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(Mathieu, Maynard, Rapp, & Gilson, 2008; Gupta,
Huang, & Niranjan, 2010; Morgeson, DeRue, &
Karam, 2010), i FTBAJEFE P AT BA A 5% 47 5% |
FEAE NSRRI 22 S s S EW . BB e
INFIEEAE N B ST AR (2200 B R T8 B /N
#4(Lau & Murnighan, 1998), A ., M BAix—3E
TE A AFAE L AT BA X — i B 2 T F) A 7 B Ry LS
HSE I E AT R BT, BiE 2= %+
BA B BIF 58 3 (B /D =, SR IE RS, S,
2012; fJ07R, WOEH,, Bk#A)¥, k7, 2015; Lau
& Murnighan, 2005; Meyer & Glenz, 2013), T
BABIFFE A 1 AT BABIF 9 104 S 252 47 e

# H 2538 K 1) 2 HE A B BRI (5 B L i Ik )
ZF, THIBNFETERA t T H A 3l id o 24
ZilN: NG Sy SR C Vi S =¥ (NP R ZI 1N
PR AFTE 20 A1 BN 3 2 o Al ok 1) R B 1 4 A A7 A
GrE, — B2 T A BA R A Y 22 S os 3
2F 217 M LU = % (Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003,
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Lau & Murnighan, 2005) ., = 71 BA A& 71 (Gong,
Kim, Lee, & Zhu, 2013)554 FI| T A1 BAi2 17 1Y FR A%
fEH (Lau & Murnighan, 2005; Rink & Jehn, 2010),
T b 2% 35 T DA - FAT BA 2 PRI 1 =2 ] B 1) 22
RV T 45 P A SR IH AR e (Bell, Villado, Lukasik,
Belau, & Briggs, 2011; Guillaume, Brodbeck, & Riketta,
2012; van Dijk, van Engen, & van Knippenberg,
2012; Shemla, Meyer, Greer, & Jehn, 2016), L0
5 5k 41 A #h %€ (van K nippenberg, Dawson, West, &
Homan, 2011) , Z I A23 7= A 3 SEAR S WL,
BT A 5 LA 9 22 5 (van Dijk & van Engen,
2013), F 5 B T AL (035 T T K 1 2 5
S A AR A ] B - 1 BAAFAEAS [ B S0 s AT AR
BEUR, RUPR A BA B B BN R L (5 Eom T 55X
A5 1 S T M AR E A B R 5 4% 2 47 2 (Gibson
& Vermeulen, 2003), i 5 T4t 2 A [R5 Y 22 35
DA 4 A1 BA B ) 53 Sk AT BARS, AT BA B B2 E
A BA A DA TR 8% Eb 78 3K T BA 5 (Lau & Murnighan,
1998), MM Az £ i S FN i

ARSI R F BT BABE 237 SR BN 0 R 25 2 3L
7 T 5% i (van knippenberg, De Dreu, & Homan,
2004), A E T BT AL A 1E SRR H A2 15 SRR
TERPET o AT AIBAZ B0 56 RaX GBS R 2 ol
B, YFHEAZ R EER R, W22 A~
1 B )2 2147 2 LA e B2 B AR A Rl A AT 4
B AEH (Rico, Sanchez-Manzanares, Antino, & Lau,
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2012), {HRE Y FRIBNZ MRS RN 25 %
L5 W A (Polzer, 2004), PRI IR A % 5844
o] P 28 % B R A0 T g1 1A BA Y R A
HEAEEZ L,

AR B AT T HI BN A SE H 2558 3%, H2
XiF - A BB AR FH 19 02 0y =2 R HL TR A 1 FH 1Y)
2 FBLH R AR RAIRAR B = (BN =, 5k,
2011), T 42T 4R B 58 Ak 7 AT BA 25 b FL 1 55 i
Uit 14 38 A R S IR AL RE 1 fe R Ak o IR I AR S A 25
o A 3 AT BA ™ A B A T AR A 1 B
5 S T 3 R 3 S g PR 38 R LR Y ek AR R
T WA St o) 38— A1 AR B P 9 5 L

2 TFHENFIEAERMRER

TEH A A, HNERE Zoufb i 5 1 45
B, PRI T A A Jo P Bz A A T 2R
ik T TR PP B 53 A% o) A Ah 2 57
itk S, HENHSEFEE . A A
5 A B S PRSI N, AT A i B S 1 2
JH IR, I BRI B 28 42 TE I Hh o AT A

E| 1 24 (Lau & Murnighan, 1998), #4135 3.,

TP BA S AE W 43 (19 7 3¢ T AT BA B 53 AR 478 Lk R
T A & T B — B B30 R TR X (5 B R 4E
2015; Carton & Cummings, 2012; Gratton, Voigt, &
Erickson, 2011), i i3 ol it 45 4 2 X 43 AN [7] =~ 1T BA
G 2 B REBR A A R E, B LU R A
] A (LSS A S5 JB 1 7T T2 8 P 36 1A €] (i dentity -
based) 1Y) 1 F1BA, SR 15 B 5 IR % 54 00 22 =M
T A 1) 2 T 9 U (resource-based) 1 1 M1 B, 1A
Ko F 5 4F BB T4 R 7 5K A A [ 1 FE B A9
3 F J1 K (knowl edge-based) [ T 41 BA (Carton &
Cummings, 2012), b4k, H%E KI5 Z (88
S b PR B R R . LRI G & T
— Fl 52 T {37 & (location-based) i) Bt %1 %5 (Cramton
& Hinds, 2004), i 7 A= (4 oz # #95 P BA 152 3
FHEANTH) 1 (Polzer, Crisp, Jarvenpaa, & Kim,
2006).,

14 B BN 53 2 F) T 5 A [ T BAAE B —
55 1% T T 11 A B % 5 e, T AS [R] 9 B 5 400 £ A
23 5% i B X A BAAE A 5 A 3R (Bezrukova, Jehn,
Zanutto, & Thatcher, 2009) ., #t {5 &0 T 08 £ 1M 75,
HAROCHIF 58 3 3522 A I BAAHE S 1 FRAR 5% T 1) )
BEA T, A A Z R R AR B T AT LR

BAEBN RZ Uil . & AR LG, M
i T Ak DL (] R0 oy B LA B B v DR O T R ) J i
(Tegarden, Tegarden, & Sheetz, 2009). #4432
PA U2 DT BT BA AR SR R FE P A, A F
1 BAKs P BN 4350 )l A B 57 43 FF /N LR, AT
25| T A BA 22 18 1) g DL i3 2 1 38 02 P 28 (van
Knippenberg et al., 2011), 7= 3T M Z54 1 )2 1 ok
F 1 BN A AE XS B BA S AT R B ), R 25
B AT LR A F 251 & B AS IR 0 3 i X
I3 A
21 FHBBIRRRIER

FHE AU G B BS AT S A . B
FNT BN R, — L2300 K K W
TR WL A1 B 43510 T B 53 5 At AT BA K 5% 1
PR, H R e A5 R BT B BA P AR 5L B i — 2
=2 %% 5 (Meyer, Shemla, Li, & Wegge, 2015),
Carton I Cummings (2012)t,3A > i 54 58 i e 2%
T FET A P A A L TR A T BA PR A T R Y
TRy IL=E A, [R5 A B AT LA+ 2 S
(1) 8 K ¥E U (Thatcher & Patel, 2012), i1 BAAE
B8 253 5L T —Fh T J8 8%, i3 A S I B RT i e
A Fv s Sy v 55 A MR SZ 15 3] (Gilbson & Vermeulen,
2003), R N FRIBNZMKE, 15 BAAEES,
FE WA TR ) F B AR & B, PR BA R AT BB iR 1R B
I H R Ry TR SR Y — & 23 (Phillips & Loyd, 2006;
Rink & Jehn, 2010), Bezrukova #1 Uparna (2009)
NN AN ) B B 22 (0] 1 25 55 2 45 AT BA s R B 22 1))
W, B2, FRIBNEAETE 4 P A IE 177 R i AR
WAE R FZRMNRE RN . BT Biriis
LA B R) B 355y e R B
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AN T B FT BART AR A i 22 = 0 A0 A R0
Bk ST TS5, i H X F 22 T Ak i W s nT LASOR
TR B TA T RE O RN A B 1 77 1 A8 (Bezrukova
& Uparna, 2009), Lban{s 2 A4 4 BT TR i+
BN Sl % 114k . XS [R) AR R 1 S v A T e
I Z& WY TR BE 43 17 >R 42 5 15 EA B 2 1 (Cooper,
Patel, & Thatcher, 2014)., 4741 BA 25 T15 B ¥
TR B 25 5 T W 0 109 5 05 280 7 PR BARSE, ] LA BE 4 s
FE AL AT BN AT B IR R 4 A6, RER{E B 5T FIBA
4y 25 Bk & (Bezrukova et al., 2009; Bezrukova,
Thatcher, Jehn, & Spfel, 2012), i H. YA [6] it 5141
BAICA B, AT BATE AT B8 1HE A5 B I 5 il e 3R
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By — 4> (Phillips & Loyd, 2006; Rink & Jehn,
2010), [mlB L E S F B 2R 1 B S, T

P B B3 BT 23k A & WA (Nishii & Goncalo,

2008). ULAb, MG B A i LI 4R e A1) i ) (Kim
et al., 2013), H. T4 ALl o3 A i) 4 e o SR
Tl 58 By 5 A 7K - (Tegarden et al., 2009).,
212 F|TF BFREIEK

T P BA A AE R 08 A 1) T AT BA H AR 0934 1%,
—J7 T i T AT BA 2 B T BA B 7 982 I 22 TRTFE A
[, B HITR AR — R a2 5 S BORE )
/NBE(K (Carton & Cummings, 2012), E R T 52
PRAL R A4 FT BN B AR, 2345 R[5 B BA Z [0 46 A
24 3] (Srivastava, Bartol, & Locke, 2006), J&H &
2 A AR AR 5 % fi TR A5 TR 1 A 1R R - AT A
BF, B 25 4R 3 3K Ff 2 2) 47 4 19 38 31 (Gibson &
Vermeulen, 2003), 3 5t fif 15 [ A B 5% 78 HITH 7 g
SRR, EEeBREN R B, 5 —0
T8 1 - BA A % =X 25 S2 30 B A5 1 e 43 b 24~
BAPATEE A H, B M E—FHANE&L T
FCRERT, FHIZ T BA 25 58 WL B 1 A 55 B BE
AT ARG U %) i SR LR S 0K, i anAE &b
LA B ERAE (AT S5, LR e L R R R
1155 (Meyer et al., 2015), — &6 [ fA ] G b H: Al
F 1 B\ # 4 1& (Bezrukova, Roseman, & Phebus,
2005; Bezrukova et al., 2009), [ BA i3 Fh 4% fig
AR 2T 4 TR/ER, WTRURELH B
o S A R AR ELT AR, DRI P A R s
FHIEAAZ AT 55 09 F A BA 25 58 1A 55
213 [REIMEME

T B BN BT 3K 2 A A ) £ 550 0 B0 4 0 7 A
(Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003), — J7 1 L2 A BA
AP FEAL R 5L, T BA B 5% TR AR 2 T AT BA P AR
B, HAR T 5004738 i 5 # 22 #e {5 B (Carton &
Cummings, 2012), [ 5 F BA 0477 45 7 11 BA
PRI B 3 B 5 L — A /NEE IR, Xt B B T
9@ B AR AR S AN R R 3R, 2 T
BEIRA- o 1 53— 5, E SR R A R A0 AR
AW A EEEREAC WM, FhETA
BAH, k53 B A5 At AT TR A R 43 =2 At AT 0 A
/0 S HFI HLEL# ) (Crott & Werner, 1994) .
M, B R Fak DL RS AT AT A0 W0 A 4R 0
J 37 #4795 %5 (Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003; Nishii &
Goncalo, 2008), i Oy B Sl 5 ] Sy 4 A~ A A A

T WL Y E % (Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003),
22 FHEBEHERF M

T BN A A TE L 22 25 A BAGZ 4771 2K 1 22 TH R
R o P BA 2 ] 23 AR 15 B35 4+ (Halevy, 2008),
X R R 2 T 3BT BA R Y op 5 9T R AE IR,
[ {1k 5% %% (Barkema & Shvyrkov, 2007; Lau &
Murnighan, 2005; van Knippenberg et al., 2011),
M1 32 7 e i BEL A T B HITR 1Y 38 4 (Halevy, 2008;
Lau & Murnighan, 2005). H. A BA T 7= A= 4 [4]
A 1Ak A T DA 350 AT BA T 32 3 9 920 A B ey
AP i g, U H IR 2 AT B R 1 L R )
f5£(Choi & Sy, 2010; Pearsall, Ellis, & Evans, 2008;
Thatcher & Patel, 2012), B2, FHIBAAIGLEH
SR R S UL | P A S % B I BTG L AT
26 VAT 1 45 AR R (/N 2 4, 2012; Gonzélez
& Brown, 2006),
221 ESMRRI

i TR BAGE B T — N ER R BT AN S
IR (/N 55, 2012), PH I fof 75 AT BA K 53 76 7=
1t BBl A - (ingroup  favoritism)iy R, 14577 4=
V8| #1Mi WL (intergroup bias) (Lau & Murnighan, 2005;
Li & Hambrick, 2005), F&l4Mi bl 2 4 A1 BA K 51 2%
Xof e A A A0 JFC Al A 1 ol B 7 A R R B A
(/N 5, 2012), WAt s 2SBR T AL, AT
EUCHEAES A CARBL A ATTHEF AL S A
(WA= 501 R O NP 2 S i NN S i N A A
SHOARRL A 100 S8 5 2 A A 7 AT BA P P B, i
X5 141 BA A ER 1 5% 47 A D UL FAS 45 4 (Carton &
Cummings, 2012; Bezrukova et al., 2009), Jt H&Z
TE 55 - P BA Y B B 3 S RE S BT S T AT A A
B IR v BE AR AL A K 5 P BA AT 8 B v
I 2% 5 (van Knippenberg et al., 2004), I LL7EIX Fh
15 BT AN [ 2 BA ) B 5% 22 0] 43 e A g iR 23,
REARDE L AEAT: . B2 AFR T (van Knippenberg
et al., 2011),
222 RBERREANRXRZEE

T BN Z 1) B i UL 5 o S B R — 25 R 1
VI BN 22 18] (4 232 i %5 B, 1R T 825 1 AT BA o P A K
51 28 JJ1 S8 2 () w98 B {5 4 (Choi & Sy, 2010;
Homan, van Knippenberg, van Kleef, & De Dreu,
2007; Pearsall et al., 2008), i EL 24T [ BA i Ji ik
w i, AT S e oE . A FR I DL R G R i
st B 2 715 (Thatcher & Patel, 2012), A1tk 1 41
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BA B 573 A 5 AT BA A/ B 1 R A7 38 I T 2
FEMAT SR AR o K T A DT A 52 3 25 2 114 e
A #5145 B AEAS [+ A1 BA Z 8] 1 28 4 5 m T,
JEH 2 21 AT A48 Ll 4 BRI X A R4 2 ik
K (Pearsall et al., 2008; Choi & Sy, 2010), K LA
AP A 2 SR 11 Jo o 2 it =2 AR, AT A T 5 AR A
BA S5 2332 34041 (Li & Hambrick, 2005; Cooper
et al., 2014; van Knippenberg et al., 2004, 2011) ., fix
Ji X A ARR B 52 T 285 B S 3k e S e iR £ 15
DR AR, TS| R — R G 3R
223 ARRE

2 AT BABE 53 A B 22 A7 AT BREE, - 1AT B AR 51 2%
Fa A —Fh it 25 F 55 (social dilemmas) 2, BT BA
5% [ ] T I A AT B 25 . 5 AT BAAR) £ DA RS A
Fil g (PR, T HLIXSEHR] 25 5 A AR %S (Pol zer, 2004).,
JE 2 2 7 P AR 4 55 P A 2 AR v 2 i, LG
ZilYNINGIIEIIN BaE N R R T S AN B 85 i
FHIBA, PR AT A1 BAAT: 55 R AT B H BR i, A
A 1 7% B 2 o L T A 7 AT BA B ) 25 57 B T
17 A BN H AR BT 55 19 2 7 (Pol zer, 2004), M i
PR AR 22 o PRI B AR OA TR i 22 T DL
T BAIA TRV EFEE SR T, AVRRAR T #8811 BA Y BE
5 T3 LA K P A 53 Ay A TAT BA B 74 BRI 4 (Lau
& Murnighan, 2005), Itt4h, LR A A BA AL 52 AT 2
W E &7y (Gonzélez & Brown, 2006), X — XL &
el 5 P A S0 5 B0 2 e 39 AT A, 22 2% 1 3
TRk )7 AT BN, TRt A BA S 53 AS S T s - A
BA =2 T 1) 22 S 0 77 A 0 . 73, T B3 AR 32 2 ¥ A
BA &SRR T, L an > T FE BA 4 ) 25 0 A 5
PET A P9 Ho At AN A8, B2 1 5 F B A2 1 —
TR BUA A FT 4 (Chen & Chen, 2009).

3 FHIFIEER AT

T A1 BN B R e A 2 52 30 0 s R &R Y
o B hn e SRS BE Y A BA S R B B SR Y T
T BA A Eb ot 23 7 o) B8 & 19 2% 2 47 9 (Gibson &
Vermeulen, 2003), A I AT LL3d i 45 i - 71 B ) 5
BE AR AT F A B BB R i T 24 A A B 53 B
FEIN TR % b =2 8] B 22 S st BT L ARG Al AL D o 5
(Homan et al., 2007), [ ILgHZUnT Lhiz FH A AL
S 1 iR B B R B AR [ 22 S (9 DA ] DA % A AT BA 1Y
THRAEH . ASCEEREA T LLF BB\ (F H A4S
A T P R ) R AT BA (1 T A B 4 5 =) m A

J2 AR 43 BT 33 L8 47 R 5% 141 BA R BEE 52 i ) 4
JHBL Y25 WA

31 FHMNMEE

311 FHN&EMEM

T FAT BN 19 455 4 JeB Atk 2 i A A B 5% 4 2 31 1A
B A 6] 75 2 (Carton & Cummings, 2013), & 3%
A2 45 T A B\ i) £ AT A5 M (Thatcher &  Patel,
2012), “<H 1 BEAT A3 2 52 i 141 BA 04 2544 T
P B3] o AT O 5 P A8 ok 3 7 X A
BA Y ) BV T (R 18 2R, JT/NER, kA7 )7, 2016;
Thatcher & Patel, 2012; Carton, Cummings, & Evron,
2011; Carton & Cummings, 2013),

A KT BN BB 5 7 1 1 TR A A
W, LA R ], — 2827 5 A Y - A AL T
AT BE A AL, B A A T BA A 2 28 DI A )
B, A BB R A 26 A BA =2 ) 79 6 R B
“FATT VS AT, BV AT A 22 T ) e 2 L
5 I 97 > 2% Fi(Harrison & Klein, 2007; Menon &
Phillips, 2011; Jehn & Bezrukova, 2010), ifij 53 4k —
S22 2 A K S5 1 F PR AR g A &, TR Sk AT BA
S5 AN IR DL g 2 52 B H AR (Gibson & Vermeulen,
2003; O'Leary & Mortensen, 2010), Z ff LITEAEAR
[FIE A, 2B 2= N TE TR SR B R 7 5 % IR 3 F
A1 BA (¥ 24 ) (Carton et al., 2011), HIAS[RIZE% Y+
P BA 2 3 3k AS ] 04 5 2R i AT BA, - L G i ¢
Z il #AF 45 1% (Choi & Sy, 2010), PH A SR 45
A T A BB R 43 it FL A5 14 Ja 1 X5 141 BRI B 1
B IR ATALE]

FHEA Pl A PR 2 4 B A
PR X 3 A o 5 SF-, F  SP A TAT BA A i AT
A IG5 2807 H B\ (Carton et al., 2011), F]
JH - A o 905 AL A R e Ve B A 3R, A
25 B 1 DT BN A - L T 284ty T A T A A
%% (Bezrukova et al., 2009), T FHIAS=4ETF
AFEIZERI G Wr %444 (Lau & Murnighan, 1998), i
H A AH [ 09 25 49 J8 M 1 5% me 7 T R [ (Carton &
Cummings, 2012), it LAFEMF 58 H 1 BAF B VR
FHES R 56 7% 8T H A 288 . Sl mT AR kR
TR P BA )RR A P o ) G R 8 5 AT A ke 13
Z U AR B . AR A SR T] DUk A >k
TS (Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003), T4 finZn
TS AT BN 8 P i I G X P A I, AT DAL
- AT BAKT T BN )RR I, R A AT AT T BE 45
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% 26 &

T AT A B B b A FAIL 2 o 22 HAR VR AU
S R S 5 e R PR BB 58 45 RN 22 T Ak DL A
A ASIAE T AIBK, IR 58 U 2441 55 S AR
BAT S, B R i 5 5 F AR R F1 B R =22 8] 3
SR ARSI 2% 3 2K (Carton et al., 2011; Carton
& Cummings, 2013). [l i AT L3 4o 5 e - [ BA Y

S ok ik 3] 56 A o TR 5 P BA AR AR AR O ROCR: 5

S A P 7T DL 55 DA ] 2 B BA BT AR AR . X
ARV FF BRI 7, AW DL . g€ DL R 78 38 [R) R 2
S EOH M M (Li & Hambrick, 2005). i [ {1+ [
AL P P A7 P A 1) 2 2 LA S A B, T AR T A
B TE VR AT AAS LSBT . 3 J2 (R Sk 7 T AT i
HRE WA EZA T AN A0, T 38
MY A A, T 25 AP I U B RS A — T sk
T ICAB S /N, PRI LE i Ak 9 30 52 25 A1 i 58
W&, (T BAZ 4T 15 5 J i 1% FA 21 (Bunderson
& Boumgarden, 2010),
TFHIAECRE . F BB &4 A B F
P BN 0 i A, BT BA R A A A L =4
AT BN, T 71BN A 0t mT LR 5 A
HAE I ((Polzer et al., 2006; Carton & Cummings,
2013) T F BN T AR a6 1R 7R A A R
WA o FT A H R R AT BA A A i 2 At
b5 Z A5 B T 3 LA RN 4 68 55 T T AF AE
WL ES, RILERERT LUk F AR AL £ i
H 258 AR F I BA Z ] (946 .~ 2] 47y (Carton
& Cummings, 2013), It A AT 745 LI,
T P BN B AR A A5 LU 3 T BA R 2 =
AT L 555 DA () 284 7 A A 457 78 7 AT A1) T AR A
o XTIl BT E Bk 3L, 253 BA P AEE P A
TA R 2 5~ AT BA At DA ] gl Sl A o 22 G BT AR B0, T 3
i A A B B30 T LA FIT- A1 BA 2 8] A i 52 (Carton
& Cummings, 2013), Tfii%t {7 & &+ FI AT &
Y — A F BB 43 L, BRI #2059 7 A A 2H A,

A5 B = B9 7 J& AR 4 15 1T (Pol zer et al., 2006),

PR Ay 25— AT A o 41 AT BA AL B, S s o
PURE BBy, W s BE B R o PR kg mT LA aed 4
T AT A 118 2 A o AR DA ] 2837 25 7507 AT BA ]
A, B 5 1 DA AT AR AR T

5 AT B 45 K Ja P T LR A B AR L, A
AL I I 2 R T AR S TR L X
PR TP AR UG, N7 24 38 0 B~ A LA % 3%
B AR Sk Al R AT BA S A BA B8 BB R T X

TN [ - P BA Rz B 250 PAT AT 5 ) b7 2% A
B0 AP RN 5 A AN ST A 4 sl A f] A
T A BN R, B A] LAY T BA KT T BA A 7
Wz, M oh, ¥ BNt F A B 2E H
YENTRIRE A AR EL2 R, LA IS IA TR AL, X T
A =ZAEE 2 095 TR B 1 Ak UE,  FRAR
TP B B~ P S A A T AT B S AL, BRL D 2
A ) 1 -7 B BA A B de s, RAARR - T BA ) T A
S AR AURIAS L 43 Bi BB AR 5 AT BA A ORI 46 b Ak
HYFRBE, DN 45 T BAAR £ BE R FE A0 £
R AT BAZ H), - BA A 5 5 R T A 2
FAELSZMR, 25 P A A B 38 s, 3 im = 11 BA
WS- v S TER R T BN s 1T, B &
BN POR IR ZH & 7E—A2, P BARE 7= A T 2 40
)5 % LA 52 14T %% (Carton & Cummings, 2013) ., A~
1 Carton FI Cummings (2013){% 4% F|A & #1141
ION S48 I 5 3R AV A 2 L B PR TR T BA R 1)
AT, T AT B KR B RSP 22 TR X AL
AV A B 9 Ao — o — IR 1 DU b S8 B 1 4 O U 1
b3 .
312 FHRIMRK

FH T 2H 28R R 1T A 25 figp ke [t LA 5 30
FF S8 00 F A, P BN e 4 ke A A5 Ty
(Kearney, Gebert, & Voelpel, 2009; Sornech & Drach-
Zahavy, 2013; Mathieu, Tannenbaum, Donsbach, &
Alliger, 2014), F F A A 25 5 g T Hoxd A
BAAE 14 72 B AN [ » Polzer (2004)44 1 A1 BA 22 8] ()
KRN FH A EZR R, i — L2z
- 11 BN 5 B A A Ay A DA AR ) PR &R (Gibson
& Vermeulen, 2003; Lau & Murnighan, 2005), #
WA SCHE DA JAT BA i) Y 5G 28 A B 1 AT BAFe) 5 B R
53 BT H X - P BRI B P 4 95 5 =K

THIBNBIY G £ T~ KT BAZ 8] 11 26 2R 52 il i
MIZ A2 R S5 B S P A
il 515K (T R RS NS e R TN I LB S
FEEMBHZHEAGERRER TR XFR, B
S, A THIZHE TEMERR, HandkE s m
— T 55 SR B S H BRI, 3 i T BARE 51 2%
R AT HARAS B 5l 32 BF 55 WU A 2 F A
2 6] {22 5 (Kane, Argote, & Levine, 2005; Meyer
& Schermuly, 2012; Rico et al., 2012), K it F1BA
Z H) B AT R 2 AH L A3 AR BRI RE LA BE 4
58 AT 55 o BT DATT DL i e [ 58 AT 45 55 0 =X
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SN AR A5 AT BA ) B 1T 4 98 15 ML) 915

ik BN Z [ AT GRS EpE, RO AT LU i s
T 1 BA Z 0] 1 5 1 O & ok 5 Ak 1 BA i) B AR
o R, YFHENZ ARG CRE LS
R —%WE, A TFHERBNZEMhREEZ, W
A S IS 5 DT A 1A 98 2 3 24 7 AT BARRAE — A
1M 2.0 AR BN (9 By, Fr iAo T F 3
BA T 51 A ol € H 3G 58 6 1% 06 (9 B & (Pol zer,
2004), PRI AT LAE i B - 11 BA 22 8] 4 1) 5 i 58
B TE A O FORBRAR X RV IR MR, L A0 T R
R T 45 ) 45 e 9 2D [T B 22 8] 1) 56 414 (Meyer
et al., 2015); BLAMEXT IR 04> BT 1H, & T 7
BASK F IR — 2R, AN A BB 55 A R B 25
A B B i 22 5, TR U K B 2 i TR
b v i 1N = TR 2 e e e A i N 7= T I T
F AR FAS R, B 5 iR 55 i1 7
A JZ T 111 22 53 FiC 3 HA BAJZ 1T (Pol zer, 2004)

T AIBNGRIE o T 1B 248 T BA K 5 4 v
ZFP N HGEIHRHE T & 1972 (Gibson & Vermeulen,
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Theregulatory mechanism of the positive and negative effects of subgroup

NI Xudong; HE Shuangshuang
(School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang Sci-tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Subgroup is the subset that is triggered by faultlines and is formed by the differences among team
members in identification and information processing methods. As subgroup exists widely in a team, it has
drawn more and more attention gradually because of its positive and negative effects on the working of
teams. By examining the positive and negative effects of subgroup on team operations, this paper discusses
its moderating factors and proposes a regulatory mechanism for this process. Future researches should do
further exploration from more perspectives, such as dynamics of subgroup, team leader's participation,
consideration of intra-subgroup processes, subgroup distance, and social relations.
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