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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

B EEMINATHENES B RAERISE:
EEHESRENEN
ZhE EHE FxHk F M

(B R A BE, )M 510632)

W OE ZARAREZRLRIAASHRBNT RBMLE R (L0300 B A B A ) TAQ] 37, {252 iEmF 5 45 R ¥
FAR—B, BT & To)i A, EARERR S EZRELHERANEE, dtmmET ZTREANER
Fo fi ) MBS RAER, R AT A M AL EANG . E2ARCHE: (OWDFARARETRESHER
FAE AT R, QI E N T 0 WA RAER, (3)TF L AR H AR 49 32 2 % B 359)|50 B oAb K4 5 H A
HE A, X RT AN L3 FodmiRIA T AR, €354 B IE 3B AR A L 4.

KR HRET, ETHE, ZTRE;, BB ERIMNA

HES  B849:C93

1 ESEE RSB S RV 14 AT R T %
AP EIE 0 Ay, BT 0 5 5
BT TR R 1520 2R S R F A0 T o
¢W%£§§X:§£§Eﬁ%ifi%z{f B AT I | S ALAUE R 420
I -Bow WETS, E Hoery éﬂ?ﬁt* 4 é'/[:l‘ R % f:
o A (e gt v gy T TS, LHSE S A

By H 28 )7 % JB (Fast, Burris, & Bartel, 2015;
AR TR GRS B ey o 0 ) YOI (Fast, Buimis, (& Barte
. £ Kaufman, 2015; Bfp =, a4, 2012),
K AEHAF (Luthans, 2011). TAEHBACT 1 A FR T Al 210 g AL S0 R 5 R )
5 . . Al =] ZH 2N 5 -J T HY,
BA) 246 R T S8 A B UE 55 T A S R AR AR, Sk ) (Bashshur & Oc, 2015), S T3 14k
v e g s JERNED. SO , VA hi,
FT A B 54 T8 3 B Bl R AE TS ) e A R B AR, 3R Sy R 4 B DA S BB S, (L 25 0
HLRZ (Kozlowski & Bell, 2003; Frazier & Bowler, o e . -
: . —F (M , 2014; ZFrE, kST, BER, £
2012), EFESORIRASUR, IR oo D F I B0, B
ST T I (] #5, 2018), —SLFFERIAFIBNZ RN E S A H T
e e e AR, ST HIBAS (Halle, 2016; Liang &
LUrh e Tz B GEAR, 22, 2016; Killumets, Rui, 2017). 11 53— SRS £ SR 253
D’innocenzo, Maynard, & Mathieu, 2015), ’ ’ N N

X ‘ R SR (e, XIJEMS, 2016; Detert, Burris,
db =5 H. '3 73k =] i =
?EQDEJ;E;;;’%EngjﬁzZI?;E;f})&ﬁ%ggﬁ Harrison, & Martin, 2013), W4, FERINER, &5
IR s o TETAT FRRIEER A, (AR F
—MNxE AW SSASEE NAIEPoN N

A A HAE V% K
S RR T A  T A voicey DL Y ALBVRILES R PR R
ﬂ{l“ﬁiiﬁ]ﬂ’ﬂffgﬁgﬁjﬁﬂﬂ ‘]‘ﬁﬁ}%ﬁiﬁz% ﬁﬁm@ﬁégi\*&ﬁ'}u@? @(ﬁﬁ:lﬂﬂ, ﬂl//(
e 5 B2 2 B BT /R L 2 S 4R TR 5 354
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(organizational citizenship behavior)= f (. /M7 A
(extra-role behavior), BIiZATHIFALE G THY T AR
RSN, TS 5 T BAMA AT 1, #il4n, van Dyne
Hl LePine (1998148 5 & X HEU 51 )b
P R TR AR A A U I B W LA 2 S
1, MIAAUZRETE . 24 Blith, Detert #1 Burris
(2007)IA 2 5 4R 51 T A AR AR T R R
AL DL AU AR, BV X e = n] RE Pk A2
SURAN YA . AR, XT3 T AT I A
WESEH R T WS AY, i = T DU & 5
TRBEENHAMN I Z L8 BT B THRH
AV EHE 7] 8 (Barry & Wilkinson, 2016), i 41,
)T A R LA A i R R A
(discretionarily) . “FE3}” (initiatively) . “B{ T (dare
to) % i 7 Sk i iR 8 F 47 M (Liang, Farh, & Farh,
2012; van Dyne & LePine, 1998),

FEHATH BNZ R @ T IR A, 225413
W R T E L EWE T I
A PR T7 2, — o I AT A DA A
FATH, RIEREBIMRBNZ U F—Fh2 Ak
JE U G TR RO /R AF O
“PBABL 5L, 4R )5 el T BA SR B3 75 38 (R SC
15, 2013),
2.2 EEMEIERENS

T R K2 T S SOR B h FE
TP MEZRIE T, FREHENAEFHNg &
Feldman, 2015; Wei, Zhang, & Chen, 2015), 214!
£ F:(Liu, Song, Li, & Liao, 2017; Wang, Gan, Wu,
& Wang, 2015), HEUEIR B =, liFmik, B,
2017; Rasheed, Shahzad, Conroy, Nadeem, &
Siddique, 2017) . AL (RSO, Bifiz, HIbE
1, 2013)85 5 AR T 1 2 F 17 A AL B 20
] SR R T I B T

XTFHEIBNZ IR, B B 58 3 WA A 1
T G SRR R e A B Y B K K . Farh
Fl Chen (2018) NTHREMES LA K &, RIHE S
7 451 T (directing leader) 1 2 Zk 2 40 5 (coaching
leader) fE % & #F M BN # &, 3 FF A 9F
(supporting leader) X} [ BA & 7 3% A {2 #E1E .
Frazier (2009)H9#F5¢3% W AT A 5 40 16l 5 AT BA
HEIEM, 4N, Bang, Chen Fll Cremer (2017)
KRBT 55 wh o G M BN T, 155 8 b 58 23 v /b
HIBNEE T ; Jiang (2017)AFFEULFE H AT BA 4505 B

1225 £ (mean leader-member exchange) <31 i
A1 BAE 55 SR IE [l 2 i A 5
23 EEHEREENS

TR R R R, WA MRS
R E MWD, FEEP PRI EEEM
S, TR, BT SWMETHEMNSE(Ng &
Feldman, 2012) . TAEZSEE (Ruck, Welch, & Menara,
2017; Burris, Detert, & Romney, 2013), JGZiH#H
174 (Lin & Johnson, 2015). A BF % % (Burris,
Rockmann, & Kimmons, 2017) . 7 £ 23 /P (1 b 57 LA
Je A Sk AR R 1 AT HE I (Weiss & Morrison,
2018; McClean, Martin, Emich, & Woodruff, 2017)
o AH R TR R B2 IR T 22 AR,
AR 2 R B AF 50 45 R — 5 38 HF H A2 IR (1
BE, Bz, 2015), HIA SZXTEBAZE RN
WHERITRALT .

SCHRARFRZE SRR, Hur R /N R %
TE AT AE F BN Z K A 45 8L ' (Morrison, 2011; T
i, BB, 2013), XSEHFTERECAT LT K,
— AT 2% I AT BN 55 i 4 AT BA sl 2 200 SR AR AR
25 L (Halle, 2016), = Z4E f e A A B35 A AT BA 5t
AW . FIBNBH I, B E B IR R,
WEIE MG ALAF, HEAS SR TIER
St F02H L0097 2 18] & b A £F ] (Rasheed et al.,
2017). Bang %:(2017) AT 57 2 I 2 5 7T L 2840
UP LS5 ph R A IR P2, AR TH 7 I
% . Liang Fl Rui (2017)3@ 13 %} = K Kl 253 B /Y 78
A BT BN 2 e B0, T BA AR S R e
TS A AR IEA OG, ARad R AE M B HLE
AR AR e 2 3 e A R R 2 e ] BA 31
B, T O 3 Ao AT A 2 S [ BA Y]
Hro WIBAGia 1, Li, Liao, Tangirala Fl Firth
(201738 3t 4317 P [l — R R AL T3 |l Y 88 A4~
BAECHE, 15 10 BAR 1 1 2 5 5 A A 7 Bk e
FHIG, H A M 5 BN 2 B E AR G
Huang F11 Paterson (2014)f 5% 2 BH R4 T 7 gt
F IE 152 W R E TR SR

97— BRI N B BN F A — L5 00 N i

U T B I B A2 ORI AL SR R T 2 R SRR,
HZHAEAEPUE A AT, R UM 4 212 R A
F PRI —IF A
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A e X AT B A 7 A0 P B35 A= B ) 5, AT BA
BB 5, AR AR ME (2016) 52 H A1 BA 2 5 45
4 %58 1A BRI 14 3500 7T BEAS i 2 My, T2 5 O
fo] 3B U A F o AT BAGR T T, A ST R W AE T
YE AT (work unit)/KF-, A 24 53 T ) 1E 6 A 45
MEET, #5ASRIGRG WA ST
WX, E#F R 2 % SRR BT %A
(Detert et al., 2013), Mackenzie, Podsakoff #lI
Podsakoff (201 1)WHFFEB~, &5 5 H ES 51
R U BUOC R X400, Bh R A 20 18.(2015)
388 3 SR AIF 5 e W A 5 0 AT A SR e &
BN, M F T R, H A ST
IETAE A A . X /LTS . F
RSS2, WU WF 0 E X I T T 2 IR R .
2.4 INEE

A FEBUIR T 1, SUAT 1 AT BA A 35 F 5 AT LA
LR =5 T 4k SE Uk R AL o

Ho—, B X5 ETm, NE X HE, AT
FEEBR A F I Kk, w5 TR
PRI, FEXEERETE T, TEEAE i,
RSB X AT N AR TTMAAT EYF, 51T
Hoe—FE RS WAT R, AR X T 7E AT BA sk
ML E R R IRR T 5 TRBNFE R 2R A
AN EIF B AT BB e 2 . Wt id, 5
A5 B M (8 N2 % B & 9 % O (Mowbray,
Wilkinson, & Tse, 2015), Pk, &8 #FF M
(B 52 SURLIZRICRH

D7 T, A A — R
M T OCTE B TR AR T RIECT R A
BT EFWERME. FBA, BT 0 L.
BIIKF- . TAERE SRR, 5T H i 5T
ST o AR A WA E B E), REXTH:
JITAE 9 A BA B ZH 47 A A 45 5 s A Y 4 AT g
JEMEET (LR BOE), 20 R S M T 1
R, B A AT R DR SR, R I R e T L AT BA B
AR . Z BT DI i T H T B R 4 b S ke
HE BE B X R . ORI 2 R —
HAT, FBAZ R A= WA 2 i MR SR R
R TR, IR E T RIBNZ2 )R, X
RS FEON AR A 22 . Bk, ALEIFR
B T A

H=, W50 m MBS 2R 5 . AFSE 7
MR, BUA SCHR EE T E M m R,

B IGIRAT IR o AR, TR, #E R
X 03 T T AE 1 A BA sl 4 80 A B AE A 2
MEFERLM, DA T2 a0, &
PEE A BRI U A T, Xl
MHEFTEZWMEZRZ T EAFREA R, Wi, A
MRBVRE, MEBRR FEE, HLNZER
MBI = HE5F . I, A SO E RO
P BAEE = 1251, IR i FIR A A 5%

H =, YEFAOLEI AL S Jr T . Detert 55
013) Y WFFE R BAIAF B £ 5 X R 51 KA —H
By 459, Liang Al Rui (2017) % B A1 BA IR A]
FH AT BN S JETE AT A 5 0 P A 61387 =2 [R] A v A
YERT. SR8 O A 2= TR R X A B 5 R AE T Y
B R e 2% A, AHGE A R s (A & 4
HISCT AR 2, BN S W s B N %2 %S
Az, MBATEZE & Jy 20 Bl b, H
Hh R AR A AL A R SOATBIRSE 7 R XA
), A F T BN S B STRA

R, A B 53 K DAHE 44 {5 5 T A 41 £
(Hinsz, Tindale, & Vollrath, 1997; de Dreu, 2007)H
K, AUTETT S P BN 35 o e 5 K e R 1 A I
PRV AT BN A 35 AR A BIL R, R I 7E S R AR
ey 452 T A BAHE 3 1A R

3 WxiafE

Z AT AR E X (Liang et al., 2012; van Dyne
& LePine, 1998), fifb@F WahHLsy, B
TG BRI, AW EAEE S Ul “BIBA
B ESNER A, DLeoH s VS B R B,
XU BAREE W . SRS, (A — R,
ANFET DA 2 SO F I 51 TAT N, i%E X
HEE T AR A4 TR B —— R L
B S LS T B AR A, o, i
T SRS P BARR B3 UAA 24 T = A B0 X AT BA
AN EHEAATHET, #5502 <E AR5
PRINEF BIR . e XEERE I, 255K
{5 BN T4 A (groups as information processors;
Hinsz, et. al, 1997), ¥R AT 1RO,
FEMAFE=HFMMANE: (DFEHNES ies
B mIR, QK5 E AT SRR, (3)FF
AR XT AT BN 4B 1) g A AR I H DAY SR
AN A At . BARHEZR N 1 s

gl
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TTTTTTTTTY | mmmsame
|
g ||
il \< / - A AR
i
BEHE \
i
- | BIME BER PIBABIET

B BRSSO A A T B 35 0 U A A

30 AR 1:FNEERESHENETENERK
3.1 TR

AT SRR BN 5 L S B AN
FORMBERNET . M FHEFHEER, R
B 2 4 4% R (the critical incident technique)
(Flanagan, 1954)%f248¢ MBA 22 Bt AT IR BE VTR
PITE B B6 25 B o B l U iR 40 . 1 [mH2 AR B
FER T AERBA R, P BA G 53 2 1 — % & i 1)
A AR Y — > 2 EE R R A B GE VR 1 ()
B, AR A YRR TRES R, AU Q
B VIR N FEE BN 56 45 H o 5 4%
HIERE, RAEETE N 42 s & T AP
WARE . e, 5T E HEE % R E
MER, WERITRAH, BITAEYNEE, B
AN F T =R,

YFERFHERR, BLRHBITCARREN
IR, BREITEELTHAERSUR T
i F#% )12 #2622 — : van Dyne I LePine (1998)
FERM 6 4 HEEFR . FEEISE H QA B AL 5L &1 %R
ST B8 2 N A BA Y [l AR 10 CRAT Likert
6 BT I, “17= R, “6” =t HINE"),
312 METEEWMEKRR

Iz, S — ARSI AR F
HRBTHA . NEB—BEEE T, KR
PR BT . AR AT 4 SR E— 25 % I & T L
BT . 3 — IS REAS KT % 5 it AT B TiE 14 A
RO AWM R . iR E S &R T
WINGERROEE . XA . MRTIE R &, &
RS BT R MR S A S, J4E
AR I A G, RS b A
B A S AR A, SCIE [ A9 A 92 90 i AR AH D6 Bl
BATHI . AW TN S LR 2 e 222 4%
AR RS SR EHEEAXK R, S@&FhE
FHCHEAR o 3% 2 PR Ry 3k 28 PR 2R B 38 i 1] A g B3

H, R F I A — AR T [,
ARWFGE A T A BT 1) TAE 20 . AT BA AT 19
BIOKFESRFHEMAXK R, S&FHEH
KM, BEZEE, SEERREAES R
HAKE, HIFA—EReRENNET LG,
Hh, BRI B 2 5 =R (Liang et al,, 2012)
YERASHR, Rz i T HL A A bR IR o
32 R 2: FRES BN EAIERNE

5 2 WFEEENEWEMGRINESE
RO I U AR RS (Can i 1 BT ) o BAARCR UL, FTBA
AT BE AT LA S P BA 2= 20 ) B A AR R AR
(RRIEM AR, LR 1~3), tn]fig ok A AE B
R 2O PAT BN 7 A T A s e (P B ) B AR, LRI
4~6), WIS I R FIEE R A AL
I TH R B AR, IR T BA sk i 1T A B
T A F Ay BB A AT A5 R L I ke AT A 2 ) A
SR . T e, MRS &
—ANBIAE, MR SRR BERBET,
B AT oS 7 T A AT A 2B R R RO
SR, BT LR . Bk BE I AER
R IR, Xk H R A M F R & A
— B4, TEFBA R MR e & FE AR N, W
BT s A AR AR N W 7
3.2.1 HMESHIRRBE: FANFEIMNER

1 BA 2= 2] BV BA R 5 AR A5 . 2022 RO M
Y 1d B2 (Argote, Gruenfeld, & Naquin, 2001), J&#2
FteH 212 2] FNAE AR G750 ) B 2 — ¥R (Hong, Baruch,
Chau, & He, 2016). #1135 Ay, 240 S B
BA2E 2, VA B R R TR B A R T
L) (de Dreu, 2007; Edmondson, 1999), H L, 7
ZilYNG RN S a5 e S A e e = U
RES AR TR, (BRI E T GBS, A
NEBREMARRTETHER, REEXEFLZE
A IRl 4 2R (R 8 1) o 24 T BA K



ol

B BRE R IA TS

ROME T AR FIRLA] 5 O B R T 969

O35 15 i AR B, ASANCAT DAGE il 53 s R T
YEFLRE . Wik T/ERE T (Edmondson, 1999), {hf#
AR5 NSRS TE 2 FME 8., SSHEBAE
SR IFFILTE (Colquitt, Lepine, Wesson, & Gellatly,
2011), FHRIFHABNZET W EE MR, 5 F A
AT NG B RARR, XLeFREF ARG Y.
N2 AS TR 555 1T BATIC G 1) 17 18, 2 BELAR ol bt 2
A {5 15 B (Robbins & Coulter, 2018), A F
FIBNZE ] S8, PRIE, $R MR 1.

Mk 1. B S 5T T 28 5 4 ) [T BA
MR . R, @F 8RS A
MG BF RN, #EEE0E SR
IEAHX

R 1 BSERE b, HEWE S e A A
IR A BN 2 SR A BN SR, & 5E, FIB\E
> B B 2z — S A2 4 A BB T A7 Al 41, 52
B L RAFAAF 5 R R (BREAL, 2007), BHFE#
A7 3 A K 1 SEUE A 5 B R T A A 2 20 %o T BA
SR AL #E4E FH (van Der Vegt & Bunderson, 2005;
Santos, Passos, & Uitdewilligen, 2016), H:¥k, HIBA
EHFIFEALAL, W B 53 AT A 3RS B
1 H Bk (Edmondson, 1999) . 1455 A% 51 AY A1 BA
i W BE 1 (Santos et al., 2016) . ¥A 3k i 51 Z 0] 138
HICL ARG EGEHIL, bz, 2009)5, s
AN S B B SR . Bk, 45E8HiK 1,
P2 Rk 2:

i 2: BIBNEI T AHANEFTHES#EST
Joz te % A BA 3% ) 228 HO R

Zefelih, 1A BA =% > AR A BB . T BA A
AR B B 2R RN B B ST I 5 R (West, 2002;
Zhou & Hoever, 2014), Q&AW 51, HIAF:>]
BER B 5 AS [ UL S AT T IR A AL, SR
JELRITZNR B9 3 2 (Jiménez-Jiménez & Sanz-Valle,
2011), XA FFH AR A DL 2 1 A4
o WAk, P A2 2] 3R TR A 53 % AR it AR A gl
9647 I S8 (Friedrich, Sjoberg, & Friedrich, 2016),
X2 AR A AT BA 9 SR TR B AR .
SRt T, BN A 2T AT LUTE B A B A H A
PR B 2% 8 419 77 2 (Bunderson & Sutcliffe,
2003) E LA E, FEMMIMES A5 A BB 1, #2
R 3:

iz 3: AR¥I T A AN EFHESET
J5T 12 XoF AT A 3 149 28 5]

322 HPNESHIERBE: FNME 2B

Edmunds FI Morris (2000)1Y 454 % B8, BAE
A U I IXRE— AN . — 7 A R i IT
ZAG R, Oy —Jr T REARELY & & A G Bk
Ao REAHEHE B T HS NGB,
AR, R RN EF D E AR T
WZER, HFANRIAE NG BHEASEHNT
AN, HA e BT i E B A 2 R T e sk B i 1 ¢
Bk (Stvilia, Gasser, Twidale, & Smith, 2007), it
SV, YA BN i BT 2R, P AR 5
HER . T ESIHE XS # T, BRSO IEM
HIPRR, R A AT 55 B 52 . RS ET B 7S
FERBHMFREET, WS AE BB
B, —Irim, FATE—HETCME R E BRI
FEE, BUA 2RI B e TR 55, X a4
B R DU A o) — i, AR E
SRR JETC MM EE R, WS mRAA
FR BTN 125 Y5 (Ackoff, 1967; Sparrow, 1999), i i,
2R 4:

ik 4. PR BN 3 0o 1 8 5 0 X AT BA
FEMEN TN . &5 EAN, #25%E5H
BAE SR 2R E ARG, # 5 B |, @5 S
EilINESE e Al P

MRYEBEL 4, FRATTHE— 20 HE B R AR 5T 2 T A
TR A A R 223 BHL A5 P BA 4 % 4
Tho PBNZE W T BAEBA B IR IR 56 i — 28
AN K 7E B TAEESS, X A0 BRI FE 2R3
Z AN HIR X K E R E BT . D, i
£ RBEEI T, B2, 5 RN g IR TC
BB, A R AR L 5 LT
YE4T 45 (Kahneman, 1973)i}, &S £ T IE4E
1% (0ldroyd & Morris, 2012). R 5% it (Speier,
Valacich, & Vessey, 1999). {& T./E% % (Byyny,
2016)% A RJE R, AF T BIBNGRLR AT o LAk,
MEIEE WAL Pl T EZENMA G, TR ER,
T AR B B, SERBEIREZNET .
1% 25 ¥E 35 A1 4 1 S (Hemp, 2009; Kouvonen,
Toppinen-Tanner, Huuhtanen, & Kalimo, 2005), X
Al AE 2 S EOR A BRAR TAER AR T AR, Wb
GiEoT . I, 4Gk 4, fRB B s:

ik 5: HANFEBERPNANESHES
AT B E A SR 28 B RS

[FFER), 15 B hiig B A . BB
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B SRAEERN TR, HE. BEEEIBREY
#H3% (Zhou & Shalley, 2007), 7E15 BB A HH T,
LR BT ERE AR AT, WS BB
B35 7K 3 F B#(Zhou, Shin, Brass, Choi, & Zhang,
2009). Mok, MEIBANET HiRR T RS IREEE
SR, S BA B 53 A AR, SO 5 T
MRARHC . Gk . &GRS 141 BRI 75 2 i AH O
W5 B, JEmEIES T E NS AIRTRE T TR, 4G
iz 4, $R R 6:

B 6: WIBME B A A1 B 5 i
A I A AR B 22 B,
3.3 i 3. HEmMEAEES WIRRIER, #HIAr

BERYEIRAE A MSEINRI1ER

WFFE 3 DU 376 SRR RT3 A1 BA A 5
FURAER, Wb AT BEM ISR . S AE A8
P B Hh 7 30 B fA A, R AR TSR
SEELZH 2 H BRI 8 [F & (Chatalalsingh & Reeves,
2014), FET b, ATFFRAR O A A T 2 F A
RETS R FERAE W S r e . B 2, SIS XA
BN S HEE N B RSN E T ST R
U™¥, 775, 2016; Mowbray et al., 2015); Hik
G E A0 N TR R Rt 2 2
= DUEMC R R R 5 =, MR AR 51 4
T, R AMBEACEICHINTES, TS
P I o8 5 %o DG 1 g 35 R A TG A L 3k % 4
EIEF AR A R A PR S5 e BT A
B AT G0N TR . B, ASHR ST SR
k—ERRINRS, IREENSFEME R #ES
HIREST . EENEMLE:

(HEF AR BRI BT 2 5 AH
W, W T E L. RIE A AT B AE
FHRERAE

QEFEH e
HEHMREEE,

G E T A PR A8 5 77 A1 BA SRS Ak 3N
HEHE RRE S E TS, InZ M A

GFE R EE T AR IR AGIRE] S
RGN BT @R T TS . (F RS e
AT E e S R T,

FEHEAETROERE, SSREERS
PN A L s BT, IF S S B A A
T, RHFEFIAES Rz, AOTE B
HEE MBS BAL, WRELIERETHER .

BN P BA AT PR 0 AT A

P BA S 5% B £ BB 4R . FLARTIT =, ASBIETE I
2 P B B AR I, R RO S M B
AJIEME, SHIMERBEMAAR . SFEZ T
A BRI B4 AT A S RE A P AT A 5 2 2 AT A
E N NZI NPT - il YN = prie i 9Y N
ARy, 8 R S W S R e, S AT
SUBEIENDG . dH L, BORF T AR B
s AR (BRI GT esz T R A B, BE
A7 e PE M BR AT A B R B B 5, 51 i
SRTE R BB A, IR 43k SE AR 5T 1 A 5 1 AN
FEXT AT ASTR | AT BA BB 26 7 A 0 3 9 97 1] 52

4 EipEWN

BN T AE R —Fh E S E B =ATh, 2
VA BA 853 Sy 1 8 i DAL BG4 R 338 0 e 3 i i 3,
e A AT A AT i 5 B TAEAE 55 . (HELA
52 45 AL 0 3= W] AT B\ 2 55 B T g 2 A A v R #2
U AE H (Halle, 2016; Liang & Rui, 2017), 7E5:
SEAE BT T B2 28 P B R T ARG il (Detert et
al.,, 2013), REFENCEH G RERNET Y
AR GER, HIAEA AR, & R A 45 5%
By AL A B . PR, ASHIE ST RIS
SN T.(Hinsz et al., 1997)0 %0 £ 52 A A EE 35 19
SR T FAE ML, DA RO B 5T

HilR SR TR LENER TREGRHET
1 (Detert et al., 2007; van Dyne & LePine, 1998)
VL K ndar ik 51 T £ 4% 7318 (Rasheed et al., 2017;
Ng et al., 2015), 1P HZ 5 TR R AL, 5t
— 7E A 45 2H Sl AT BA A SR R R o fHSE PR I,
T BA A g 03 2 A5 B N AR DL R B A I T
2332 M AT B RE (R, BT 3, 2012), a2,
HFREA Ry A SR B R, ANBE R B #EF W
Bom, HhZEMET SN EENE. Hit,
TEAREGE T, AN T 5 S Pt A S
B YRR, A R 56 1A B R ) IE
Jia) 1971 1) XL PR ARARE T

IE W FEARACR, A 5 i B RN 32 2L
i A ) SE . E R, BB
SR S BEAT N T3 FL AR F T A S i &
R B TARAE 55 158 i {5 B TR HiR . .
B L TN < I 4~ |1 DN D AN~ =2
W (Hinsz et al., 1997, Hif, K4, 2013), XLk
T FEAR 2 A2 BME B B AR RS BRI . S A
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BA B 5% 43 5 5 BB 145 B, T DAGR#E A s R
TAERRE . Btk TAER P (Edmondson, 1999), A
LA, ARG DLE i A e R B, 5
PRI B 1 %2 L 2 (Colquitt et al., 2011), X#HF
PR A B 2= ] . S I E R R B %, F AR5
2 Fy P T RO T X S (E B, SCEL A BA 2
o teAh, PSS WA G SCER R W, BB 3R
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Team voice effectiveness and its mechanism from the perspective of group
information processing: The influence of voice quantity and quality

LI Fangjun; WANG Shuman; LI Aimei; LI Bin
(Management School, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Team voice is widely considered as one contributor to positive team outcomes such as team

performance and innovation. The empirical evidence, however, is inconclusive. From the perspective of

group information processing, this paper proposes a two-path model to illustrate the underlying mechanism

of influence of team voice on team effectiveness. The main purposes of this paper are to: (a) develop the

voice quantity and quality scale, (b) propose a two-path model of team voice influence, (c) develop a

training program aiming at improving team leader’s voice managing abilities and skills. The potential

theoretical and managerial implications are also discussed.

Key words: team voice; team voice quality; team voice quantity; group information processing





