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J 2% Ze i AT AR Bk Z (Chen, Peterson, Phillips,
Podolny, & Ridgeway, 2012; Bendersky & Pai,
2018), HBIATIA VF 22 2k 10 A TR 19 [ R 5 R AR
T, G0 AL 55 2 Y 8 Ak R b A 9 2% ) S5 A1 R AE
(e.g., Piazza & Castellucci, 2014)., Hif\; i sh AP
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WA N RE, BUGHAAUE B F MBS
Wy . A IR R T LA R g i 5
b3 YA A7 (Henrich & Gilwhite, 2001), i H.&E
SRR A 3N A (e.g., Anderson, Kraus,
Galinsky, & Keltner, 2012), TAEAE (e.g., Willer,
2009; BN, Wz, 2015), B0 fi#HE(Sherman
etal, 2012), TAEFT M MIGi5L (e.g., Janssen & Gao,
2015)%, FAHZIMMIEZ 5. SR, FARF T
JUAFEFF U I H 56 33 B0 b A7 194 BH 1% 1 R s 2485 1
filhn, v AL AT BEAE A AR ) o3 BREUE g ok,
7 TR BB S5 K (Anderson et al., 2015);
BB A FEAE AT 20 B S mTT,
v AT B A 47 R PR 2 2 0 AR S Y 7T T
YE4T A (Sharkey, 2018), B4k, Moy AN W FER)
It Bt B 8] B SRR B TSR W 7, £ 3h AR
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HbASE R 1) 2 IRl (Anderson et al., 2015),
e, BRI M AR A A U G T RO s L
MR B, A EN, Mz ERA NS E
KA, AELERIE R ER HIR, mH o SR8 1
WilE = 1 T B AR S 0 (E, BRI
FIFAN B AR AL 7] B AR R 52 90 0 T 24
Hr{E(Willer, 2009). TEARZHLL T, HEH LU G
TR AR A T HAESMER, %4
WHA—EEEIERA, ), i A,
BIHAEAZANLE R, 3 BRI B E
F1 b 15 BT & (W T B A (B 45 AS #H [R] (Djurdjevic
et al., 2017), My, BANFEFFERAAKBTHA
HY BRI MK B R G B M ROR i P S5
P, JF A RBEOAL RSB, BRI HALAR R
FLUAEMZAEE, WA, HE . IHIEEEE,
WL 1,
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A TR A T 4 R R AN
B B ST LB TR AT R
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BRI Howland, 2019)
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WY IR R, T IS A R R N LAY Hl 2 T A L ),
Ertug Al Castellucci (2013)LAEk B 73 2219 =4~ F%
7 v i R A5 1) 22 T s AT BA 2 5 SR AR R BK 51 1 b
fiio (2)iFRM . Djurdjevie %(2017)FF & T &
MR R . LT, EARFR A S
i, Ml Rk, L a8 & R
KT H kMG, Hrhpii Rz gL
2 Ay 5 (Janssen & Gao, 2015), HF
GO TR A I S 2 AU RIS L B Rl
HE W TTEk . L EZEBRS A A EWEORE,
{EFNHR S o RS AT — B 22 5. (3) SR
WPk, LI E @ AT 55 o P a8 RS, Ak
el HE 7 R A R Hu (32 (Scheepers, 2009), 4N, &
LRI/ 2 (201 5)TE M S 25 o im,  AMPa i
) ] BA BT ik 3 8 1 KT, gty v i
AHSL, JU R AR b A7
2.2 RHER AR ERE

R BRIE) i B ) 3 2 AR M A 4 R an ]
W RIF AW 234k . WIERRSHEIS U, Hif
SR NATIIE T AR 7 530 58 X A5 L ) S SO 1 1
251 (Berger & Zelditch, 1985), S FF 3 TH L
P b (57 FRAIE (diffuse status characteristics) Al A&
b AV 47 1E (specific status characteristics), B # 1E
Z AT 5 BUE BT ¥ 5 TAERE I AH G, )tk
AL AERRAE, JEE REEN T RS kR e s
Brpo BTV RUEHALRRE, AT A 5k
Wt TAERE D TR, FRKE IVFER N LIELR
WFE,; AT EAM AR, S AT BETE
EAMNFEE TIE, Fi, SRR NSRS
ENEEE Y€ E SN TRt s NG LS E & 1B R
ATE A A S S M SR T8 R
HH: H—, AMIERRBEMHRNRS, Wiz
SERE A 2K B B 1Y TAE &R 8t (Gruenfeld & Tiedens,
2010), f#il4n, SHLA Y ANE T S, KA A
SRR, 3P B R k7 B 42 B2 X i LA A
%, FRRMASIERE B2, PIZOIRESRIE T
TE 1 Hb A7 WA R 46 2 A AR 51 3t TR SA ] Y
(Johnson, Dowd, & Ridgeway, 2006), 5 i, 57 )
TR E R, A2 E AR5 2 8L fd

Bl A G TSR P S M 7 R E L R S S 1
A SR ACRRE, 1280 T AN AE SR H A 1 RE SN 1

Ihae 3 XCBUE] 32 B Ia] 3 2 G VR 4 i B
AT R BRI EE T A O R i TR At 2
A, AT FE 24 i A 55 2% H R A5 Hb R £ T v 19
AT o ANARTT B2 E 3R FH = Fh oy RAS HLAL
B, RIMAEIES, AR A O ERE
T RENEAT TAEF P LE B S, lan, JE ol s me vk
M5 4 5 (Anderson et al., 2015) LA Kz &b i 14
(Bendersky & Shah, 2013)% AMEAFAE . FHL A=
A L5 E (Tiedens, 2001) . 4T AT J1 7 1
E1 % % (Bendersky & Pai, 2018)% . &5 —, JEI
FEAORIE S o ANMARTT DUR B — 2L R H bR
] (94T R R ARAT HLE, Blan, T AR ERT N
(Willer, 2009), %% =, @ IEMMCER, filan, 4
UV AR R 4 32 B 5 2 6 I Al 20 21 Bl A 1
#21 (Sauder, Lynn, & Podolny, 2012), 2120k 51k
Pl AR 25 5 e A UM A 1 AR k. TR, A AR
AP R AR NS E Y E R, A BT
PEFA AT o A Tfe E SCBE SRR AN A S
i B RE SR, BRI, ZBURAEERIN Ky, My %
st [ AR AHLH A HiEE [ (Bendersky & Pai,
2018), FHFI < H KRN,
2.3 HUE S AFTERE
2.3.1  BhESHUE

ZHUm B, BEE R R, Hh AT SR W
RIS L, AN IKE/A T TS
(Stryker & Statham, 1985), Hifvi & AAI7ELE
B T a4k S A AT AR S 0, R ATEESS
Had AR RS A B R KA, I
TR AR o B SRR Z A AL, R
N LOR AT, R, Y FT A b S5 R 2
B A5 B aR Ak, TR AR — U IR ) AR B
AR, AR, ST A FRAS R i O
FRAESRAS, FRIE MR B IE HA AT o MR ARR
AR 256 T i ESE e 1 i E BT, S
R4z 25k (Bendersky & Shah, 2013), fillk
S HUAL I B A LA S A G S AR

b AN 5 G 1) Sy A AN R R AL 4O AR K R
W, TS, AR HL A A R ER AL T M A B T B
2o AR HLA A A — ELJER B b A S SR ) B AR
S e A ANF 25 BT AR SRR 25 1 £ T
(Huberman, Loch, & Onculer, 2004), {781 &
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TN LA AE 5 DL K S 5 b A vp 58 Sk AR B A $2 T,
BN R TTRAR TR . PR L SR FHAERE R
WA RN AE . LR, kR A 8 T I b
AU o 8 S AT TET I b 457 JgUB I, 2 LA
PEREACR] 22 8 A0, SR A& RO ORISR SR 4 B
H {7 (Case & Maner, 2014), Flln, Hix4E6E
PORER LA . AR RHARGE B . Mt T B
IEARE T YRGB IR 55 . e, N SRR
B ML S o 05 A Y B AR 2 2R IR X A
A EANTTIE = A R N AW B i R
(Blader & Chen, 2012), Tl {7 S AHXS Fa g . #H
R, GRS 2 PR GRk, s R AT 55 AR
FURANFE A, 84 T H S 0 b7 55 9088 mT /g
B, 51 R HA SFR AR IEAl, AU E LY
Ak Al T B Y AT AL S G, R 2 2R 5 b
{if(Neeley & Dumas, 2016), 522, shZH 55,
FER K AR pp R FNE ST T, S48 AN T
B SR FNGRI HL A .
232 XUEHL

ML R FREZNE )46 M A7 1Y FAS A A AEAR
118 B 8] PR 3 Ao A A i B 9 R AL AR B
ELORYE ML IR T 3RAS . Mo 32 ] LLES A ATT7H SR 4%
P TE MR TCTE B BEUR, = HL AL AR AT L3R AR
FALBEEA A S AR T AR, 4N, Stuart
Fl Ding (2006) &3, EA QA 1) 22 R BHE K
TR 5y AR W2 % 02 AR FA & B AR (AT 22 AR A,
M — 54 i3 . M 38 AT LLZ A~k B &
A NFRARAS, LA NS AR AR 5 1F 1] (4 A0 il
Wite, Ban, & A p A TE I A S (Frank, 1985),
1M F A% ReilE — 25 5 SR B S LRSS J17KF, A
MEAG ., ETFHREHRBMARLAWNST
(Merton, 1968), AAfI1X i b7 i) N G301 B 5,
AT AR A At ATT 7= AR TR A sk, b T AR AR 38 = 1
iAo

Brib =z A5, b7 3R A5 308 7T DLk A8 AT )G 4k 1
DEMIT R, H—, HARAF AT 2 b
A S AR . RIS AL 5, AT N oG
BB N TX R, SEME YIS HE [ O
i N B9 45 A 347 {5 5 (Anderson et al., 2015), 14
EER. DMABERNE, B, MEoSRIALSE
HH AL AR AT A BCE 2 M 7 48 AAT o 3R
BaaHa s, AMIERESHT— SR EIERN T
B o, a8 s AT 7 o X AT P K

ITEERAWHR T A S A7, BIUN Sutton F1 Hargadon
(1996) & B, & Hbu Aoz 119 B3 U 3 6 48 2 T 22 i )
HE A 3 Pk A AR AN RIE RE ) LUERFE B B b

NTE s it AT TR S M E R ED S8 2L, fldn,
FHIEm B i B B Ry, SR A B EE, R
16 H B85 8, TR & AT ) 9 4 (Schlenker
& Pontari, 2000), [A]iF, AT i A 2 B A
AT AMA A 54T A (Flynn, Reagans, Amanatullah,
& Ames, 2006), N, FRAMARF ., Hb
NEE, Difpini 3240t 26 =, A LURE, Wl
B, DMEPFSR R, YRS s B AR R
RAZ B EEE, AT 20 20 17 R # H5 n (Willer,
2009), MRFEFRAG M JE 8 H SRR K A0 B
Wi, <3k B/ ath 7 B Y R 00 T A B R
(Frank, 1985),

ML HIRARS M : T RN 5 A, A
AIT] BE B SR b A VR e B bR, SR HAR
2N B IR AR O b 7 B2 T S AR AP S B, A
T FEAT 55 SRR A N e R o SRR B 0 T 11
A vl g€, 14N, e A B 3 X6 b o7 5 R AFAE 43
B, DN PR 5T 2% 0/ X A R 1Y BT R (Kilduft,
Willer, & Anderson, 2016), M RGR, HE
TR Ly T ARAT F 2 ORI 25 10 AS 1 Al I
IEER P TIREL S o SR, 2 AR TN b A7 9] A% 1
P G ¥V 42 2D F X6 3 A7 I 5 19 6 1 (Chen et al,
2012), DMERFGESR H, A4 mT se sl 2
RIELF, MRS A R <shPUR K i
1 (Merton, 1968), SECAAE 1k, AL
RE, BWZIE NS

e, AL AT R AN A A, R
FEARST . REAHRT R A, A& TRESE
AT R LAAF A FC BT A 7 S5 R ) BER, ARk
VAT A B AL AN, TR A — AR
)RS (Walker & Smith, 2002), #1774 H i,
X i BN IC0, IEIEA TAER A . A=A
A ) — e BEIRAS, T 430 2 AN T 4 R B
AT R E AR SN | ve 2 Rl O
G BN, EHLALAY CEO A HeAR 07 Y[R F AT
HZHAO0T N, MR, HEINIBESFE
(Malmendier & Tate, 2009), & Hbu o M4 7: 7 A 2
L 0 M RS B, ANE B AZ R (Flynn et al.,
2006), AECASR TAERE 1. K, bz g
FOE Z LR T R B B9 A4T R 5 Bothner, Kim
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A Smith (2012) L1 /R RERT- LI B ml LB A 1A
RS, WERE R, X RZEAKUL, HAL AR
S FEOLE M SRR, (A YA A ) — & &
J5, BUBGRTF IR T A R RE B AR AT
FEAEARAG BRI AL I BB, DT 2RI — 28T
B KU I Y L B Al 48 B 47 A (Sharkey,
2018), HEMIF KIS B, AT gERFoi i
FEAEA T 7 ) 55 R T Rt 4R k2 B HE 4
TR A, 3 R4 RIS I Y 22 1 B
(anfl S2g ), 1 HEAT 5 22 0 Bl A Il 38 B
g, R JEEJEHEA B B R 2, T A A
N JE(Sauder & Espeland, 2009), McDonnell #l
King (2013)& 8, ZHHLHIMAF S 50 L8 M
NN EA A S T Z, A bl . SR8
T30 ot B 52 8 A T R H1AS RE AT 50 o4 36 4 4 1%
JBAT B RO HLRE o Palmer A1 Yenkey (2015)H & #K,
2955 Ry 2 AL B “ProTour” A 47 4= A A5 A5 1
REAFH 4B ), BOMABATTIA A o b 37 25 R 4 b AT ]
AR R I B e 2 AEST

BEAh, A 5 Hiu 7 451 2% s i 057l Jp 94 R 5% A 7
— AR AR T M U o R A Y A
T 1 57 10 s B 5, T EOAEG 7 A A A i
W Z 2 TTRk, DAz i B, (T g
D] Ay e b 7 T 2R )R H RS AT, W
AT A (Willer, 2009). R IE1H 45 (102 g £ U0
RN B RO N AT S M RN — B 4
(Levenson, 1999), 4 A {1 llf M43 453 2% sl s Wit
BT BE s B A S R 2, T AT AE 7S AR i AT
R 14T (Miller & Cohen, 2001), #£ % #
AT N .
24 WREEMIES

FIRG, 3544 98 U A 2h g 3 SCHUE (1 BF 5T
(REZE| 5o OO SUNTD O B: R VAR Fo ek st b QT K0k
FABGFAEFZAR : 1o, B £, SHEpsR
o B BB AR K 2 WA ZU AL 5 R 5
ARPER S T A 1 sh A, AR SR FH ISR 58 ¢
TEIXFP S ZSAE RS o M7 FF IS T Fr) S TR A 9%
R Z 5 XA AU A7 i AR A A . LR, FRAS T
K%, h&MRD. CH IO KZ 2
BEWE A5, TOTE 48 /R My sh A5 48 fkad 72 DL K 3h
AR o LATE A b7 B2 Mk SEE i 98 2 3256
P | S Wi N R R VAN AR 8 VAN S e L VA
BAUAT 45 7E A4 o £ £ (Bendersky & Shah, 2012

Bendersky & Shah, 2013; Hays & Bendersky, 2015;
Marr & Thau, 2014; Graffin, Bundy, Porac, Wade,
& Quinn, 2013; Anderson, Srivastava, Beer, Spataro,
& Chatman, 2006), = % HRI7 A7 5l 25 P R
W BJE, TR Z, REWRD . DAEEE
OV M A Y B TR T RN, AR /D G T W 37 i Aor
U A AR AL LA B OSURIARN o EA H bz B IR
I B 5% (Bothner et al., 2012; Palmer & Yenkey,
2015; Sauder & Espeland, 2009; Sharkey, 2018)K
Z R H TR A AR R, Rz a BA
ZmE, HahSEEWRE NTTERS W IR AL 5
S ML B SN OCTE, BE S PTRE I b 7 £
SR, A A B T R AR S AL
VA S 45 R AN B 2 5, I ] - B0 E T 5
TET PR 5522 Ml (XL A ) o T2 0, AS RIS 0 mi J7 Z2 4372
FHHMBL, LA B TRt 4, R ATHE B
W ITEMEZ TN IR, RGBT AL 2 A
NS B R R A X R TSR
AT A7 A E T SR E S 7 Sipl . E L IA
A b R A A

3 fAR#AE

RIERF 5T 18] B, APFRBLE UL FBFR A
Fr: (DTS ARELE, R ER 3 AL 9 sh 25
Ak, a7~ W b X By T AT A S 1 sh 2 5%
WAL (2)3E TS A B, BR AR T
A A5 6 R A2 BE AT O 1 B 25 L] DA R
I E MR T, Q)AL 2 R HLE G 4
TR BEIE AY BUEE LA, 45 7 BRI b A7 1) LT e o
AT PIAIESE, 2 B AN [R]A A7 [m] e A
95T B M ) sh S P AR M, LR A B SR A
BRI 2,

3.1 B 1 BRI R TITAMEHHE
ZIHEl: BTSRRI AREER
AR, AMTTEREAT 44 B &

U LA R Ko A BT SEAR T SR, XM SR G 2 3

L A A A R AR R By 1 SR I AR LA 2

A0SR R BT AE R AR TS 0 AR X Fp R oK, A

s TR B TR 2000 R R TR B & 1y

BYIE BTN TRl B A (Tajfel & Turner, 1985), #14:

TA TR B TIT LA S i i A58 VR b 7 %) 4 44 o) 3 b 7

BB AT RS AL 72, B R e S R iRk el 2

Uy L, st FEHEISER S, MEHA
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TAT R G ZETRN? AR FHEIL A ottt
BR9E1: BN 5 T SANREHATH
AR A « Wns ———
B AT 2iA T \ i
WA N '—‘? v — -
LA BB ST ET. HALRT AL > o 1 [k
A| RSB ot ackt
o MUTH P :
TR AN . >
iy KR ERS AW
Y o XL
WIS A LB w Pyt .
, BNSHE LRI i > o sy
G TR —HXT] TGRS /
D12 AT AT 5 pryreeom SR
N LAY L >| o HUNRATH
= o TAERA
BR9E2: s ik « IR
RLAREA RS L AN I
BB ST A4 it " | o LEELHT R
P B AR 3B ER AT Bk \
vy N MR
AR > o aiaainiin
o IR

K2 AW EEHESE 5 O SR A

O A H A [F RO T iR A S & B
ﬁ(Turner, 1982), TR AR, AT S 7= P A
FEARBNIL, (1) B A5 A 8 2 1% (19 3 Bl (Smith,
Lemyre, & Raedeke, 2007), 35 i} 18] (A #E75 FlIH
B AR, SR — 20y B O e DR XS B
KE AT ENE. P, ARG 4 Hfr
J&, 233207 A M LR B L B A R B PR BT
W BB R E . Q)AL ER TH I B HL
(Hogg & Terry, 2000). A S AR B Ay i A A 4
By — 51, B3 SO A B 42 > A bl 7 R O T B
¥ (Haslam & Ellemers, 2005). DX #3725 2% 1) AR
XAl E AV S, ANTHE SRS W R s AL 257
A BR A Y B AIL LA K 45 b b A 38 AT Dy, fRATE
A v A A G HE, Ot B R A AR, A
WFoE 5 TAL AR G, SR BRI M A X 51 AT
R MG S A AL, AR TS B
U T AN AHR 37 3 7 3 25 1 S UE B AT R Bk =
T ELAT LA — 25 4iF B B3 b o7 79 LT 1 o
AWFFEAATZE I 4 A T g A 0 7 1 o7 B

[ 117 2 A R Bl 2578 A, IR D 3 b 28 A %o A7 4
FHRAP NP SIS 0, DL B AR 53 T 7
PRI AT B AR R, R E] S 1 A HR g
7 H AT 32 T/ BR P SALFN A B2 TR 1T R 23 4
BN R 1A ]S R A AL . s 4 TR
ALK 38 TH ARG AT S, At S T 2 46 AN 1K
Al ABFR B SISBRAEA A 3 R .
3.1.1  BUgh it A siH A sh s 520

HA S b (072 A R A IR HE AR A5 Y 28 7
Z IS f1 %% (Anderson, John, Keltner, & Kring,
2001), % BRI A7 1 1A RE R I 3115 18 221
Tk, AN R A R SR A A . AR A BT R LA
KB i ) (Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003),
1838 A SIS NS TE BEALFEAL F B iU BE AR B L
Z —(Anderson & Kilduff, 2009), Fitk, {T{aHbf7
PP ERE—BHOR N8B A,
T B AP, B T — 5 THAR B #0225 24 i b
A7 fie i R 1) — RV ArAb>, AERrRchr iy 3 TR,
I BRI A AR 3P b 7 32 5 19 B AL (Bothner, Kang,
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& Stuart, 2007; Pettit, Yong, & Spataro, 2010); 73
— 7 T SR W R T Y ET R 7, R A R
T+ A7 B 3 HL(Reh, Troster, & van Quaquebeke,
2018) ARG M]3k B HLER IS, AR TE D AL
XTI R, A B TSR Y TR 8
B, XoF b A7 ) FRAT I ER F B 0N USK (ElLiot, 1999),
F B R AR R AR T, 515
SR B T SR W LA T ) 4 R %oy A 8 T v L7
A AR AP B AL 2 T [0k S AL, X A7 () 353 2k B
JnEUR (Elliot & Thrash, 2002), 2% & AL
P AL 1 G AR, G AN AR LR K 3R
W 3kt B0 T BE A ML AL HR G, DAORIP Y AT A b o IF
H, & mlskk s AL RN & — A SR 0 Wi s, i
S& M ST AT AE AE 7Y (Elliot, 2006; Ferris et al.,
2011)o #h2 DA RIS B AH IC S AR 78 2 U B 13X
— . RERRFAERPI RS RE AT e £ 57
(Pettit et al., 2010), FI4n, w5 M7 A4 0T GE AL
RIS TR, AR A7 A A4 7T B8 b 7 327 30
ML 8, H X I A 52 e # Fh 3h AL 0 18] B 77 A
(Pettit, Doyle, Lount Jr., & To, 2016), Kk, EH
— AN BB, B0 Uh AL 2 ) I A A A
Az oA R T Sh LA AL AR B B S AL, R T AR
A5 b 7 B R ER R, JS E TT RE AR X i M AN 32
k.

HE b b A Xof A8z Bh B 4 2 i EL A B e
Ja k. HUPIAE R —Fh G AT IR, & REC R I
kAT TR, AT M A {5 5 B A8 BRI 2045 2] A4~
RN ED Il B, AR 22 52 56 2 WY 55 U 45 14 b 57 5 3

ML, 110 . SRk 5 2 BURAR 47 A9 UE A (Hays &
Blader, 2017; Pettit et al., 2010; Pettit et al., 2016),
B, W35 M A & 57 20 5| K A H A sh AL Y AR
o BEAL, FIURHLALAE R — R BERl, 232
Jo B[] 5 A4 BR 3 b st AN b A B HL, 83X b 52 i B
BT A=A S HL LA SR B AT Ry o B 7
JIF s S AL 25 I A A — A~ BRI Bsf i) o5 4 A 2R
ok, iR B B B RS, BT AR, B
G T B A 55 Hb (7 BB 3h 748 56 R F ST IR
e, (H LRV T {7 5 B3k (Bendersky & Shah,
2013) . Hifi7 5k HI(Anderson et al., 2012)Z5 (3 45
W52 o, A0 iR H A 23 52 W0 22 ) 19 KRN
o UL, ASWFITHE IR B

BRI 1: HT 1 AFE] S B A XS 1 R (E]
SR A B2 TR AP B LAT S 3 14 1 ) 5200
3.1.2  HUEIHLITANMERIT A A S B NS E A

AL SR S, MREART A8,
FEHNH TR b A7 A A ) R AE DA B AR T M A B AR 1Y
gl o [FIRS, ARAE & S LS (Ferris et al., 2013),
i 7 B T+ B AL AN AR TR T e KRR b R T b A6
AR 2338 2o TE AT S SR AR A I T R G AL AR )
B p T HR A b 7 H At ) = T 1, PR
ELA i A 32 T S AL A 1A T A ] T DA S0 )
47~ (Blader, Shirako, & Chen, 2016), RIJEE3&.0»
BINIAIERE A O UL SRR, DA
KW, MMAFTLGES A A T EE S0 E
ARG AT, NI 3 TAET . IRIEAT R
A FRIET N A M AE AR T N, ST
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YE47 A (Proactive work behavior)Jg& 5 1] TAFAL %5
B TAETT A, B AR, ArbEE gL KK S
1] ZEF5E (Grant & Ashford, 2008; Griffin, Neal, &
Parker, 2007), HA HA42 THSHHLAY A4, X b
A TR E ) B RN AITA R, AT AN AN DG 0 P
M7 EE T, BEOCTE R AW A b 7 48 T, X
RAAAE S i sz 6, i 5B AE I
BB TE | 4k +F R ok 30 = 3G 4 (Wang, Law,
Zhang, Li, & Liang, 2019), \TTERMHBEL AKX
TAE. ZEKEERK TIET . HEEHTH
(Generousity) & MAAT H BFE] . A28k ¥ 7 LA R
BN TR Sk B R R R AR R R TR SR AT R
(Hays & Blader, 2017), #ufyi 52T At A5 5] ()1
B, AR TR LE AT LUAS B 41 20k 5138 3 B ARy
BLGL, A7 SR T B R AR AT ) AL ) — Fh S 22
J ' (Anderson et al., 2015), PAFEWFFRAHSE A BX,
WEWEAT R A A T Ho 47 19 3K A5 (Willer, 2009), 1 i
LR ARAS AT L5 kB £ 0 BRI AT (Hays &
Blader, 2017). [Flitt, {82 FHah LA F) T 5t T3
IUTE Z2 (WA T o eAh, PGS AT (Impression
management behavior)th B8 3% A~ {4 (1) T B pE 41
S . B MR 2 SN B TR T X4
T HAEAN M, 7E S [FR N Sl BT AR,
XA T BN EA—E B R EIERA M, Ak
BR 751 TAE. fEmsid, RIWRELISL, @&7]
DIl Ep 48 H i Jy St A A A T HA%
Fhostil. Biln, EAILGE R A MG
PRI A CWERE . BB S B LU R
I1- 48 7% < M % (Schlenker & Pontari, 2000), X5
FARTHAT J T LA 5 oAt 21 20 1% A% 3 A 45
o B, M ERF SN SRENMERAEES
B ISR B AT R .

VIR R IR, AATTBE 56 i b Ao 2R 25 i R 3R
18, JF B &R HUE £ 0 %% 775k B 1k A 353 2% AN
SR M FR A5 (Pettit et al., 2010). 123 IARIBLE
W R WY, VERAE Y b 7 453 2% b 57 Jg T 23 1A R 1Y
FFITEH IR (Ng & Yam, 2019), MAS R ZE
AL AR BT R IEAT BB R o M — A X
BB TRIR, SRS R R A b =AY,
[i] = b 457 1 48 T T R B2 5 B AR AL 1 R R,
AN ATE TRURT AT A8 0 M A B2 B, S AN AR 25k
TEE L, SANEET Bkt o0 b o7 31 25 (Pettit et al.,
2016). Kk, Hf fR4P Sh LS R A AR L T

{57 (8% J1 A e fo0 L& A7 1k My B2k, A1
AMVE i 5 H AT A S RAHFF M FEA TAETT M
(Anderson et al., 2015), T 2 4215 0 1.0 B,
I OREFRCIF I A B N SR, T HLZE By 1k oAt 51 T
b7 R O, 3 R — 25 A b A R B b 7
Wk, DA O A BN R R, A4k
BB TE 2003k B TAER.O BT A B, [k s
HLER A A T BE SR A TR RSO A TAE IR (23
78 (Wang et al., 2019)K 49" A & 1.0 BT A
Ko ABEFEIN A, AL LR 4 S AL AT RE 24 il A
X R = 47 AR B (Knowledge hiding) sl SCifi#1:
A% E AT M (Social undermining) . 1 BRI 451~
PR 2 BRoRT e 40 N 5 2 A9 T4E 037 (Connelly,
Zweig, Webster, & Trougakos, 2012), f$E{L5 15
B B a8 A B DA R S8 AT 55 B A
KLl AT . T AR S B9 R 438 28 A
YRR BB WA SR 1Y, AR AR AR AE O 04 TR
Z, WA R TR I A AR AR R R A
T, AR R X S R A S A F S, T RE
Rt ) ik — 2D $R A BRI b, S mmidg i 1
A C A Hb A7 g DB AT, b, Fn IR R B A R
P, N5 N225, AR B 3 REXT R 2 58 AT
55 1 N — 2 R, DR % A T B MR S E
¥, Hik, AR ShALS (R AR 1T AR
Wi o A28 12 F S48 AR 2 PHLAS A FE 57 Fn 4
FERRABRC R . BUS TAE RO DL K 3RS R
Z )47 A (Duffy, Ganster, & Pagon, 2002), 13517
TR BN Z IR AT R R
TR, XAAT g 2= Bl 2 B () 0% 4 A% 32 T B A i
M E . APRCRSE, BERREMAA M T EM:
oMM E . SR, AR SRR AR A S
25 At N3 K AMER 5, R R LS AR
SAREI R, LAk, AR ETLCRAZMIEA,
ATPLREEMIER, W AN HFHE . 5%
g G WARBI AR, daT DR A Ak
SN I, ndnE EE M E B IUR R b A
o 5 —Fh o7 AT BEBE A R TE R S Z 1Y,
A Bt (Neuman & Baron, 1997), PAFEAFSY
TASE R I, A0 00 B b AL T 0 A 1) 4 2%
W, TR R HUAE AR F AT M (Reh et al,
2018) ML SHLFN B A7 A =2 [ 14 B 5 2 Ay
Ji KRB HAL S UL SRR E 4
UL, JFH, 76V 5E A e A5 2350 4 Bk,
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Bian, AL B A A Ak 23 i A AT H T 2 1 5%
J13K B 1k H A7 45 2 (Pettit et al., 2010), F Ik, Hif
TR SIS AR F AR AT W] A T
JE R

ARSI 3 TAEAT . PRIEAT LA S BN
EIRAT NI R A 4R THAT R, A AN SR, A
PR L S 4 E 3242 3 T A s A 30 470, (HaXJf
NG L R T S LR S B SR T AT, b
PRI BN S B AR T . BB HLALRE A
A AL SRl P B Y 3k AR B #L Z — (Anderson
& Kilduff, 2009), Hbufo7 firat ok 0940 5 F B Bl 25
3 B A A A HIL AT 55 1 B T T A LB 2R, AU,
ARAAT AN IRAR Bl S 23 il — R AT R BB
Hufr, 2 LR EEE N . (HEERE,
Hi A7 42 TH ML R A TS AR THAT R,
DRI BIHL S i80R 5 22 W AL AR 04T R A A Y
b N 10 Y S SR AT o DAAMIFSE K BR,
P4 FHAE L, HfI B, SR AT RE R 0
AR AIZ LRI FT M (Pettit et al., 2016) # T LA E
AT, AWEITEE N ST R

1B23% 2a: #H LA 1A (]S AL LR P S b, i
1 He ) 5 A S R T ST IS 1 A1) B st Ao 32
FHAT R (F B TAEAT A AT R . EDRAE BRAT )
R S nanl AR

BRi% 2b: MIECRGT 1 EFE] A A s B TS AL,
G AL RN OB R VA EEabmIE v DO = Wi [ g <P X VA
P15 (R R S RO . +E R A E
I [ 5
3.1.3  H{UEIHLESNSHSI P AP N 1ER

WG BRI M AR — A B RS E &,
SR A A 7] Bsf 7 A= St A7 38 - Sl LA 7 1 37 B
ML, SRJGFEB1 AR B 2 Bt o7 42 T+ Fn st {7
RIFT R . DR K 2 0 T A M S X
AN b 57 BR A5 (5% T (Willer, 2009) L K2 BR 37 b fvf
AR ZS BEFNAT R 52 M0 (AN Pettit et al., 2016;
Hays & Blader, 2017; Reh et al., 2018), fiffs54k R
FEAULEH, B3 H A T LA RS I B TAT O AL,
[ B 53 TAT Ry MG b BB E — 25 52 51 T R4
Az, I HS P52 e A A B ) B R,
A MR, i 3 B fan, 551 E
BRI LA, SRS 2 I ] R A BRI ML . M
NS ALAHL AL SR TR AT A 5 1 B ) a5 A b s
AL A 2 iR S A BRI A | M7 SHALAN

RS THARAPAT s B8 1Rk o 5 T/ A A
oo ma s 2 e i f iR fr . sz s AL
FHBAL BT AR AT o 55 2 W] S A 7 3 16 |
HuASE SR L 52 TR AT 0 L2 R MRV A 3 i [i]
SR HAL . AL S HLLL K B T AT A FISEAL,
WROAEFS . AEHT 1 I ] 69 B3 T AT S RIS £
HER 1 I TS A 1 R B, U B
THATT ISR Z e SR . A5 5T
il SR Z BRI R AR EE,
f, AL R IS B AR ML Y B A5 AR AL DL 2 2
PLEFRI T A8 . BT DL EAr T, ABFsEiihan
TSR -

Ri% 3a: HuAZ4R THShALAE B S i o X b o7 2
THT R (Fh TARFT A | WRIEAT . ENGUE BIAT )
AL ORI AT R (A B N Bk R B . #E2C R
ESL kRS A U B AP (SR

BRI& 3b: M PR Sl L7E B A7 10 X 3t 07
THT R (F 8 TARAT A | BRIEAT | ENRAE BRATOR)
FIHLAL B AT R (F N B TR . 38 i=
T B AR R R T 1R

BR% 3c: WS A 3 5 b o7 Sl AL ey o7 2
THARAPAT R B R R AW PR, 55 1 (] A A
HRSAE . H2 BB L B2 TR AP AT R 225 )
55 2 W) gL AU AL | AL S AIL LA R A i T/
TAPAT 0, 55 2 W] YA AR B e i A 3
S [] S B AR S AL B, AR 3E
3.2 R 2: RN R TISEMTANDS

LS BT HEETNIERNAREERHR

55 48 VA IS 32 B R i AN [ 1) 1 2 B
HAFAE (Ellsworth & Scherer, 2003; Roseman, 2013),
FEAZ s REAR A AR S 15 55 B A AT 22
O 7= . Ellsworth 1 Scherer (2003)
iy, WHERAEDHNELEAIA, ARHEA R
PCRFAE CHn RO 75 8 A MLEAT B 2k i D) |
S HLEE A (GRS SRS RS 15 5 Y AT S LR S
A2, B 20 A ARSI . Ab
fIE 77 (715 T 15 14 17 58 ] 4 DA R X 15 35 114
RE ) At 2 BE 1 GO B AL 2 LU i {EDUL LA
RO, RIS AL 2N A RS0 BT ik st 2 %
2 JBE T 7 A A VA AR 52 7 A A [ B A IR A
(Roseman, 2013), /LA SF B A FRRIAY
PR, (BB N R0 H T S 4 52 2 i F
— AV, AT R S AR BURHIE (Berger,
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Conner, & Fiske, 1974), [, Af100 8 If R
Hiu A7 8 RO AL E R PRI B0 . AR DA 5
ARG HL A SR T PR X B TS . B
FAT R o AATDE F A R H A 48 - BEAIE i A4~
B FREY IR, SRR PR, I kb A 45 %
FHAR AR EARR IS BL, & —Fm s ks, T
155 25 0 S AL, AR AE PR H 7 2 A A 1V
WRHBERG, SrrAas B mES . Fian,
TRHEAE RS & BAR W IEmi s 4, wiBHAER S &
FLRM GG 25 . R, 7= Az TR 15 28 34 B
R A PN R S A IN =
SR A AR E T, WS
A H S O IE T 45 (Roseman, 2013), Ui
7P NIRE AR IR, oA RS
Z5 M 45 71 1 15 4% (Gruenewald, Kemeny, Aziz, &
Fahey, 2004). ILAl, (722 52 AR IR 3R A 23
GREMA, N, AR Y ETES R A E S HIA
[ A SR A AT B4R A A0 7 A 48 1) A [ % 52 19 1
LFNAT R RN o

T LU EHr, AMREE TR 1| M
AL G R ——H o $2 T s B 0, S 25 TEAN
FEIE B A0 AR S TR U b A7 R o g R R ey Bl A%
B, HEHEBENZWT, =AW R
WIS, SEM A 5 TSI N . R,
ABIFGEAR OCVE T A i ) XU M o AR T A
FEE 118 A7 AR ) A AT A R 3 25 A 5 A A 2 L TR
4 FE 5,

Hu i AE B4 L BEAITANER
. | xHAMELE XFohgE R
BRI [ semmmaan [ s
o Xt TE LG Xt L5

BEBR | wags [ wmmac

4 HL U B M A 2

3.2.1  BUAMAIRFA /AR L X E 42 M B A 5200
HAHR T/ R B A RS T A
W AEEEFH/REAR, XA PR IE H/ i i A RIE 4
RMARR, KRG LI ES, RIS AR 2
AAHZELNY, D027 A A L TR IS 2 R A,
TR, W05 7 Az AR 70T 15 28 R 56
(Rosenman, 2013), Hufv; FHA5 LG Al 5 00 K &,
AT LAE AT B O RAT A R IR AR IO Al A A9 IA
AT E, HEMEEATENEZ, mASA

(T1) (T2) (T3) (T4)

Bl s My OIs (9 3 2 5 M i 7
TE - XAURBT SRR g [ &, B4R THAR SR, M
R A, BB, Y ACRINAS &, WIS EEAAT
g%

AR 2 B R ML A AR T SR . A
G AE S DUFE 24 2 W) WL 4 (Falomir-Pichastor, 2011;

Livne-Ofer, Coyle-Shapiro, & Pearce, 2019), &
T A 5 T B b A 40 2R S 7T RE s AR PR IR 4 IR
N —ZEXARNES, MR AC, A
(Pride) 1 25 ¥ (Shame); 75 —JIEXAMAY 26, i
[ 2 E [l 25, s (Gratitude) F1 A2 < (Anger)
B b 57 48 T2 — R A5, T DR 3N AR 0
P {d# B (Adler, Epel, Castellazzo, & Ickovics,
2000) . H ¥ Z A H % (Barkow, 1989; Tajfel &
Turner, 1985), 5% IEMITHL =4 A& R
WA B 2 19152 (Fan & Gruenfeld, 1998), 7=k
R H SRR, SCUERF 1, A 00555 it
AR & (Steckler & Tracy, 2014), TS H
P E MR, SAMTEEM A CEEN ZA
(Can w0 T 7 A 0 b B T, AN AR AR S X I
T H 245 38 4 19 N sk 2 2L LU Z 1% (Ouyang,
Xu, Huang, Liu, & Tang, 2018), A L Hu (v 27, Hb
PR —Fhede X7, iE NBEZAR K, AP A
JR & (Pettit et al., 2010)55 171 11 1% 25 - AT HER
Hi A 45 2R BEARXT B © (P T = AR 5, BT AR
TEAIR JG R T A4 O 3P A8 T 7 A AR AR A T 4
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FR ) I i 46 (Bettencourt & Miller, 1996),

T 1 b 5 B 53 K 22 SR R A8 716 0090 DG 7 b
7 U X 1 25 B RE I, XI5 4 118 Sl A AR (R BF
FEAIXS D o 1B T H AR A — R ARSI,
RS AN RE S W AT S A 0 BURE, T HLfE
PR 1 O BRYRIE | 54 BRI EE 3 45 (Sheldon &
Schiiler, 2011), & #& 1% & ¥ #r 2 & (Roseman,
2013), AMACIE 25 I 2 A AT S TP A ) BE Al
AR, B, R R 25 e I 2
ARA SR o M T AR S B O R LU R AR Y
15 2500748 (Anderson et al., 2012), BRI A7 32 1) 48
(R N e ¥ R IR o oy N R V7
R AEALIR K, 5 M R I 2 AR ALt R .
FEFUL L0, AU SRR

BRI 4a: M A ERFH AR RT A S22 2R 1L
EERTE R ONAEEA

RIS 4b: A7 45 5 1Y 28 A 5 19/ A S AR b
FENTE NN EEAlIR
3.22 BEMRISEMITANNSEMm

FH T 03 T Hb A5 $2 A0 A 453 2% B 7= A T %
NI AN S 4, mk, 03 T RER B N (1R
]S48 B )RR SR ) 20 2 % [R) 5 1) P AN
) 4 25 B FI4T g (Barclay, Skarlicki, & Pugh, 2005;
Livne-Ofer et al., 2019) o ASHHF 53 7 5 {3 B X AR 25
FEAT RN EFRHAANRIT . TAERA . ABR
AT R, MIREE, FEETHAFIE, H—,
DIFERFSE 230, 24 5% T A B R AR SO 2 3k 81
R T, XS T R B, B
TLA] LB B 4 n =5 B (Settoon, Bennett, & Liden,
1996), {H [l i SCAEHE B 61 Tk BART-fr, 140,
NBREEFAT AT SEE B TSR, ABIFSE AT ¢
TR NS EE/AT R A FEH A A 5 R 4
7ok, B Nk L Xt Py B2 B AT 5 0E /A
1 TAEAT L IE/ SR B RN L RS R R 3 3R
S PSR AH K (Jackson, Schwab, & Schuler, 1986).
IFH., ABFFE N OGP P 25 BR3P A 2
FERAT N0 E 3R, DL K R AR 26 5 o) X
AN S BERIAT R 0 B I, AN G TR /XA
75 28 SRR A PN AR AT SO A Tl B R i

B2 AR b A7 48 (B A5 ) I T A
BYBE 1 355 15 B AR I — P 1) BB R
25 (FREEE, EVKEE, 2009), BBy $2 71 )0 45>
BB Y . PR PR R s | e 9 3 I 25 1R 56

LSRR E S E H ORI S R E L
K AE AU B A (6 PE A (Korman, 1976), AT ™=
AL AN, BA [ SRR SN IR A
T R BE Y % 12 8% (Pierce, Gardner, Cummings, &
Dunham, 1989), M4 F| T MEEHLH G, O
PR ARAT R X5 N AT N RN, (HE R
T A PR A E I E A, E, B S
AR O PRIR 4R AT N o

FEAT 2 384 SOk, SR S A — R Ml A
B B ARAR B4 AT AW R Z R B 26 N, J&—
Pl :5 N5 N (H L) Z 8] B BT 1 46 3R,
RE MR A [ 37 38 2 19 JE #2347 28 (McCullough,
Kilpatrick, Emmons, & Larson, 2001), L4k, &
77 A R R R R4S T Ao AR Y BRI LA
I, AR RA LT, B R MR
54 i B T B AL S 08 5% VDA 56 1 S AL
AT R, MHLARAT A TAERA . XMW
SRR ARIRAG BT FI B Y R &,
WXt H ARG A AR IS, AR
AT Ry 0 TR S AR X A 2 B[R] 2 0 T 5 I
HIAT R, B, R I m) i 2 H s A bR
ERPAT A IR, DR R Sk, i
BABWIGHREAAA R T AETE 20 T
YE# A (Bledow, Schmitt, Frese, & Kiihnel, 2011),
F 1) 21 U BN 4 5 A TR 1 2 40 R AT R IEAH
*(Ford, Wang, Jin, & Eisenberger, 2018),

0 5 b 57 453 2 2 PN R Y, D Y T gk
W HRMAEREML . ARIELZH . A SGEIIAR .
HAM AW, ™ B ZE e s . 251
TEH R AR 3 AN A 14 15 24 A (Tangney,
Stuewig, & Mashek, 2007), GG | HLE | JHIE
EMEIRZ . AT A RS S 2 RT3
ZMAt S B R EGR A, 77 AR R
TAEG st b R TIT (N B 3 iy.0 BB 45170,
ALHE I TAEAR A B ] 5 A DL B B8R A% A (Tarts,
van Horn, Schaufeli, & Schreurs, 2004), 44 H %
HERAT AR S e AR, Bk,
S| REZM.OHIRET N, IFRIRA L A%,

ASSR NN ST . R4 T [l
7 ) — Tl % 7 4% 4% (Lerner, Goldberg, & Tetlock,
1998), A= ik 1 2 1E BUAE S T 3 007 19 AR 5
| AUPR Z IE XY JE BE (Carver & Harmon-Jones,
2009), A TAEAE S BB X L A C U E
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25 1 PR ok 4] 2R AT 380 o B S e 6 B B AT A
(Roseman, 2013), U ABR#ELTT A (Sackett, Berry,
Wiemann, & Laczo, 2006), Rzt {y 2 [F] 2 k5
. PRI, AP AT RE 7 AR ) [ = N B B
18 IR, AR i T IR,
S5 TRGE [ O IG5 45 AR Y Y A7
PORDL, 1T RE 2 16 B X P A A DROE Y £ T 1 25
5% (Roseman, 2013), VATERFSHASC KB,
B A BT S B0 A A B TS R A 1E 1) 5
Wil (Livne-Ofer et al., 2019), Kk, £S5 EHE
Z 0 N BRI AT Ay R B R S, AR AR B T
WAL A RITH,

(EAR R B, HLERETT A5 & B2 ) I,
1] DL R SRS A LS R BTG o . A
S RECERSESRAT A, A 1 R
W) 175 & 2 W A ISF () P R R %o 25 B8 i A 7 o0 7 AR AN W
MR s IR R o BRI ZAb, 1 A Bt
S BE IR AL, E AR A XS RIAT A
AR =R R . AN, BEE IR R, RS
S T BRSBTS W SRR, R R A
S h T HAH KRN LM AR AL, o8
PUER 2 IR A AL AR 1 R A R, AR
R BE A 3R B B S ) A B AT R AR AR
g5 L TR, Mo S B AS R I R, I A
A5 N ASF A B T AS B AT O RO, Nk, 1
25 OIS TR M AR 5 B TS B AT R AR 2 Tk
TAPER . B, ARBIFSE 8 A R A5 K

% 5a: HSERISIEXT4L H SR W
L R, O HUR 45T O I AR A Y
b AR

BRi%& 5b: B A S AL XF L1 RAT A T A
WAL B3 W IE S, XA FRSHIT N
G NS SR A sl E AR AR

BR3% 5c: ZMAR RO BLE 4547 F AR 4k
AW R IE R, X2 AR LA
71 1] 5 )5

BRi% 5d: A SR XF AR AR AT A A
BIENE BEWIE R, SN RITHR
T AR AR AR AT 25 1 17 1] 500

BRI% 6a: [ 5 MLTEHAL IR THAS ML X 4H 41
Ak . 0 BILR 4 AR A Y 5 ) R R R AR

BRi%& 6b: JEIE AL e A 2 TH AR X 2 4L
RAT AL . TAE AR . ABRR AT 251k

R B SR A T P 5 ) v R A

BRI 6c: 2R AS AL AE M7 35 2 A8 b 3o O BGE
iAEAL . 414 H 2 AR AR A R i R AR

BRI% 6d: A< AL AE Ho AL 30 4 A8 Ak %ot AP
AT R . BIREEA . HEUARIT N
T AER AR 5E 0 R R AR
323 ARBEMERA TR AR

EA

i A, B /5 R 2 R S5 R T 45 2 3 AR,
HZR D AATH T 2R TR T, Mk
F A7 e 2 4 T AR G o 3 3 A = LR T T
57 B4 3 AT BB A A A7 3R A% AR o AR B T B
M B (Leary & Roberts, 2014), T 7] §8 K Sy 6] g5
B AN YRR P s A A et 22 1) B 52 A8 BT 3 1l 1)
RELGE, AT RE A B PR 4 A g
R [HIt, AT b 7 Bk B I PR AE AR R R
P A A U 2 TN A ) A SR A ] 2 2
oAb .

IS R #R98 (Attribution theory) = i A1 4n
A R AT PSR A e LA R A8 FH AT 4 {5 BT R o
(Fiske & Taylor, 1991). &4k U7 X & (Heider,
1958; Kelley, 1973), MSRAEAT Ry al 41y 5 E 19
RAT R FARNEA N ZSBEMFIEE, WE TN
PP, an SR AEAT S s 0 SRR A S AT O T
M 7 8 N BN 52, sl AT 3 Ak Y AR, D
FANA A . 454 3 N B A 4O B g
(Roseman, 2013), MAKFEHA 3R FS, PIFHIH
T[] 2 5 BRI AP A [F] Y 1 17 1F 45 (McCullough et
al,, 2001): ()N, BIHARTHEm T A
B8 JJRUT T ARAF I . P9 A B ARERSE F R AN
EARE, M= AEXT N ASEE% . Q)4NAH,
RVt A 45 T2 R T AN R 2 s AR . ]
B IXANIE SUAS REER THAN A B FRITAY, (R T
P —FH AR BRI, SR E RS, I,
AN AAT 2 b W JH b A7 194 [) = A 4L 207 A XA Y
TR 2 o TRVRE, MBI, R DA e el
A8 7= A b AN TR 1 7 ) 15 4% (Gilbert & Miles,
2000): (YN IHBEFEAEIN R B SR RAESSS )
A, SREAAAR A AN EITEAY, B
A Y S MG 4 o (2)FMIE IR AN ANy Hi A 45t
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Workplace status: The multifaceted characteristics and
dynamic influence mechanism

WANG Biying'; GAO Riguang’; SHU Xiajun'
(l School of Business, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

(> School of Business Administration, Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang 330013, China)

Abstract: Workplace status is a valuable resource for employees, which not only helps individuals gain
influence on others, improves their self-cognition and work behaviors, but also promotes organizational
effectiveness. However, workplace status has not been given the right “status” in the past research of
organizational management. Using 4-wave longitudinal data about workplace status and latent growth model
analysis method, this research explores the dynamic influence mechanism of workplace status on
employees’ attitudes and behaviors and the formation mechanism of double sides of workplace status over
time. This research focuses on the multifaceted characteristics of workplace status, such as dynamic changes
and double sides, and also provides rich theoretical basis for guarding against the dark side of workplace
status in organizational management practices.

Key words: workplace status; status dynamics; longitudinal study; social identity theory; emotional evaluation

theory





