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SN R REBAFEGATH . XA 6 A B T EARAT A 65 S AL, 1AL
BERiz kiR, MAAAMET UPB #9i& 50E, o4 7 5t XA e iz, 237 % Fkaks
B, AR EE—FTE UPB 9i4& . %A EMNE, FRLBERMR, Xiz UPB R LILATA.

KEEIR FULREIETH, 3 BRELER; HEIAR

SEE B849:C93
1 5|8

2016 4, BARRERK T M i .=,
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FAR G G (Peterson, 2004), F /G KL
Y 4 1 47 3% A ] R 22 & R (Trevifio, Weaver, &
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AT BB RS, BUIE S %4, HhaET
X HLUE R IES, <0 RS MR
Wg? Ashforth Fl Anand (2003)iAJy, XAl GEJE
R AT BARAE At SN 25, HIREIL A AR S,
Hik, A TaNAOUAH TR ERHLNGAR
JEEAT R 4TI, Umphress, Bingham F1 Mitchell
(2010) & W42 4 26 41 24U 8 2877 R (UPB) I HE 2%,
I A L3840 Bt 25 N R I 19 ) JE R 5T N TE 18
TP NTESIBL, LUR R SE AR W F UPB &
J& B ERHLE]

HAl, Bfsc# M UPB BYMES . & . iR
HEUREHSRETHIEATT — RINHF5R
(Umphress et al., 2010; Matherne & Litchfield, 2012),
AP e — S i R L A ). ok, e L,
A UPB BN 1 R 3445 UPB MUME &S A BT, HBk
ZAREAMWETTE; ik, % UPB Mg RA &
W, XTF<UPB FEA- R KA L2 B E K
T EFER I ? M UPB 2B &RTE N4 R
UPB LA KA AT AR 7 73X — ZR 3 [a] A e = IR A
BIE. FRK, 5t UPB (RTINS B =, HATmRA
T N ZURANER T 64T T REFR, (HED
B IE S B R R 2R 22 T8 Y 56 RIS R Ryl — 2 B
Wr. ESh$EELEE UPB #i17 T REMAFSR, B
] PN X 32 ) R A F 5 L SG FET AR 0, AU 2T
AR A P X UPB 2547 1 % 5% (8 I 22 WHAIE,
Wk, IS, 2016; BLFE, JEE, 2017), %F
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I, ABFIEE AT 10 4R E A UPB (UERE
FSCUERFST AR ER, [0l UPB B & B A
FFE AR, M UPB BIMREA A 2 &, X H Pk
17 RS T UPB 5 HAWAHCHES R X5, LLJ UPB
B Ty i . FESLEERE 24 i @ — > UPB W £
JEUAEAHELE, FXF A5 B GT5 [m LA B

2 FEALRNBERITANAE

21 FHEAFEEITANEX

Umphress 5 (2010) & X 2 1 UPB WM&,
. BERRANAGEE, miETHtSmZo
BrEWE . R, SOBETERRHERAT N . R E X
HEWIN G B 5, UPB JB FATETE T MIRTEmE, K
X A AT R T MLYE (hypernorms)—— LA
1E | AR SRR E AR X R
UPB AMUEH T —FheE it b, thiniid
UG, BT T AR S, an A —Fp
ATl & 75 i 15 %) 8 ML 7 (Donaldson & Dunfee,
1994), HK & UPB Y & B L. 4w SCAriR, UPB
X R AT 25 AT . X R BIPLEAS
UPB A 5| T H & B Ay A IE 47 4 (Vadera & Pratt,
2013), #RTM, Umphress 55(2010)48 Hix —#& 33k
TEAA B P HER, TR X L 4UR R AT R
B REX ACWEARM ., fl, HHEARRNT
B 7 X O B i B, AT AR
FIFHAGR, Waeff A gL s, N
MR . XLREHE N T A 5A Rt
[RIFRF], Bril 5 T UPB Itk B & g (T ig4b,

WFT TR, UPB & —Fh HA B & A1k
110, PRI B2 51 T 76 2 2R 35 Fnad 2 1 35 b A
WA — 5 T, #BRAE S E, BrE T I AR
WERAT R AR R, (25— 5, A 2S;
B TTIR R 5 TR 55, BTLL UPB L A] LA
PRARE R 51 T XU« B R, TARYE Rest (1986)
TSR 0 DU B B . IR E AR R R AN T A
W, A T8 R R S PR AT, AR B4
LU H B HNIG — A EFE PG B, BP 9T 38 2 IR
HALHl UPB, B A ESE®E TEMERE, 27D
ZR IR S UPB, (HIX WA ikt &0 45 o
TEIB AW, RPALH UPB 14 e Wil Fx A 40 )
T[] R B PR T, BE—FP AT A B I A S A O T
TR E A RN, WS UPB W%
TA R R 2 SR T 1) (G P W, B — AT A Y IE A

SERRTZT MG R (DeCelles, DeRue, Margolis,
& Ceranic, 2012; #BfE M, BA14E, 2013), B4, A
[iR] F1 8 A2 W ] 7= A2 42 Krebs (2005) 1A R4
PR B I8 A W7 T AR 58 2 B, T2 B R 25 TR SR
A, JEAMAR R T N AR SR B B, R,
UPB 7] LUE VRS2 AR L6 7 e 4H 2ok & T i A4
M, R T SR £ 1SR U — R ORTE TR TN

Umphress Al Bingham (2011)% UPB A& 12
HET = FhlG BN B, DAL BB R AT A AN R T
UPB WIREEENE ., 58, B TAENF AN IEELT
WA LA LR A AT RSPl B, AT HT
AN B AR 100 I 220 T % 25 I il 7 o e 5 3K i AN
AT AARNET UPB, @, RER TR T
LUz NS TEELT N, HERIFAREA
J&o i, 53T RS AN AR AT Ol AT B 2 4 4
ORI, B fEEHALNKIEER
J&, Umphress 25 A (2010)3% 4 8 IH L 24T A
EEJET UPB WumG, HABII,, k&
KSR FAT NP R 2R, AR R AL R,
PRI T e g5 R e, e s 36 Bl 2H 2L R T AR
1T R#ET UPB. %=, HER T HIRFAEHA
BEST MR T UPB AIVEWE . 1EANHTSCHTIA,
UPB A 5 FH & 8 A B AT N o

X}F UPB MR K 245 a2 1w
(Umphress & Bingham, 2011; Miao, Newman, Yu,
& Xu, 2013), {EAEMEIT HE—FEARIR S, %
Tk, ASCEEG UEMSR, %% UPB 4 M K)21H
) UPB MIZLZUZ i UPB. M4 JZ1H 19 UPB Bl ;
BT A EZ#AT R At B RN AT R, A
H R A LR ERRE . BE—F A T LAy
%, MARIEHLRSLE UPB, %17 & &
AE, T L4IZ] UPB, & —FlE 2 Bk
N ESHH S R BRI S, AR faE
HAMK AR, 42T UPB 2&—Fh B L
TS, MAL R TIR] 3 RS 1 4 £
B bR, LU 5 v Az B — B R A T5 Y,
HETRT 2328 T SRR 25 100 25 98 — S0 A = T8 7l
Th, X TarBEHEEmE,
22 FHAFEBITAHASHIE MR

RAE UPB IE: U Z 1T, PREME LT
K TAE I oh ] REXTZH 2UA A 3 T AN B 1817
Ko BIGUMAEAT” (necessary evils), WiZEIT
“M(deviance), ZHZUA 2447 K (organization misbehavior)
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% (Molinsky & Margolis, 2005; Warren, 2003; Vardi
& Weitz, 2004), Horr, <O BT H8 02 8 T
SRR £, A M A 8 R T AR AT 55
I AX FP AT 55 ) BB 23 25 b A O Bl A B 1 i 5
E RTMZELT R, Warren (2003)F5 1, B0
HERZAT Iy 2 A S A 2 1 MRV (hypernorms) 5% &
Eﬁ/z}ﬁiﬁ{’éﬁ‘ﬂ BUH R HIWTIZAT 2 A e 125 1
ZUN I TAERE o “LHEUR Y47 B & = A2
—EXTE CARIAT R RS ZURF
AT R = B L 01T A (Vardi & Weitz,
2004). A T T hF b HLfR UPB MM, RATHIELS
IR HEAT LU A HT R (LR 1),

Z: I, UPB f“%éﬂr/\ﬂr‘ﬁ%”ﬁﬁ Lenhgim
AT WMELT A AT B AL AL .
i< s AN TE 81 ﬁzuﬂiﬁ”)”'JIEHUPB 5 HAbAY
R X TR 1Y S8 AR A R UPB B R v,
7 BN S AR IR A AR S AT X 40
23 FUELATEEITANGERENE

HAiXF UPB &R MR E Umphress
SE(2010)JF A iy A B AR, FLUACGE A WA 5 ik
Kl UPB, — &2 5# M4+ UPB HYEJE,
TR 25 S PR MR UPB. EELE 6 AN
U, 28 ) 2% H O dn SR 4 5o R 4 41
W, RaEMFSE, UEPHIUESR”, Lk
HABIFHIE L (o RECH 0.88) AL (LI 451
B RNIX 53508

Umphress 45 (2010) (4 B 4E T 4 T. B [ T
UPB HE& 1Y iR, Eﬁllj\]%j@? UPB A SEIEMT5E K
ZR MR, PRLSREANE, 498, UPB
42 *ﬁ&,ﬁ\uﬂlgTﬁEﬁﬁxﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁHL
PR, JUHE N A A A5 3R A g ) 06 R

—hnag . Bk, KRBFI AT LSS G SO T 5L

R RS A=) Bl 1113
KA ZUE X UPB [ At — 2 i #3+
3 FHLAR ITANZBEREGIRE

SEHLUNBEEAT N E T AN B AT S 1Y Yk,
FESCBR AL LA T A 4UK R B A B S
{& . Umphress 1 Bingham (2011)if|#7 T~ UPB 1y
I T AMAZ T UPB (I 5 B AE FA AL (1) 141

WL AR, R EaE B, 2B TN B M
%} UPB WRTE G £iE47 T R E, (HEWRL
WILERER, e —Eb. vk, d8U2m5
AMRZ R E R R RE S, s,
HWR, BIVE%HIA0 UPB M B2 SEUMAZ |
B 2% KON A8 4k (Umphress & Bingham, 2011),
ARG ANX A — 2L T, &5, UPB
W] RE2s A G AR R BRI, X — %
AR RS B M. T U LA,
R 3C LA Umphress # Bingham (2011) BT F) & £
Fﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ@)ﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬂ, REWEELTZA
SN, MESHN S WA Kb E
ifhﬁr{ﬁm%yﬁw;ﬁnmﬂ(mm .

31 ESRBEAEILEM

SCHRBIFSE B, 56T UPB ML i B £ A

i : ﬁ/\"?ﬁé RN b Faes? I BLIE

125 3 Ho RIS B M 1 WUy B R A 4 i kR
E"Jjﬁ%(Emerson, 1976), Hitl, R — 73R4 T4
Ak, X7 S PR —E P a AE S B, AR R X
—He, A THPATHR L5 AUER TIBAT R
WABE, W2 T 0l 4 3 48 s 4 2% A T 09 R Fr
(Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005), L4, © A W i
N, '%éﬂé':lz".l‘ﬂﬁ%fﬂ*&ﬁ/\“ﬁf%E’J/\ﬁiﬁ
EASNFGFEHLIAEEIT N, AT REs

Fz 1 UPB 5HEXE AT

M %51 7 e
U U EAT T AR ST R, ATREIE T AT, UPB B EXHAIZUA A, A Molinsky &
i UPB RS TR - SR AT L), Mareols (2005)
%47 R maémﬂar« WAT R GREMAT N, BRI N UPB EXHREFT WA . Warren (2003)
IR
UPB MUE—FREEAT R, BEIT RS,

ALEUR M SR Y AT R L E AT N S A AT, EIEARE 4 éﬁﬁm@am W R4t Vardi & Weitz

P w LA aﬁmv HRE A UPB A, (2004

UPB HAFE AT Ny, DAL s o HE JEal, 5

EAR ﬁﬁﬁfﬂb&%ﬁ’](’%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ

PERRUR . AR Umphress Al Bingham (2011) W57 3
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o RIEEA ST
- o HLUEE
GREE) L) YR AR
o (STERIST S o MVihE v KR . i’i’f&?ﬁﬂﬁ]
o BEAGG o BHHE A (RS A GRS
o SIS AMAH: © SOE TR -ﬁgzﬂﬁw
L] ‘ﬁ
o RHTGG o HEES HBUPB > L
______________________________________________________________________ e HgEE
Y AMEZ T
AN
MEEE U [ s st
o AHHHECTARNAT o BURET
T HERERF ) > e LR R)
o HIBRIAEELUAR M| o s o W
/ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂm%ﬁ (NI
25580 /NS5 )
o EAGAR * AT R
R JEREEEA

Bl 1 UPBMZERE A

MEFH UPB KA S5AL MBI &5k R
(Umphress & Bingham, 2011),

1t 25N 6 B8 (Tajfel & Turner, 1986)%5 i},
MR HBR AR R R E X A . XA
MR, DRSS A C T AL i+ 2 STl 7 4
o B AL S AR o AR AL 2 R B e, X 4H
LU ZUIN R AR 230 218U 2 5 2R A Ak,
IR AT G AU Fr LR HA R AT A,
AR RES 240 A O 1 EFEFR M 3 UPB.

FRAE AL 23 A IS, A A B 2L D RIBIL ) 55
A T B TESRIEXT A B A7 S 59 2 O AR AN TE 7
AT JE 2 —, 38 A e — RS A I
[n](Moore, Detert, Treviiio, Baker, & Mayer, 2012),
BIE B A B ATy, A E B EAEE N, N
I 98D X AT Ja R BT, BN 52 3 &
AR o AR, TE AR RN A 52 1 B
Wi (4.0 FEHLHI (Kish-Gephart, Detert, Trevifio, Baker,
& Martin, 2014; Chen, Chen, & Sheldon, 2016). %
TR AR, AR SORE T T A B0 R Ry 2H 2 R A AR A
15 UPB Z[H 8 A HL .
32 ESRAWMHWMESR
321 HALARAFR

TEREGRIRIT, HEUN BT M G5 XA AT 9K 2
T UPB W E K R . MR AH G SCHR S, 52
My UPB 1) 2 21N 28 AL 45 18 B B 451 % (Kalshoven,

van Dijk, & Boon, 2016; Miao et al., 2013), 25
41 5 (Effelsberg, Solga, & Gurt, 2014; Graham,
Ziegert, & Capitano, 2015), /M fhaEGXZLrY, JE
A, 201745, EIRBTSENASAS 7 TR SE 1A G %
R IFEMR, TEASBIRY 5 S B R A5 Bl U5 T 41 21
HE R

SFRNE, 5 THZEAH G, HX
51T ASEM TR UPB, RERIG S5 UPB
2 [8] 5 81 4 1E A1 96 (Kalshoven et al., 2016)A1{2] U
£ R (Miao et al., 2013)BFh &, Kalshoven %
(2016) 73 3l & T At 22 A ] B8 5 4 22 32 4 LS
SR TR RIS S % UPB BUSZ M, 455 %W, £
JRRIGF 5 UPB 1EAH 3G, T =& B8 U B CR N
R SRS B RS S A2 E UPB, /K
H A BRG0S0 UPB ., X440 i 18 7K
ARSI A, A TS FEZM SR LK 5
T X LU IA R B 2 140, PR 3 25 5 55 UPB;
0T 22 4505 1Y) T A KO fR S B i, B S A AT
FAREXTHLE 51, RS ALK T @ sr
TEERRE, ANREN SIS OB EAR MR T R, IR E
ST 4338 A RAE T Ak IR AL X Fh IR, B R T
M UPB W& B X 255 o 7l 0L R pifh o
FR 0 JCSETE T XA R AL A 2R A

AR TR A5 T AE gy R A I EE Y R (R
., FEEEANS T, BT EAZ ) RALHAL
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W B bR I H, 5 TAR AR SRR A L, ]
A RE 23N T 3k A 8L B AR i A SR B R AT R
(Effelsberg et al., 2014), Effelsberg 55(2014)% ¥
ARV T 5T 8 UPB IEMI 6. 3¢ 5 M4 3548
AL ARXS, AHAW A N 58 5 AU 45Tt BE A2
HE5 TN UPB, ARYEH 25 MMLE, 385 1
T T B Z RN R B A 0
R, AT 8] R B A R s i R B H A
I, HZG BTG TR TEA S AT
L H AR, AT LA R A E AT R .
Graham 3¢ (2015)WF5F T AR RIS S . 28 5 B4 7
BRI FEXAEES UPB Za| I FR, 25 FEH,
2 2R AR P £ R HE R, 728 R 4 LY A8
SRS E S5 B TR UPB, T 2440 52k H
FRATPENS EAEZRAS, PIFPE S XU N B 255

BRI E TR IMBRRE, T - R
iR T el AR HUBG B4 T L S0
ML, I 761G B 1 T8 L% 405 Fn 4 8L 37 4T
Je o PR BRI B (2016) 4R 1+ T 410 F: — 0 e kit
& UPB HysmapiLiil, Sk TP Z MIAE R SE R

EEES s A ) R A L N EES N Y S
Bk B H AW EFEE T ROR, T RE 2
CSCHPH AR E G S —— HEXTH VA H, /D
47 g A7 A T A% ] S0, JC 9, BB T B AT e A
UPB (Tian & Peterson, 2016), TSR ) B4 40
ST, ALUNAXN AN SN R FER T2
Ja R, A S Mg UPB, @it 2 {2 i UPB,
P TAERA B D s O T, 2lad 3 kK%
2] K GE P i ni N UPB (RLLFF, JAH, 2017).
T HE R W R 0 TNEE UPB. 5t Tz 1
YR, o EERR.OM, hA A EE
TRREIE D, BIACWRNEMEIT N T EH
AT FAEFFTE A PR, W4 5 W
UPB (5K#:3F, 2016; Thau, Derfler-Rozin, Pitesa, Mitchell,
& Pillutla, 2015),
322 MFEER

NHEHFFAE o AR R BB e, AARFRIE S
¥ B R 9647 S0 B W] (trait-relevant intentions) 2 [B] 77
TF B 4£BE & (Tett & Burnett, 2003), 54 W97 T
FERTROE IS R I S A A = XA T
UPB (Castille, Buckner, & Thoroughgood, 2016),
L IE 9 I L HE 4 R 32 UK BE A SN 4 1R H BRABUE AR
e ok AT A DA 22 L (gl R BT B &5

BT A 77 s, WA R S I 5,
MR S e, Hik, HHAAFZESH
SUR 25—, DEEMLER £ L E SN TALN
FlgEMiAT 2, e, WIRAFERELE B RES
L A PR B R SUEAE, AT S
PRX s B, RO R 2 F) = X A NER A B
HXt B &G FWTH

BEAN, AR 1 25 RS B AN 1A S 2 %)
UPB j7E52 00 . AKHE A 3ok 2 #i8, Ryan Fl Deci
(2000) 2 3 B ) 0B R, BDFNIE R 5 e
PEBLNE o AR TT RE 2 [ B (A 500 30 S 815 it
W, P 2 E AR E AT T
Astakhova Fl Porter (2015) I\ MI0H LT —Fp TAE
WG A RS & P AR R AL TAEREA, Ml =4k
e DB BCR 4218 A 25 . Kong (2016)
BT ARSI HE T HLUAFTE TR S
AT UPB Z M- VEM . PR5EE R, Mg
I R A% T AL U R g TR AR HEZ e UPB, R
SRS 5 UPB WIIE 17 56 R ARG 2 KHE

BERASBE o BN 5 A B R AR R
7R B, ]2 B4 R A R B AT R i
DAL A4 A B AS [ J2% 00 0 25 52 T i 4 175 5 i 3 1
UPB. ZHZUA RIS — o 25 B 0% o0 0 RS B AR
‘BY5 UPB WXRI NV, Umphress %5(2010)
5T LB, HLUARS UPB Z [0 ANFEE M IE
R, HA LU S B B85 & 38 BAEH
BEfEAT T UPB. Chen %£(2016)& B, ZHZ1IA
[/]55 52 T UPB W EAHG, X455 Umphress
SE(2010) I BF o8 4 SR A7 e 22 5, Horp A A5 3
— T,

A, HLUKES UPB HEFVIMKER., H
T 2 0 3k A [RDKe 2 B s oy AT IR M . RS
U FIEL YE R X LA 4E BE . Matherne I
Litchfield (2012)ff 5% T 4021 1% K 355 UPB 1%
R, SRR A B R EOR AR B H A 5 ZE R
KW B THE T REMFH UPB, =B (2016)%F
W E B TR R B, AHZURIG S UPB Z IH /7 7E
EAHE,
323 HENFNRIBFTFEE

Hh ST AR — P AT A e R s A ) 4
i B 2005 14 33 72 (Bandura, 1999), FF 37 AL A5 51 T
— 7T R TR B R A A E A 2R, 51—
J5 TS S A S TE AR HE R AT o Ak Sl
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%26 &

B AR, RO T8 1 R A, LB T
TRSEARG AN W o 2 R 5 i T SRR B,
PSR ¥ A W 22 ST | B KR
WA SLUERFFE R, AL TR BT R
o B R L, AN B EAT O 23 3 0 (Bersoff,
1999), T fhid BB ER R E ST A i i
TENE, ASCGA AP ARThA TAMERRZE S UPB
ZIR PR FR o Har Ak 5 T A AL LA A,
FT AAEASCR B HEBR r, 3R A0 1 1 A Mo A
Hr ST AR VS

AR B N7 5 I E RS & ) Y 22
REFEONARN, WKL A& R E S
M X P 22 57 5 2K /] (Festinger & Carlsmith,
1959), B, LR A RE 2RI HFAH LU 1A
TG, R 2 H R T4 3 1) B FE AR T,
fAi Ep b UPB MM A ZE R TAE, M AR E 1R T
TR AAL, Wb WL, 4S8R
i, kit . SeE Sm . S - R R
S5 B IR AR T R O SRR U B AR AR A
By A VE R S | & 442 15 UPB.,

R 4 A 5 SCHR B BRI, AN i fE A 24Uk
(Umphress & Bingham, 2011), ZH4UiE S5 F 518
i\ [F](Matherne & Litchfield, 2012; % BE%E,
2016; MRIEHE, FER, 2016). 1F&(Kong, 2016).
{2 #EP8 Y 52 ] (Graham et al., 2015) B B 35 &
(Umpbhress et al., 2010)43 387 T 421544k H
EROB R AR 3 S ARV (05 P RS
58 2 A J7 IR SE T AHSC IR 2 i 5 B A,
AR ER NG X L8 (R 9 TR AR A e
324 HARMEENERTE

UPB S ARTERI N S A A 80K P 27, H 2
ERREHLR WA TR Fh AT 7 e sl 40
KagHzs, Wik, B UPB SEMG REHHLE b
TSR (R FR IR . AL 2R I 5 AH 5 3 FIA A EE)
VLB K A G Sk i o

UPB XA 25 052 . BRI S, 2t
IINF UPB ZJ5, AR 4 AN Ia] i 45
Umphress il Bingham (2011) )\ /™A )2 1 13 20 154 B
T UPB MR BONFIEE R . 55 & B P
ZEMIXPANE 46 5 OR)IBIEAT M B R & 5 )
(Trevifio et al., 2006)., MAZEME UPB Z J5, I

BIRE A CEE T AR, AR T Res
A PRI R . X R IR 42 0 T B A e A AR X

N HRTE AT N2 E 2 NI, S i, fib
MRS NFREFEAT A (BRSO A B 1S
AN SEAE A R IVTT B, WTRES e 2%
Mo IR Z5 ML I IR 30 0 23 5 I AT Ry Y R,
JFREAL B T M3 UPB 9 1] BE 1 (Umphress &
Bingham, 2011),

UPB XA HNIC IR (52 m . A1 R B 3
K, YAMERNIT N S HEEA -8, & ER
K 1.0 38 (Festinger & Carlsmith, 1959), Jy T 1H &
DOFP B R e T RS, MRS AT B AT,
EH 577 A —%(. Festinger Al Carlsmith (1959)
WRI, BAREAG A H O PR TN
BRI, 2 PTED R Ak, KRR
SREBOEZ A ERA . BN K R R
B, YARE S Z AT R BEILS, S
RADBERERD W, mRANMEEENFES

VAR BAT R, B AABATT 23 LR e Ay B /b i
PN T UEAGES YOI = & A Py R i
A, WHR, UPB BEA 2 LR ar A1 TAE, AR T
YEULII T & 04T 45, BB TR A ATk L N F
LU R ASTEELT Ry, “H kBNl =
FIN T AT fig 2 UPB i — > T 45

ANk, HAR BB UPB #2442 |1
TR AR FHASCR 1 Sk o AR SCIA R DB AR 11 £
FERE, UPB AlRES e g ILHAY & R . AkHitk 2>
I, AR B T AR A, X s PR A
— 3 BRI 25 4F A [0 4R (Emerson, 1976), 451 T4
THBUF 35 NS UPB, FEMSILA SR} 61 T 1)
B S AE AR, DT A A T R4 R T —
TRFR”, FEPEXE—-NAEEST, XK
(guanxi) Py T A Y EHZWA/ERH, MERZE 5L
FREIE ] LYo AT m AT R SiAk,
T X RO 202U AN TE B AT O RS (i
ST DI, MXFEERN L TRRRTLY
TR BT AR B R B [, R A2
WO BEEAEH K, BT, EE5 /0. Hi .
W T4 7 AR A P E M R TETEAL, A S AR
BRENSZ FFRER RN TR RIS
33 EARAEMNHE

B 4G, AEAITE Umphress #1 Bingham (2011)
BB FE a1, SE—R%T UPB #4722 2K AHT,
P BT UPB ORI AL M R (b, T 242
WA, BRI RTHL Zm., MEZ2



%ol

TR SEASUNBEIT NI 2 B AR 1117

7 P 2% UPB BIR2 I, FFAE UPB 5 U8R — Uk
NZH A2 18 K42 TR UPB iy Sk () AR AR 5 7H
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A multi-level integrated model of unethical pro-organizational behavior
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Abstract: Unethical pro-organizational behavior (UPB) involves actions of employees or employers in any
business or organization or company that benefits such organization in a seemingly positive way, but lacks
moral, ethical and/or societal standards and codes of conduct. The available research on this concept dives
into how much of an impact this behavior makes, as well as how wide-spread it is throughout the corporate
world. By systematically clarifying the conception and measurement of UPB, comparison with relevant
behaviors, this research establishes a multi-level integrated model. It also identifies the trends of future
study in this field and discusses their implications for UPB’s conceptualization, dimension and measurement,
research levels and localization research.

Key words: unethical pro-organizational behavior; multi-level integrated model; organizational identification



