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W E OMRAATEMANTOEHROA. LHHIAHLHANZT LA M E Aoz R L g, m BTN
KA BARNZ I BE R L EFERE, BT A 2@, 2% T LA FGREE, AT E
BEge st AR F A AR R — AT, B RGN, KILEARANE LA T AT 9 1E AU
KF, BEATN B EAFRRBELFEA LFRTEARNE. RE, #BR T EATAN AL AR A2 F
HiZEBENFR, AELSARMNEMRENAARGZANZT T &, BREFRH LY E I EIAFLA
T E ., FRA L KL LA E RS A E AL, KRR RN A SR Ak A A
R T RS AT G A

SRR BN, $AR; NE; FE; A

23S B841;B849

Ty i 2 Ay O B AL SR I R TR B E T TE RSB ARG B KRR AR RO
WS Iy B A . TR A A A g, ST o TEN FHPFRGUL, EHE M ML S5 pRH T
T AR I e A 22 RN B 2 [ Al Jon i 2 BRI B, PRI R B BB A IR AR A2 D& 1Y
#(Ang & Eisend, 2017; Diamantopoulos, Sarstedt, TEU5A, FRARECYE WA Ak B % B AR (Bergkvist &
Fuchs, Wilczynski, & Kaiser, 2012; Fuchs & Rossiter, 2007; Hoeppner, Kelly, Urbanoski, &
Diamantopoulos, 2009; Sarstedt, Diamantopoulos, & Slaymaker, 2011), 2R T, TE2FARBIGESIR, AT
Salzberger, 2016). LRI & 38 R A8 E T — T 2 2 RETITI Bk, AT B 59 H 22 O A S
AU FE BRI AT FEA & R T iR, HA B I IR T 4 3 6 A~ Z [H)(Hinkin, 1998), H Ak
[B1%5 . AP 6 2545 A5 (Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007); I G5 T BB R BT B R I K, 22 I £ A
T 22 RT3 00 52 00 2 308 3 A B L L % ST Sl R % % 3| 2 B X (Diamantopoulos et al., 2012).
BFFERI A H 7 o, LR ORI o B e IR EL AR S A A B S DA Dl SRR
5 (Diamantopoulos et al., 2012; Nair, Ataseven, S, ANRER, HAGBUE ARG A S
Habermann, & Dreyfus, 2016), jlF(Credé, Harms, Niehorster, & Gaye-Valentine, 2012;

FAR TRy RS T s, | Roelen et al., 2014; Roelen et al., 2015),

H1 T 22 U S A 2 AR AT T SRR B T
(R B DL, — Se B 50 3 T A 25 1 L 5 B R
Wi FI0: 2018-08-31 SR TN R, LUKt SE B 52 % % i
* A SCHESRIE BT I AR A0 H (16YIC630132); RTINS 1Y T SR TR IE A o M 20 TH4E 50 F 80 4F

[ 58 H AR 2 2R 7 AR 0 H (71602080); H 3k Ry 1 4k e % 2 1% (Aiken, 1980; Churchill & Peter,
ARHBRIL S5 Bt 2R H (1TLZUIBWZDO0T, 18LZ 19g4. Gorsuch & Mecfarland, 1972; Mosel, 1953),

UIBWZY007); 2% K2« —if — &L Wi H (2018 , ]
N =g Y=o
ldbryb024), IS EIEAFHIRL S o £ btare) SOk 20 ARERERUERLEE(Diamantopoulos et

B A AT H ), al., 2012; Fuchs & Diamantopoulos, 2009; Wanous,
WAEVEH: 5546, E-mail: zIh331@qq.com Reichers, & Hudy, 1997), #&fikZ faF 53 ke &
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W, X TR L 55 A8 i M 1A N, 2
T I VA i 3 AR T BRI

H A\ Wanous % (1997) % T4 25 B2 1) 58 331
M AT T REREZ )G, HEIN i H 1532 3
T2EARTREWEMMEE:, HIF R R
77 ¥t H 4 58 3% (Fisher, Matthews, & Gibbons,
2016; Fuchs & Diamantopoulos, 2009), #X1fi, HHEJ
] P BRI 2 ) (0 R 3 R AL, M TE R T]Ie
BTN B RS, XASH T ENIFRE T R
B B 1Y okt R RSN, WK T E N E
TR A B A BB £ . BE UL, AR SO
RRITOI A 1 R JR 5 AT T ARG WU, AT
PRGN R AR e, AT T LUAE RS Y T BT
B— AT R, fe )5 HE T BB I & RN A
FH A v 2 S

1 BEINE R R =

1.1 BAELUNE8MH S

S8 22 RO AT 2 Y A B B AR B AT
I gy s, BN RS R, 52
BTN A B, BRI B A T 240 R R 4 K
7K (Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007; Franke, Rapp, &
Andzulis, 2013; Gogol et al., 2014; Robins, Hendin, &
Trzesniewski, 2001), FaARARE A fi 22 I o 5 £ o
1 (Postmes, Haslam, & Jans, 2013),
1.1.1 B4 g

BRI X 2 I 2 N =TT SR
1) I 2% AE, B 25 3 T /D () I ] (Bergkvist &
Rossiter, 2007), 3 Ft A [a] L A Hf Sl 75 B4 R 0 )
iw B oA & R I P (Konstabel, Lénngvist,
Walkowitz, Konstabel, & Verkasalo, 2012), if5¢#&
RS TN — BB R IR IR 5E Rl (AN R . RJE Y
IR BRI R ABECIZ A L JL3E L W AR
85 ) o 3K B[] R ()R K 1 T R X I 2l
St i) F APk (Fisher et al., 2016; Gogol et al.,
2014; Postmes et al., 2013), Hoal, JE&—IEAE
g AT 0 B g s, 1 22 R0 2 2 1 m 9 A
P28 LA ], 3K T B2 L N B B T, i
T 265 9 Aty e 8 7L TR A 52 0] o LG B, ] R
TN 2 1111 BE A% BRIy FRARL I 2808 o
112 PRRFBEERA

TFF 5% 25 o 225 R 2 %) I T 3 8 AL 225 L 5 o R
TR % B 1 & (Wanous et al., 1997), X &4

FEHE RN FEAE ] 2 R B, B E A
A EE N RAE )4 B R o R v Y 58 4% A (Gogol et
al., 2014), M7 LS ATAHXS 3 2 1R 9% FH, AT
B DR RE SN L 58 I 4 o RIS, 22800
2 PECTCRUA) B BB 1 i (Postmes et al., 2013),
X Hy A Y AN AT 3 R TR R ) s 2
WM E 3 AR BRI & D) AT LU AT
i< e L1 IS s o L= R 2 G
113 FREAERRE

H T2 LI A R 4 L, PRSI =] LA
SRR AR AR i 22 (Postmes et al., 2013), X F£
RGO 5 100 55, AR 22 NS JE R AE 9% B 18] 25 58 i —
&R E O A & T X HARKW RS, Fit,
TEVEPEREA I, IR R R AT R AR T 541
TR R s R TR A, X TR
2. B, A5 BT 2 Y o) 4530w R,
X2 FEARHE T2 (Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007), B
TG00 2k o 2 R A B R SR AR, XA AR SRR
AW A%E, BF5E AT DL BRI 2 R AR AR,
AT A 50 B2 AP A i 22 (Postmes et al., 2013),
114 RABFEWERE

657 P B R T T LA o A A A P T ]9
FER PR UL W B A 8 . — 7w, s K%
RIITT E [) 452% RT3 AT A2 3 B8
K TTEFREL A v, AR AT 58 5 A R
163 5 Z2 Bsf 1] 04 [5] 152 A1 B A (Postmes et al., 2013),
AT 7 A PR G A A s FEX FIIIE N, 248
AT BEAS 2N LR 5 ), 7 2 46 — T AT
AYZSE (Bergkvist, 2015; Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007;
Cred¢ et al., 2012; Gogol et al., 2014; Zimmerman et
al., 2006), X FR 2 A KR BT i AR R ORI R
AHIZ, T I A A 2 I R R, R S (A
R 72 A 3 2 1 R BURR, TR 28 R 2 TN LM
5 152 A1 1] 45 [7) 851 (van der Linden & Rosenthal,
2016)o 73 —J7 T, TERHE O 58 M2 )i B4 48 HEF
Ab B R, 22 I BN AN S R T 2 1 TAR
B, M 28001 58 000 55 M R (Reysen,
Katzarska-Miller, Nesbit, & Pierce, 2013), 7]t
T i ) DA CA B9 A AR R0 2 R Rl AR,
T PRAE A Y oo P R 45 R A TR A
1.2 BN 8 AR S

TR T i B RO AR, B
A ESZ ) T RRE . HEFIE S L A = AE T
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W 2 2 SR A &0, AR B s FR
(Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007; Fuchs & Diamantopoulos,
2009).
1.2.1 TEERS RRE RTS8 RE

X e B A B AT S, SR
AR X [7] B sz ik 3 26 2 4 4 8 A ] 4E BE Y P9
(Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007), HALR5 I 10 £ £ 25 Z
L— LBy (a8, Hean, Y45 e — AN
KV 22 Ui B TAE T 2 I, AR 32 15 &
AT BB X A I 2 0 [R] 5 TR AT A shm A Ak
441 H 2 M PE (Fuchs & Diamantopoulos,
2009), R, ANFZZUIE IR E S A AT, X
AV B A T T A N AS Ak 38 5 = AR AR S A [R]
I BT % 2 TG T 0 W T A v = RS T
B A B % (Oshagbemi, 1999), Lban, [RFE2 T AR
BEBRMNZUIE, —S20i8 682 R K
FRANBNE T TN, T 5 A — L 525 3 1] g2 A
R B TR RN AN . AR, IR
HILE R XA E R, 52X, 285
) 22 0] B A8 AR - b fof e 3 A [ AT
122 AEERNSRAMREE

5 Z RN A L, BRI G T T
MR L 208 ELAR ARG A&, QNN R L PR AR AN
#JE(Gogol et al., 2014; Kim & Abraham, 2017;
Wanous et al., 1997), 5 B WK E W EA G HI N H
BN, 0 R o A RO £ R PN Fh S A,
Ui T RE S R ok i B (AR 1 LA R B AR b 1) MR
ZE1M0 A BE A0 1E 0 B9 ) W (Bergkvist & Rossiter,
2007). WFEERIR, U5 Xl G & B A A
17 76 8 K B4 5 i % (Fuchs & Diamantopoulos,
2009), M FiEIA RS, HAARIT N, At
MR 55 SIS &I S, AR5 7] 58 A 58
SN[ BRAR, TR B kG A2 B

Zi b, — 7, HOEI ae] LR AR A
R, I3 R A R Y DR JSUBOK O UE %L
P B, MR S AR A Z (Gogol et al.,
2014), 53— J7 T, HREIIN A 30 G L A
AR, EANESFRITN IR E 2 5
M ¥4 4 (Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007; Fuchs &
Diamantopoulos, 2009), #RM, 275Xt S5 ] 1
R T BEAE T —AR 2 22 3 h SR U £ 149
T AR TG IRAT B BURAE . 7E S AR IE A I 5T
T, T A A A A R — A R

1% (Wanous et al., 1997) 1R 222 F FEHZ W5 7 ik
Y2 B 358 e 5 i, iy = g e e (07 P B0 R0 £ (de
Boer et al., 2004), X658 ARy 32 A WLE A H
T o 24 52 L BE M B R R, SR, T SEAERE A
2 SO BRI B A BT A I RR IR R, AR
T BRI 5 AR D T Y 5T B AT 15 B SR
3G/ OE T AT TR i 1 R - R R
W BLAT AT AR SZ AR AU KT . BT R AGER A
2 L IR 5T 6T AR I N {5 0 Ty TR IR
EELL S 1R o

2 BRI E 5 R BEE R |

AR Z AT g BRI i 1) 45 B 2 T Al
THEY, H B T BE 2 ) B )
R, PRI BB e b 2 B S A AR 2 1A
(Gogol et al., 2014; van der Linden & Rosenthal,
2016), FI% L, BRI i 05 AR AN AT Al
T, B SO Y TR, O T SR
T B AR WOk B, A BT R R R
RN 45 1) R
2.1 MIEERIREE

15 BE A i — > R T (R R AR P T
T54R(Kim & Abraham, 2017), BFSE & 9
/& Cronbach’s o INFR—EUHE R B, HATHE AT .
1- Zo—f

2

O-,

k
a:_
k-1

o, & MR ECE, of B4 i A
BRI, o IERER BT %

W ERAZL, 315 Cronbach’s o PFB—EL
PEEORAIEOL R T 1, PRI, B8 & i
Cronbach’s o WH—E 2Tk ITRM . Mo, FH
WF 5T &N B 3R A A5 BE R IR RO IE T
(Churchill & Peter, 1984), X4 5T & 1)
5 B [t 2 U5 /% (Gogol et al., 2014; Kim &
Abraham, 2017; van der Linden & Rosenthal, 2016;
Wanous et al., 1997), 7F 28 &I & # i, #8155
A7 S A5 ST 3 ELSEAS A B HILIN 615 2%
22 RO 55 T LS ok % R () A AR T 9 5 Ok
Yl BEAILIN e 8 22, T BRI R T R AR AE —
AR, JE A B X A (Fu, 2005; Konrath,
Meier, & Bushman, 2014; Robins et al., 2001),
I, FRLBTITON 5 f B AL 158 25 T BRSSO
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*1 BETNEMEEST
L s LA
R X ] R FIMEE T Fo/ME
Bt T4 idit T4 ¥ihit T4 ¥kt T4
/NTF0.60 8 13.33% 2 15.38% 1 33.33% 3 100%
0.60~0.69 11 18.33% 5 38.46% 2 66.67% — —
0.70~0.79 26 43.33% 4 30.77% — — —
0.80~0.89 11 18.33% 1 7.69% — — — —
0.90~1.00 4 6.67% 1 7.69% — — — —
Hfar %k 0.73 0.67 0.62 0.50
A T 5 5 T 0 5 135 B B 1 2
rXX =
22 WEEMERN pry

JAEF BE SR HL IO B R R Y — L E
WF5E 3 T LSE o B B o DA SRR I Y
15 BE, AP DA R i 3 2 2k S e o R
1w {5 % (Fisher et al., 2016; Sporrle & Bekk, 2014;
Wanous et al., 1997),

221 BNEE

DN A5 LA T 5 R AE I ] R e
S il g A %T%Aﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmmfﬁﬁ
S5 (Fisher et al., 2016) . XA R HE#Y
s B BRI 5 B TR — . 2 15 T 60 4
ALY BRI 2 ) PRI B . R HPAT LU 3],
B 2 AR IO PRI BE = T 0.70 £
68.33%, TLECH 0.73, FEAINECFHE N 0.71,
T PRGN ek ) 7 BE R A B S T A Y
222 RIEEE

WFFEREA AR 1 {5 BE 0 i A 2358 i F 90 3
A IO R AT . FERF AR, AR
1 L SEAH I R BT LLTE G F B S IE A RE AR AH O
ARk 15 (Postmes et al., 2013), ELH RIS
FEAKH 56 REUAFHEUN T X & (Loo, 2002; Postmes

et al., 2013; Wanous et al., 1997):
rX
p=—
T Ty

Horb, roJRFEAR AR I x (R BE, ryy R FEA
yMﬁEmEXﬁyZ@ME%ﬁ%%ﬁJW
JEREAS R x Ay MAHOC R B, T eI i iR 22,
FEAAHOC RN 1y B H /DT HIAHM KRS po
WRESE x Ay RPN B — &SP IR
Wi, o, x U a, y 22 N, )
BA RSO R A B AT R A A R A ORI

Bt v L s R R  | B 2 B
e [ — M, I T H P ESCH R p
i #5 KAEM 1(Postmes et al., 2013; Wanous & Hudy,
2001)  HT AT DAAS 3] BRI ek £ Y /M

ryy

DAAE: 56 F B R0 a5t 1) S TR 5% rh Z2 500 4l
T BRI £ 2o TN R A AH DG RNy AR
BTN 7y, P, FSCE T LIE LR
J5 2k S e B R I Y 5 AIRAF BE (Loo, 2002;
Postmes et al., 2013; Wanous & Hudy, 2001; Wanous
etal., 1997),

WA DL 5, AR SR X LA SRR A
i BRI i 1 /M BEEA TR !, SRR 1
%KOM%¢Tu%ﬂ,Nﬁwswm$%Wﬁ

MEBE/NT 0.60, HARRIRET 0.60, F4EHy
uﬁﬁﬁmiﬁdﬁﬁm¢ﬁﬁ%omo%%%
SR, B /M BE IR I B I S Y S B A
BE o AESEPRERVE AR p, BRI £ T
Fizh/ME. b, RIS Nufiez-Pefia, Guilera Fl
Sudrez-Pellicioni (2014)RfF 5T i AR WT A7 £ 1 &
PRI R ) e/ ME A 0.63, TSR Y R
Wﬁﬁﬁom Wi TR/ MERE SR, X T2 4Ef

&, ATLAE B, R A BN /)M P AR 3k g
ﬁ 22 YIS BRI 2 1) P04 AR APR A B 1Y)
HOEE S AR 0.62 1050, Uk FH S BIIRTIN R 7 PEAY
ZAERENS, AT REAFAE— LR, PO, R

" T GE 4 BT O SCHR B AR SIS B2 SOk T bR TE AL B (%)
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TG ek F) £ B O AR AR 2 i 2 B4R B A AR AR A Tl
Hesz, JUHR HRITfr B2 b & p 4ok

3 X ERETUN 8 30UE RY B & B [

PRGN e AN 32 04 53 A T R R
RUBEZ B BT BE o R0 2 A — 0 A A R
TP 0 B AR . BRI S R AN I 2 Ak
AR TE B WA 41 b (Fisher et al., 2016;
Oshagbemi, 1999), i T HLEIN & A BEAE TR AL 2 15
ZREMMBER, — L5 F Ay S & 2
W& T 45w 2 1) 4 R 40 B Y 22 57 (Bergkovist &
Rossiter, 2007; Diamantopoulos et al., 2012; Konrath
et al., 2014; Kwon & Trail, 2005), iX £ bl 45
SR 22, T B RN 2 P i B 0 KA T4 4
B FEMNNERUE | A SR AR IR AL
7 TR B PN e B 11 5 B
3.1 MHERREE
3.1 MABBERREE

PSR S A8 0t T H AR AL & A 53
W SRR . AN SRR A, B it
B T A M R S N
AT, HHAR SR BE 5 4 2058 2 4 2 B A% O N TR
(Robins et al., 2001), tein, BFSEE & & (0 R 80
T £ SR VAN AT BB L A T T R S A R
ZEH9 72 (Cheung & Lucas, 2014; de Boer et al., 2004;
Zimmerman et al., 2006). SR, X} THRLL L4k &,
T ST RE 58 4 M i 2 AEAR i & A D T, AT
GE K ] 2 A BIURITAN 22 4ERE &1 24> 4E
BE o WAR, HA— I S W 2 e A TR S, R
SEVER TP B, WARE W RITI.
3.1.2 HRHE R REE

A0 B 7 % — A ik 3 1 RE A8 1A DU
H E PR A RO R B, 8 e SR AR A X AL
5k KW (Fisher et al., 2016), 157 # 8 % % H4H
B A5 BE T34 07 22 FE U R T B 2 D 3 1 2R
ROBE RN 3 808 o | BRI 5 JE 25 5 20
G5 FE -1 77 22 % B (Wohlgemuth & Wenzel,
2016), A, ARG R TCIEPFHA] RE f
Y SR A 380 R IX 43 5% B (Fuchs & Diamantopoulos,
2009),

3.1.3  FEARKERUE R R EE

AR IR BE A, BRLRIIGTIN 2 %o S0 78

JRPHE MR SR RETE /N, AR L, BRI

=% N E B &I W B R (Fisher et al, 2016;
Oshagbemi, 1999), JGik 4 i A i I 2 50 4k ok 3
ZYERE TSI HOR AR OGS S i TOAE . 22
RN 3, ST 2 RN B, RES S AR
WCRIE R A8 Sy A T, TR A LA TR A ) R Ak
(Gogol et al., 2014; van der Linden & Rosenthal, 2016),

IERCh BRI, AR 22 2 35 0 B R it Y
ROBE 7R HAME, DA T 5 7 B 0B 4% 22 R ) 4
3.2 XHERYE L

SR G5 % BRI 5% 1) S8 3 A A — BE 5
B, (HIX ST e 25 B e M2 0, 5 1, st
AR TG A 2 — 843 SEUE 5T I N Y
W 2] LU4EZ i (Elo, Leppinen, & Jahkola, 2003;
Konrath et al., 2014; Konstabel et al., 2017; Kwon &
Trail, 2005; Robins et al., 2001),
3.2.1 MARYEE K

AATARIN, 2RI T B T N4 i, (EA
G B 22 A5 SN Sk G % I 7 A R M
B AEH /NFuchs & Diamantopoulos, 2009), £ 51
DN 368 2 TR 22 S ARARUE SO A DX 31 ) i 0ok
PEFH I B By 4TI o FESEBR AR B b, X R A
RLPEAE T 23 1 U2 I IR IR, 28 R i 2%
TE — 3 [7] 2 HP 3% £ AH 7] 28 01 (Nair et al., 2016;
Robins et al., 2001), fdif5 2 MU & 75 A5 AME
S TTREPE T . e Ah, AU Y 15 A7 AR
— AR, G0 R R A B A (i Y, 22 UK
O 3 fuft ok ol Qi 22 N AR, 3 R 22 RN i ) o A
LT

IR SRR SE O 2RSS, S R = A T
My —LeAa I HAT T SZ 1 N AU (Elo et al.,
2003; Fisher et al., 2016; Jordan & Turner, 2008;
Robins et al., 2001), LU, Fisher 4:(2016)i i &
FAT 53 B 7 B R VAN BRI 0 5 1 N AU, 45
SR BRI & Y BT 0 A R AF R A
ROEE . BME R 2, IR Z A4 REE Y
AR RS D AU b BE A A R R
Y PN 2554 B (Robins et al., 2001), IH4h, BF5EH A
T3 A 2T 1) 1 3R 5 Ty =Xk 6 o B
wA N AERE . e, Woods 1 Hampson (2005)
SGIEuR/ (1A N N SRR R =0 A NS AN -4
Y SMAAERE . “xxx & — DA . NEE. A
HGRATFEE HAREE AT I FEZEH A,
ABATTAY & SR e i i 3R 5 22 T Y 45 2RO F
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R2 BETNENBARESXHNERE

95% B {7 IX.[]

&R R k N r p — Ow REEFRH
{8 o
T e 5 22 B
Eﬁi”JEAﬁgw‘“”E 45 36930  0.64  0.72%%* 0.66 0.77 2790.85%%%* 151303
BRUEE)
BRSO St 55 A U
51 25225 020 0.22%%* 0.18 0.26 502.70% %% 12479
CL: )

T * IR p < 0.001, k RN EECHE, N RN EXT R R A RIS,

r B G (5 BB TE MIBUR SC R 5L, p Bl

R IERIMBUAR SRR, Op JHN TR TRAR, F 2 AR A R DF TR AT AR 35 AN [, 222 4 RBOTSRITAS &

Ffme " EREE, MRERRBOT R AR ki,

TLRKES
3.2.2  MHRHE R E [
R TR BRI I A A A5 TT T Y Jo

BE, BFFEF R T PR BRI ) A K R Y
BT CE A, K2R £ 07 R (MTMM) S B
B EERE b, BT AT A A A R I 5 A R
F1%) 22 R8I Sk 114 A DG 2R 50K A ek 2RI 5 ) 2R

& %% (Fisher et al., 2016; Postmes et al., 2013),
BT SN R A 2 KRR FARE 2R
T i, Gn SR BB HE S 22 U LA R
BAR DG, ) A R B R R AU

HOR, BT S8 A I 5 AR A Y
*Ei P K ) W P R 00 2 (%) DX 43 %% ¥ (Fisher et al.,
2016; Nichols & Webster, 2013; Sporrle & Bekk,
2014 Un S BTG e 5 3 SR (DUR 2 PR AH SR JEE
B, DU BRI i B R DX RO

R T TR G b O I AR A AR, A

TF 538 33 TC 73 BT 19 0 36 X6 DA SR AT 9T 1) 3R B 3R
JE AN X A BE AT T 2 A G R LB SR ) %%

2 FH T BB hE ) SR AR 5 X AU B
HAPEIR . RPPREGBERE T LB &
528w A R L, KAaSUERFET R
U 5t S AU & Z A DG . AR 2 ATLLER
B, BTN 5 22 U S AR G (p = 0.72,
p < 0.001), RSN A RN R AR
BE o WAk, BTN £ 5 R B A 22 H] A OC R

2 3 2 MR 3 P AT IUMIRSCER T e S S Scik i bR 2
(%), IXLEICHR FEEIETE Web of Science Il Google Scholar H#G:
FRARAGHY, KR PR AETE 1988 4F 1 H~2018 4F 6 H Ui
Yl TAE IR EE BT IR, 5 — B 90%, A—
T POV EF L FBAHMEIE . ST HT R CMA 2.0,
S AR I Sy B AL 50 A% 78 (Borenstein et al., 2011),

R B2 22 O A 1

BOEAR R (p = 0.22, p < 0.001), BEW]HLEIIT I 5
X Rz M B R XA B, Bk, DAERE
G X LTI N ) A AR Y S5 B DR AN BT o
3.2.3  MRARKERUE BY [E] KL

RIS 2 22 0] g, HC T 5 1) 24 RELUAR
FHTRE R 35 Ao TEXT A & AT VAN (o 72
I B U 2 1 15 1 4 1Y U0 (Bergkvist & Rossiter,
2007; Fisher et al., 2016; van der Linden & Rosenthal,
2016) SR, EpRIITI i O e K EUE DY
RS L PR R B, 3 R AR A8 R N 0 Y
My, AT PRIEAS i TN 508 . ithAb, 1 2T
T A L A SRR T £ R A I 22 RO 2 AR AP
IR bRy 22 5 R H —F w9 . CA MY
Bt (ISR R, IO 5 A 22
Ty 2 LA AH BL A 350hR G BR A% (Ang & Eisend,
2017; Gogol et al., 2014; Kwon & Trail, 2005;
Riordan et al., 2018; Robins et al., 2001; Woods &
Hampson, 2005), 2 T B 4fH @R X — 258, AHF
G 3k TC 43 A 7 TR X DA U 5 22 R
i RURR OCIB AR BE AT A8 i P Gl R DL R 5)) o 3R
3ATLLFE S, PRSI e FOhR AR B 2 (] I OE R (o
= 0.12, p < 0.001)5 2 BTN 5 FASchn AR 2 22 [8] 1)
KR (p =0.16, p < 0.001)FFTCHH .22 7(05 = 0.92, p
=0.34). I, S NSRR RIRSUZ I R, 2
RTINS B ARG T BRI

4 BEINEMFARSEREN

M AR SCHY [, AT LA B, A SR
i HAT —E R BR P, HIR AR 4R E] T
T e W AT 5 A5 ARORE B E S o PR, AR SCHR SZ
PSRy SUEUE S 78 2 I AE B0 T, W58 nl LIk
SR RS R AT AT B
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Fx3 BEINESZFIUN S RBAR X E LR
i 95% {7 IX.[] . "
&R R k N r p _ Ow o REEFRH
1% =
BRSO 5 A bR 63 70478  0.11  0.12%%* 0.07 0.18  2514.96%** 0.92 8323
2 I 5 5 30 bR 79 71872 0.14  0.16%** 0.11 0.21 3954.72%%x ’ 20413

T ***3RIR p < 0.001, Qp 4L S FTPEAG IR A AR, T 251X 3 S RTIU k5 280 1) O 28 ) 20 JEL T k15 280 1) 56 R A 1
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Single-item measures: Queries, responses and suggestions

WEI Xuhua; ZHANG Lianghua
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Single-item measures have long been debated by researchers. Proponents advocate the efficiency
of single-item measures, while opponents question reliability and validity of them. Through comprehensive
qualitative and quantitative reviews, advantages and disadvantages of single-item measures are summarized,
and doubts and debates in the literature are analyzed and responded specially. Through systematic review,
results show that single-item measures have acceptable level of reliability and validity. More notably, the
criterion-related validity of multi-item measures is not superior than single-item measures. With the review
and current findings, issues that should be noted during the development and usage of single-item measures
were addressed. Although multi-item measures are more acceptable, single-item measures may also have its
legitimacy in academic research. That is, researchers should value the potential advantages and application
scope of single-item measures, so that single-item measures can play its appropriate role in managerial
psychology and social science research.
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