D 5 IR oM B A IR R, i

P 53T AR AR X SR W 2 4 5 3 2 e 1 AR e o

T A7 2 B A0 P AR 01 s — A 84 S8 Jon 1 T )
X (Roberts, 2005), i T ENRAE IR, EIE
BT g2 A B IR M e 0 E R Y (Roberts, 2005),

LA SCAZ IR L R R AT N R A BN Z,

BUEA R R TEIGAE B, AFEB. R
AR ST SRR N AN B [, 45 2 M X 51
B3 B ENRAS B S R B
21 HTMRIMASEEmLRE

ITEARZ W PR e B Lo e R s .

YEAT . T 2L B B 0 48 P45 )y T 55 b 2
R TR 55 PR T, X LB AT S sl R IEL T LUA
R BRI S B AR IR A S TR RE (LR R

(VR . Wl T R
P, SiEdad Tt IR, kBRI Ak IR
i(Rafali, Dutton, Harquail, & Mackie-Lewis, 1997),,
(QTAEFT A EfEmIA T R ARE L
(Self-promotion) i) 5 i > Jig 8L A C 1Y 52 4 ik ) F1
BURE, LAY s AL (Rudman, 1998)., 1 H K H
FEX PSR A T REST . MU RE S ATy,
— P A BT . QST T X L
PR E N —RII R RN, THIFE SRR
105 55 PR AR5 35 A ALY BE B M (Agentic) 4T, L
%36 X W AT M (Gardiner & Tiggemann, 1999;
Livingston, Rosette, & Washington, 2012) . {145 %
li] ()45 47 M (Lana) & Hollenbeck, 2015; #1545,
Bk, 2KHDF, 2006). 17 L 5007 (RIME %l
FRAFZ A N) (Wiley & Eskilson, 1982) A K 5
BRSNS 52 84T FG 25 B 3847 4 (Boundary  Spanning
Behaviors) (Lanaj & Hollenbeck, 2015)% ., (4)& 1y
G . AR R TR X R &
24 . 28 S0 R E R, TTRESEL
BB (R A ORI, AR
i A SCHE H M2 Z A 1 ) i 3 3R 47 &
A3 T 4 (W e 7 Sy 42 10 BB 2 3K — B A N SRR R
ANELHR) (Ladge, Clair, & Greenberg, 2012; Little
et al., 2015) i LA L IRl LA, Zofk 6 T.2x
TEANREE . TAR T . A0S M By 48 2 Y
AT GBS IR, LIRS AT BE Y1
lISE
22 HTMRTHIRREX DK

BRT i Lok B 16 R A 2 T I
ARG Z A, Lotk Bt TR 25 R G i3 Lot B FR
W SRR IX A W, AL (R W L PE AR AR
ST B AT A ] Bk 3% B L 0 B RRUR R B R AT
o VAR ST A BT 42 51 9 X 2 BN G2 A 3 A T ol ki 3R
BRI NN E T E ] 3 3 IO BE DA SN S o W
By 45 B YA 5 T

(LAY I : BiSCHR I ot S
594 L PR BT ) 5 PEAL R R UG, R B A Lotk
23R Pl 2o AR I 2640 Sk 300 A At AR 3 1% Z A Ep
G, BN, 2o R I 2 ) 0 T A T DR Al A
MR HEE A . APRBURE . RIAEIRE LG Lk Fr
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B, A8 Ta R AL B SR8 (Von Baeyer,
Sherk, & Zanna, 1981). (2)i4:3 JXA% J5 i : 5
TS RAER . WA | E | %54 (Guadagno &
Cialdini, 2007)5 3k (Rudman, 1998)% 4 Ak
AN, R R AT KA, AR
35 5 (Carli, 1990); LUK & ML IR TR 5478,
WA . RSk o ATIUR L P Ak B R A R T i 4
%:(Von Baeyer et al., 1981), ()M SF A . &«
PRSI 22 2R F I £ P AL 400 AU AL 435 56 2 5 )
#4047 (Chapman, 1975), A BR S () if B 3228
4915 XM (Anderson, Lievens, van Dam, & Born,
2006; 4%, T EH W, 2013) L)L K {fi F 4R B AL
(BIV . 38 5k 4 5 2 Jily A T 45 24 D o 52 i )
(Wiley & Eskilson, 1982), IL4bh, A —ifsrLtk
SRR AL G 55 VR e A 1 R RAE BT R G B B
C ML R X (Bly, 1995), B AL L4 1l 491
T H WA R B 5 A 0 A W e 4 XL
&, R R L R R O (I, BN,
W, 2012), (H) B E BT . WL A T
G R BV 2 A W A T N B U B 4y N i P
B T3 43 Lok s 4 0 A SR A B ol B SR B Y, iR
A — 57 2 e S BB 4 o B 5% B 0y (BE LB SR
B 0y ol T 2R B 2R B A RO B 0 22 1) S i)
IR I EIOLIE 4 4 X (Ladge et dl., 2012),

Wt DL ST LA, A B T
ST AR S | S R R
BB ER MG, DL A b N B 200 D G2 5 R &
PR T 14 D0 057 28 07 X P S A0 . T T 3 2
U 0 SR s D 2 L2, 5553 1 AR 2 P B A3 1) TR 2R 8 o Xof
P S AR o 3 P A S 1 SR s 5 3 B A 23 AR 4 2
g I3 — ) {8, AR SC I B T 56 F 4tk R T AT
FFRIE M AGES . Bl & LS A ARk
B8] C R IR 2518

3 ZMARAIMIIGHENKEEREN

PVES

T TR, S B 20 SUR O & HE At B TAR
FH I G HEAE T 38k o s /0 B 1 M s ) 2
P T3 R R RISZ I D& Lo B T %R B
Al b ED G 45 PR W A R AR A N IA W], TR
) BRI BT 245 T MR A 48 o AR 1,
1928 % 15 $95 (Expectancy Violation Theory) il
{7 45 AE B 6 (Status Characteristics Theory) 3z £ 4

PR PN IR BN G . BT 55 PR I (k2 T I
fbFEm); tH, fff— 3 F 8 (Role Congruity
Theory)TA S 2 P4 I 322 IR 14 51 Zi A B 5 3= B0 4
MR T (FRAR X 43 5% ) (Eagly & Karau, 2002).
LR RS HEAT 2 T — L SERr s iy 34, BN A
R IR G A REAT BURSZ I, A TR .
31 HEBEEBURENER

KT A MR B 23 PRI WAL S 280, &
TS A S AL T/ 6 — BOES W BFRAS
MR W, TR ETERMIR NS, L
FI A5 M N 2 AR BN 0 B AAAT A R TR
R A4 (Eagly & Karau, 1991; Jussim, Coleman,
& Lerch, 1987; Rudman & Glick, 1999), i ff {6 —
I MIA Ry Lotk B B N ZIAR BN S o &
& 5 Bt (Koenig et al., 2011; Livingston et al.,
2012), I8 2 b A\ X A 4E T (Eagly & Carli,
2007; Heilman, Wallen, Fuchs, & Tamkins, 2004),
R R A3 A9 K B T 44 2 -5 W6 Ak 3R ek 1) BRUA 33%
B, F—Ha I R T X — R W TS AR .
311 #HLBEBULRKAITRRER

— S SERF ST A5 10 SR T I ER i T LA 1
R, RIS TS WA SR I TT LAY Bl Lo vk B AR
RIEETMN . FE2B A RIS A Afmik.
AN I, R RN Ttk s, AREE
X P 20 A BN R IH 2y B A AL RO AT A, T LA R
B AT 55 52 IURE 11 PE Al (Rudman, 1998)., 52 —
BUR S, X FATAT A R RS B 2 R R, AR
T AR 1 G 2 LUAR 3R L M A 1 2 AT A% 32 T T 5
RYERETE 4 (Thurston, Lennon, & Clayton, 1990).,
RO K RS 7, R, otk
B2 A — 2 3 TR PN P B A R T R Y T
HE 1t 2 8] & IF [7] )¢ & (Forsythe, Drake, & Cox,
1985); A EFAIY, FE LMW LR Z RN T
PEARAT B Lo, B R LUE S o AT
“hj(Task-related Behaviors)Fl-5 [ BA &M A 51 317 5
47 R (Boundary Spanning Behaviors) iy 4,
L 55 1 T A5 B 1 R A R4S S AT BA v 1 4 (Lang)
& Hollenbeck, 2015), 7EA> Ak 7y i, A2 4
AR TAERCR . BES ) TAER B sl /D B 5 2
2 M R BB A R 50 B ) 8, IO 2 A
e AR E, HEREIRARm g . X2k
IR T 55T % R g5 A % (Little et al.,
2015).,
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312 #EBIEELREEAERER

LIRS R T AR 0 BN S A B e A
TG LR R I B AVE L, B S Sk T A (—
HHEIE BTN R, R S e L R g
—— 55 b L MR BT R B P, B R T R A
VL, SR, XD & R i A ) 52
M, — ZRFNWFGE LI T b2 P W5 Ak 5w X TR
PR R T R E R . VAN T, AT A MR
I3, B IRE XA 2R ED 5 T 2550 5 1y
170, BARTTRES BB m AT 55 58 L AE 71174l
E 2 AR AL A W 5 | 1y At se B e AN, B 200
/b J&é F AT B4 (Phelan, Moss-Racusin, & Rudman,
2008), FETAEH, 2otk 5 T8 FHRLR . gl 45 Ep
SRR oA LRI DK, i B P A X
BESRHE R S B IRE, SR Sk
T4 (Bolino & Turnley, 2003), 245G # 4520
AR AT 2l B fum e . BN, T
i % A1 O A A AE e — 450 ) % ol TR
B T A Ll A ) B A R B AT R,
R 2 P A 45 e B AU X R AT o S
FEAXT LRI AR — 3, O L TS A R
RGN PR ITAN, 5 22 A I 5 M 3 fi
FH& AN 1 H1REFRAS 07 5 19 4 B AL RE PEAN (Wiley
& Eskilson, 1982). Z&{Blft, M RESN AT A (Bh
R BB PR AT ) B 2o M 405 3 2 52 3 i A
H G536 PEFRAF 5017 4 B9 75 51 (Dominance Penalty)
(Rudman, Moss-Racusin, Phelan, & Nauts, 2012).,

ZE ERTARTT LA, B IF o R B 54
P B 0 156 28 1) Ak 2 TS I A SR s T A ke 17 B A
BB PR TS T 55 58 BUAH G RE ) 19 P4k 45
Jrid, BT T A KT v RE Sh M B PEAY, AT
LS AN T v BEVE . L2 L EE (L R
HTH AR A R B RIS T Al A Lo AR A58
E)r BRI ITANY, BRI T f A Lo vk AR A
SN I S NTT(T) < (A 9 2E I it R e S DO S W )
FEM
32 FAMXDREEHIMR

St SRR R, X TR X 43R
W RROR, TR BRI RO 5T A R — BB &5
o HTMO—BBEBHIRIAN, TSRS
PEf A S5 8 A A9 IA AT (Von Baeyer et
al., 1981); 1%L T HUALRFAE B BTN, 3R
PR Lo MR R EDIE T 2o N B e sh b st 3 4

R ZIMR En 4, 2375 3 17 1 1T # (Berger, Cohen,
& Zelditch Jr, 1972), X PP WL s RS2 1 — LA
EMIVBES
321 MMXDEMEAIFRBR

AR R I T R X 43 S W BRI
W LPETEREE . IR M A IR SR S AT O TR
Wik, AL MAE R AR E S AT ST
A 3 L M R SRR R A, 2 T AT S
B4 (Von Baeyer et al., 1981), i [ i F2 B 53
PEACFN AR ESEA A, flan. RINAHA BE
HARTAER D), WAERZIMEMERNE N —S 1
2 P B AR 2 (Rudman & Glick, 2001);
WAL, Lo PEfEPUAT A B, 2 Re RE i B e
LTI T X RIS A T AR, 23T
JE B AT Ay [l 7 (f511 2 » RO R i S5 72R) (Atwate,
Carey, & Waldman, 2001; Brett, Atwater, & Waldman,
2005).,
322 MK HEEEAHRBR

A FFAE RS I . AN AR S B &
Al AR AS A 1 b 7 2R, T S e SO IR
Sl B R A Ak T AT A Y BT (e M) AR T T
e M7 B 53T (A B A ) 2 Wl A T SEAIR A S AU
(Berger et d., 1972; Berger, Norman, Balkwell, & Smith,
1992; Powell & Greenhaus, 2010), —Y6fiff5% % 4
T HL AR AR IS LR, R I LRI L Lo PR
Ipiay) 1D K (NGO i = W A R AR B (A v e
(Rudman & Glick, 1999; Rudman et a., 2012), £
RIERIL R R B, A5 BRI 5%
JHIFEH (Rudman & Glick, 1999), Itz 4b, RiSC
WARR], Lo T 2826 e (1 53 VAL 7 B 5 i i
FHR AT BEVE Z 8] & T 1) OC &, WAl 2 Bt ot 51 T
G RV, W SRR i % I ] e (Forsythe
et a., 1985),

A b m AT LLE Y, SR L R BT AR
e DX 53 W 2 by P R SR AR D T ) AR BE A
B AT 55 2R BUAR DG BE 7 (st J2 B 3l 1 7y 1o 19 1
WPEAT, DA IR 55 FH 04 7T BE M AN GRU R AL RE PPN o
4 MHSHREINREERESRKEIAR

Z B X ZRIBATREER

i RS AT LA, s 5 Lot By i

FR B A 2 P A R S AR 5 9 2 e ) B X
IR, AR L P HR M e A AR, s A )
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R, AREEe SR A G- BEe AN R T
BRSSO IE FIS F & Z AL . SR S B
WU A B AT JE R, FC00RE i 5 sl ok
TEA F0 AR (A1 A 3 P R AS [R] 1Y) 8% 42 e A 5 i
A ook AL 2 P umE AL SR 3B 8 ZIMR EN 5
Sk g sh M M IE PP, (R 23 R SRR 1 £
[ P74y (Rudman, 1998; Phelan et al., 2008); %4
A o PR AR X 43 50 Wk It 7 221 i ) 5 2 SR 4R 1
PR, HasskneshtEn fumEiF (Von Bagyer
et al., 1981; Rudman & Glick, 1999),

[RGB 331 B3 45 B G A8 B SR M TR ) T
R R R, BT T ALY i B E e st
SRR, DL R T 3 1 S 20 B 2 Y
5. WRTAEY i aeshd:, IB4th o ung
IR A T 2otk B T & R, s TS T
T fp- B AP, T RRURR X 43 5 W g S ] T Lot Bt
TR0 R R o) —J7 I, TAES 5 204
EN G, ook B3 TR 204 B0 42 A e At R B
Ja . BT, AN TAESI A RE . P
M B G2 5 555 R B S R S T THT RS T ot B T
B0 B G 45 BROR WG 5 Lot B3 TARAS PF M .
KBS ZECRTT R E,

41 BEXIEHMRENESR

A W5 & B A 5 42 R (AR ED 2 i
AR BB TAES I 2, 3 8] 55 A 2 e
A7 55 P 04 Ak 2 T 6 A 3 s A 1 I 1 ks 30 R
YRR, R 47 Be sl itk (200 ED e rb 9 53 Pk A0 R J5)
B TAES 2, W% 2 (Rudman & Glick, 1999;
Amanatullah & Morris, 2010; Amanatullah & Tinsley,
2013). fRi, MAMFRCFEMHTEE, AKX
A7 M )RR AT R 195 15 S e T4 37 BT A 4 g 3
MR

BRmiE, Ltibr i fi g E Lot 4
Mt BRI AR N B L Al TAR KA (. )
A ECF B0 RE SRR AR B B, SRAE & RS
4 Ak, 3R Wi 2 30 11 8 B Mk R AT 1) 2 o g T 25 A5
TR A 23 fEE A (Rudman & Glick, 1999), It
Gh, R EMAAERAE R B, kAR F 257
TRGE T N G 2 PE R SR AR MR JE RE Bk . AR
L PEAERM AR 2, AT 4 o P 1Y BE B v
AR PERFTR A SRR, WAATIR G Lot SR
o B, M ERFEMAF S SRAR, Lk
SR WA 25 -3 5 Ak SR e 3 B 4 A T AT Sy (RE B

TR B —R), £56 i sch AT Lo MR sh ik
W A, I 2375 208 R R A 25 8 i A%
A C MR S 5IRAR, SRIURIRE R+ 2 B E
b 5K e (R BRAR AT ) U5 S T 3 s i AT TN 2
PESERPE R IR 47, s8OS RO (BN . 2R Rk
J5) (Amanatullah & Morris, 2010; Amanatullah
& Tinsley, 2013),

42 BEMBIRMENREBEFHEZR

5 RBT ARG rw s i B Z A, 7205
I R R 7 AR B e TAE S5 B v ) 2 A BN 5 B R
5. MRS, WAFRER, M TIEY AR
SR S AR D G B, ZoPk B TRk BRI Z Al B g
PP 23 PRI R AL B W 23 77 AR T AR S R, i R
7 LSRR PR IX 43 Sk, AR T2tk T
AYHRAD % J'E (Rudman, 1998; Rudman & Glick, 2001;
Carli, 1990; Livingston et al., 2012) , X 25845 75 4t
ARAE WA TR EER: THEERE LR
THHHMEK.

421 FNhERE

N FE R E %, LIl Fammi
AR 23 B 4 v e T AR S o 9 1 ) 20 A B 2 R 5
PRI 23 9715 2o P vk 331 B 4 B0 248 ISR M 5 TP M0 &85
RZENMXR,

TESNHL T, PEE RSPl Lt B &
AL (M 2 BEE WA AL SR M) 5 IF AN 45 2R 2 ) YOG 3R
(Rudman, 1998) . BKTF, WIARIFAFHRA 4
1% # 3 ¥ (Outcome-dependent), EJJ i % > A9
IR G Lot B TR A 58 AR5 A G, TRt o
FOMSGHESE R, AR LT PPN E s BB L
PRI G ESZIMNE —3K, SW RN
B A REEIT NS T IEE T, DRI
F 1 K5 4 3 BL (Accuracy-motivated), Bl 7 28 )
MERNS H O ERA AR, stk EL
PERRIE T HZIMEN L —5, Basx kR
LB AR A R EALAT T LIS .

AT, MY A ARZIMR IS B A
i A AN B RGeS, ot R ARPENY)
A s AT % 3 B RE Bl M AR BT 2 P % K )
(Rudman & Glick, 2001). Ibak, MAIME S o
Mo P4 2 X6 2 R RE B AT M A I, RIS ITANY
TN R Lo MR . 5 M 7 v 2 BT 2 SR
PN, TR 2 AT 2% 2 1 A i 3 P AR AR R
11 MR ¥ 2 % (Rudman et al., 2012),
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Brutz 4h, PR E SRR TR T
PR 51 B 4 B 4 45 B SR B 5 PP AR 25 R Z Il 6 R
(Carli, 1990). MIFALH L tErt, MATH 455 8
ZAr e AT B AL I GR HIE XA, T
MPPALE N B R, T S sz B T
PR R B GRERTE A T8 7 XA ) o X 2 A 53 A
St AL S M BAR, PRI A B R ) 2R EI 4
WO IR IR 118 5 WS BT & Lo MR A 23 1l
DE; Y G )RR A 2 A G L PR, 2 B
G EG, R 9 3 00 1 T RS ELR R I 1 0 X
FE AT o
422 THRTHHIE

BT R EREZAN, TR T A S —L®
AL, IR, SR Lo M B B A B
g SHARZ BN E R, BN HESREAS
PR R I BB AT Ry (RE S PEAT iy — b,
J& F ZIMEN G o ) B M Ak AT o) i AR S AR AT R
I} 2338 F 4% (Backlash), fH &M A ##Eak 1 A
PGB R GR T A M R HCH . X
T FOME 50 P AR 2B ED A8 BAE 2SR, B
MR N 8 T SO R R 22 A B 4 v 3
BRAER, PRI 20 B G2 rpox At AT i 24 SR G A0,
X BT T I ED AT N (S T
4 Ak 5 ) Y 32 A2 BE T 5 (Livingston et al., 2012).,
43 EHiiFTHHEE

W T A 5 A 3 o 1) A - R4 D30 220 A D 52 5

SRR R 24, AW A It R T
SEEEAE 40 1F & (Mindfulness), 7T Lk kb £z 1
51T 500 B 9 B 52 5 B O W A 5 — T P R R
M, —IOCF R S H E SR R, B
B 55 P Ak 0 S XU, SR FH S JXURS 354 7 3
PEOHE 2 PR A AL SRS ) Y Lo e S 3, R A A
KRS, B2 BTN AN E L
AT XRS5 PR AR P XU i 7 T M AR
RN, B B EAR B, &k
PR AR T LI, R RN I R T KUK A Rk
T R AS R (K awakami, White, & Langer, 2000).
4.4 INgs

Zg ERTR, Lot B TE X B ) A ER 4
HFIWFSE A9 B TR D22 8 0 06 T, i AU i
FERAS T Al R . T 1SS T R AR R A
KA F R EN R AT BEGE . IIE el LA
2R BT S B 0 B G A B SR s AU A 2
i e LW N R i 1 A o RSP e S
AR, RO PR B A AR AL I 45 AR i 505
B, TR, Lotk BT A4 A B R W AR R 2
HEA KT [ O BE 3l AR O 0 DT (B I [ s
I LA 5 5 AR ), AL I SR FH R Al 5
WP T AR 5 O 4 58 2 Ml & 4R AR M, DA JCT
Ve S SN ZIMR ED R R 55 o X4 TR 3 5 i
AR B ) 220 A B R AR B, SR R AR IX 43 3R
WS RIS L MR TR A 5 B2, Y TAEY S

RIBBCRIE TR
TG sE PRSI R Hipts
= RAMERIRHE | | TP bl WIRZIREIR . £ » EKYF
= PRAE S T B TARRAE: Rk
it B TR S B BN SR LTRGBS B IR SRR
SRR BUR X 55k HVE

ShFE: B
THEATH: BREAE
TR HIELEATH
HEEREMRARTH . 176
TR BRI A
B E B fRA/FER B FE
BARZER)

SRR LR
WERM: IEFTHN. W
HE BN &, GERK. K
BT S K%

PRI RRRHTT
iR, RERMESME, 6
RS . AL BR K
#

SHHER: B HBREE SR
(W21535%)

RESIHE: AR5 SR . BOLER
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How do female employees conduct gender identity-based
impression management?

WANG Haizhen; MEI Xiaofeng; WEI Xuhua
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Female employees' gender identity-based impression management refers to the process of female
employees influencing others in order to reverse the prejudiced views of their gender identity. Gender
identity-based impression management includes social recategorization strategy and positive distinctiveness
strategy. The former intends to reduce the stereotypical connections with a female identity, and the latter
aims at stressing the positive meaning of the female identity. Both strategies produce distinctive effects on
evaluation, career development and personal well-being of females. We summarize that variables reflecting
workplace gender preference or stereotype strength moderate the effects of the aforementioned strategies.
Future research should continue to explore how to reduce the impact of gender discrimination against female
employees from the perspectives of gender identity-based impression management and organizational
interventions, especially within the Chinese culture.

Key words: female employees; gender discrimination; stereotype; impression management; gender identity



