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* &t % 4 7 (Conceptual Framework)

AGREREREZEEZH R AR TERER

- FEFE! FAE? B F!
(PRI O R TR A e, BRI 430073) CRIUH TR SR Ak, BRI 430070)

H E AREAAGRIEGAS, EIHEZHT+oER, RARIARAL A IEREXRWES, B4
ALY FRABRAMBOEFREL, FEFPHFEFRBHERIZA PG = 8, SFARBEANS T L
WA R, DA AR RN T B R A B LR S AR AR, 3K AMR Aot AR S A e oo AR B
WYh, K, LR AR AR T O4AFARGIRG ., B, & TIERTLRAED —FARFIAELATH AR FL
B, KAFRMAEA % AN AR B ARARG A, L2 HER —AMALRBARZLZS) P AT R I AT
RREREAER ERANAR, Bl b S50 EGHR BT FEFATLBSTER TR T8
RFLs, Ft#—FBTAFRLRESY 0L AHAL,

XKEBIR AMRRAR RFLH, ALAXEAMNA

SEKS  B849: C93

1 58 Higg A I (e.g., Bolino, 1999; Roberts, 2005). 3%
L o BT R 2L 2 PR 25 5 A 1.0 S
SR — R DI RLE TR (Korman, -y © gy v i me gy 2ot J i 0 L
1976), LMWK B9 SLIEH BRI o e | g (Yalom, 1980). Rk, TR
(Sheldon et al., 1997). Wil BSWMFLIME oy oy v i 4y ol 8 S P BB 1Y 5
HESC SO TR, WG T AR BRI g o s 54T S, %0 245
B2, BALAE CB% ) PRSI, KL g g 00 0 56 K 8 (Grandey et al.
WA B, AZAA”, SRR E R 5008 maE e R R AR AR R, B
K (yvdd ceavtov), XUNPHt I A BREZES, Bl RLFERA R, TE
S2H E B (to thine own self be true), $RT, Ffi# (R B 365k 2 S LA 3R LS S B, 5

BRI ) BE AL A AR BE B TR, ZH A B AR YT B SR B, S RS T REE |
5 T o0 TAFa e, 220K THERER ol P SR
M A OB R FAR . Lt Al SR 8 L T ARSI T B 7 R B 5 2 ) B (Y R

B3 T RV A T BT 418 ¢ DG BRI AT SR R B Ve, W E LA T TAE T B B RSE . A BFSE
Ll LR SRR 175 2% (Ashforth & Humphrey, FEFETF H IR AT (self-based perspective)dtt
1993); 598 A S A B Y 7 m AT SR T ER N UG M — R MR ARSI, A A
HAERKVGE D, Fit, REEBEEE G Wi (personal authenticity)E XA B L F H O EHLH
TR 51, A 51 T R SR AR Al R A A B IR LRI R B TN AT Bl Y N RF AIE (Harter,
TWRAT S, AR T ELSE A Bk im0 R Ak BT AR 2002). SR, FEIWAEA BTN FAEH ABROCR

AYHLIA] (e.g., Kernis & Goldman, 2006; Wood et al.,
VRS H I 2019-12-27 2008), Lt 1t R [A]— > ATEA [ A B5 G &
* [E R A RBIE R AT H (71802194, 71972181, 71802192). BB ] BETEARR B MM BT EARS A R ARTR . it
AFAEH /M, E-mail: pxppsy@whut.edu.cn AR, B EHCE RS AT T R I A A PR
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FHIE, REUETEARRFEEE LR RIAIN T T/Eh E
WA, N SR B IR AT B, ARSI
#1455 R AL FA (socio-relational perspective)$f i}
PR E 5 (interpersonal authenticity) ) HE & 43 Hr H
PR, R AN b, R A TR A BR B T
[7) = G 28 LA S H A P A 2 b s 2 8 52 o 3 aod 7
FEE R N B B W) =5 0 B0 B A A AR R AR,
A G AT LAHE B 51 AN R BT I LK i ey
KRB S A B TABATA RO R, Wy Al okt
B S L A AR TR R 25 R 5

2 TEch I ARSI 5 AT

M FOCT B R T R T =
WHESR, (46 ARICEIIS, AL IE 2 A
SR . BT H B E BS 3R B A O B
RIS ASIHUIE I, RS 8 b8 2 T 40 B
BN T 5% T iy Sk 1o B 2 6 S LU
YER . Hen, BF5E & 30T AE i) BLIAE % 45 Bl B
TR E IR E ARG BT, B T
B TAEF P (Leroy et al., 2015), AZA.CFRELH
PRI T i RO B, SRS OC TS I il ke 1Y
O 7 DA B AR A T 3 Ao 155 45 v Xk 0 f R Y
B, AR, B E FEAX IS HELR />
B 5% TAENE 25 55 3l v A A ELOEI e Ok 19 .0 BE A 4
FE (Roberts et al., 2009). £ /&Sl Kernis
FI Goldman (2006)4 H i BB HESL, (i JI 21> 1
3 PR AT FLOR S AT TR R 2y .
TR AR A B2 AT T AR b s o W L
FH Ty e FLO R0 05 DA R LI i ) R A A 4
(e.g., llies et al., 2005; Leroy et al., 2015; Walumbwa
etal., 2008), YHTTEE B2 AP, KT TAEHE
e o s TN RN LR s 2 U B TE I S @
(Luthans & Avolio, 2003; Wood et al., 2008), tA-f
LA S — O SR 5 T LA E O A R, T AR
O — R A P a] LS B S S A R
21 TiEREBBFMm
211 EHHEBEGS

NSRRI e o S (Fpl PO (AN =R S E RS
A ORI 22 5 DL SE H R ) 1 —
XA (Gardner et al., 2011), X Fh 405 XU 1Y) & BHL
F B4 T2 223 Avolio 1 2003 4R 82 H 1Y, il
AN FRAR ST T =X B AR gt J2 400 3 19 N L

(Luthans & Avolio, 2003; Avolio & Gardner, 2005),
PTAER, ORI (1 GUT 22 BT 5 T I X i Aol 65t
SR AT, IR E WA ST RRELLE TR
TN M b E O RS, R ET LA R e
X T HYIA A {5 4L (Clapp-Smith et al., 2009;
Ladkin & Taylor, 2010), f fili fi7 T 4F & fin#% A
(Giallonardo et al., 2010)JF HENEZEREACH
WL IR, BEEEE, 2015; Bakhd, J555, 2015),
AEAS (1 8 A A I BARAT B 1 13 ) O Y, 7
EH, 2015, K GE, 2016; ZEAF 4E, 2016),
212 DEERE

FLTENG IR O — EH DR 2 E, HF
SRTEAA L BRI h R Ab TR0 AL,
B AR SR A A B B N =2 48 Y B 2L Al (Yalom,
1980), [k, A3 1% T B i A 58 7EAR 22 e
P4 T 4 M 15 Al A2 O P DA A 1 0 3L fk R
(e.g., Erickson & Ritter, 2001; Sloan, 2007), E
B UEX P Z 0] R SEME R A A 2, (H2H
A UEYEFEA SRR A WL o A I W98 R LA A
B A U W R A7 7E IE AH C (Sheldon et al.,
1997), Toor FI Ofori (2009)HJHFFE A A I Lk %4
U 2 A S AR R DN A v Y A
G% o R MBI FE RN K BT A P i B RE A5 i 5
TJH A B TAEE INA 2 X (Ménard & Brunet,
2011), X SEGEHRHS SCRF T A o Y B S BE %
A BT A0 R AR
213 IERH

WFSE 4 B AT TAE A v 8% 0 # i ELIE Y H
Fomr, XA B AT SRR R, JF BT
VES 5 AR (Reis et al., 2016). HK, E AT L
i NIAT 5 RS — 2, b VO BEETHFE,
fit NBETE 7840 M B C RS N, 8 A
WA Ji—J7 i, 5T AE TAE sk az 30 /Y 2Lk mT
PLLEABATTXS A O 7E A Al 9 328 45 = 55 4k
HATHTERE, AT sitst, 2 TAEZ)
MLEE 5 (Leroy et al., 2015), B K IR &
BE WS TAES A Z A 2 IEAH KK &K (e.g., Reis
et al., 2016; van den Bosch & Taris, 2014), X} T4
P S g — A BN Y () U AR T B
WON T 51 TR B i 2 5 2 RO B AL Lo B
GE R B A GF RE S T A S Y TAE R
(e.g., Walumbwa et al., 2008), [Ef}, R TEETAE
T B AL AR S R TYESi (e.g., Leroy et al.,
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2015; van den Bosch & Taris, 2014),
214 fAEIS

P25 O BEEEXT T AR EL R I 55 R IR ECI A
ANBFEXRREBHE T EEEENMAGO., KEWR
FH, HIRMATT LA M TR AEI S . B
1 Krumhuber %5 A (2007) ) — 301 5256 8 58 %P1,
BT RMENA, A ELBRMEREHIANS
BRG] S BB EEAEH .
FHEZEE, mHGELNP RN LA iR
55 1) T3 A AR AR DGR 1 A0S AHE G A R
1t I #2159 2] 4 % 19 97 4 (Krumhuber et al.,
2019). Moore Z(2017)t % 8 EL I A9 ATE T AR 10
A AT RE R .
215 RIMSIEN

WFFEIR R WY, AR v i E T UAE B A
B TR S HiE I 4140, Cable 58 A(2013) 5T
XAk 53 T A BREE I h #4758 2 80, A B
F 838 X F Al B A ], 1 53 T TAE
H E S A IRAE S LE M THE AR A IS N A R 2
Ja BAE @ TAERAMTAESEL . I 2 455
T 5B B 58 A IR NI KR R G,
VEEA W] REAE T BA A 4 245 BRI A, AT 48 &
PBIBNA PR, WFE 2 8, LR R4 Tt 218
ABRGY T AE ABUE B i B B & ) LR TR E
DLAN RS, A B T8 B T4k 2 el A2 (ke 4T
42017),
22 TIEREBMATETE

W5 BT Hh 1 LI R 1 22 1 R R
[ 2 2 A7 ]t o T 0 o] 42 5 03 T4 TAE T Y
i, CAMREIA Y Z R E W] LUE# R
TAETAER R EM . Bl Gillath 55 A(2010)% B
G AR AT DR AR B, i@ it ik
Z N MR B WSR2 21k )8 3 2
g R MK, R IR A B AT LA 2
FHIEIK, RIS ZIAE F AL SRR
A N A i) A8 LS 480 0 3 5 L AT A o
WAk, ok B AR bl & AR S 5 A
. Rogers (1961)F2 i 24 —A> Al il il 1)
HHEAP R A ISR, ARG AT T XX N A
HFEh %, R E AT AR, 1 Didonato
F1 Krueger (2010) B SZRE 73X — i : SR BN
8 8 IS EL . A AT IR 4 H X T AR
— A E AR T R, b A R SR IS AR

TR, T LI N AN R T BB 23 i A T 220k Al
NI E, TR —A RAEIER . BT L L5 AR
KRB &, IR ERBI S AN E
o FAMIZIBRED G b LU AU S AR EL i F
BAIR, Kifer %£(2013)% B A 38 A my
WTERAS SAMEAT I — Bk, BT LIBT3
SR AATVRESE T FLU, I DR AR v U AR
2.3 WERIF

BT DL B SCIRER AR, T LR B OCF EL
Wt 2L HERBE LR TR KRR, Xt
F IR AR R B AR R e . BRI,
FATH BN H TS RAF RS — R 2 |

Wi, HAXLTHEENIFRKZENETA
T DT ERT Y, BT B B A AR
fEXT 0 BT RE N4 AL BE RS2 R . b, 22
T BRI 1 F BEHR 5E T 78 TAE AR E I Y
AR o 1 3R T SR 0 e T AR AR T
{aRE B O PR S (Leroy et al., 2015), 52 A% (9
EARFEIA RS, BN TSRS 48k, TR
FIFE G B S 1 IR 7 PR L 25 %5, S5 8U TR
FHE 1 A9 N (Hackman, 1992; Morrison & Milliken,
2000), SR, LI AE TAE 2 b SCBr ™= A 19 52 i 7
AR FE B L B Ho e A br B 5 p i R BAE
(Cha et al., 2019), F AR A1 IA B 7 M A&
NI P& A BRI S 2 R LA (e.g., Kernis &
Goldman, 2006; Wood et al., 2008), {H21R /04 HF
OB ELHCS AR TAE B3l A8 BT SR 9 A B RR
TE R AT A AT A ST o 1K) T35 A Bif 52 43R it
=R E AR,

FOR, T BLUAE A rhsg e (9 B0 43 BT ik
A% ABCE B RE % 42 F 4L 24 ¢ & (Kernis, 2003;
Kernis & Goldman, 2006), LN, WF5EE 8 B E
FLU L Y 405 GRS 1R F TE 2 I BRI AL 23 35 #e, 42
= FEX T4 A F (ies et al., 2005), {HZ,
TEBLSE T AR, AR 2 51 T XHE T4 b R 30 LR
DFEEERE, Hp R EZEAN— MO R A RYA
A X N B AR, AE % A — 8 B
PLE A CES AL it 8 n] REIZ 77 (Yagil &
Medler-Liraz, 2013). §i TFAEXFERSEIEIFIEZ
TER I, XAER KRR LR T 6 A BRag
JE BB PT RE AT A — BB ST PR R o SR, H AT
T TAE N BRS04 v iy ELmT R O 14 T i A
FHEDGEA B 5T
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A2 TH

N =)

A TE

 LAESTK

BT AR A e A A

E, CAX T TAES I [ 3RS (self-
display) A9 5% 32 22 3¢ 33 AT an el 38 4 58 24 19 %
KRR AN HXT T A A, g
¥ (e.g., Bolino et al., 2008) 1% £ ¥4 37 (Grandey,
2003). Jf H AR SERF 5T & BLIHE M ELSE [ F DA A 4
SR PR T TAE P RS NN (Mehra et
al., 2001; Oh & Kilduff, 2008), X L&A 554544 A
V365 B8 — e 3 BN R 7E T AR h R AT A
BTN, BEIRSEIFAEE, R, XFEREIS
TR T B B AR R — B AR BRI A (] B

3 WERigE

ETU EREGRAAYr, ATHE BN S
KR MRLA R TR N B B A, A9
BT AR B AR A A T A S W 2 T sh s R
ARSI 1), FERER g, AT
N 7N i | YNGR N = TT0 5 N =R d S i s N i
BA AR A i AR ST T 247
31 ABREIRMEE &S

AT H FF A KT TAE b B a7 48 1
L O S i = 3 O ) I R b ) R TR R o
L ATARBANE =A TN Bk, Efts
D71, B TR WA AR A R e T AR 1
W, Hedn, B3R PeE BIS A O B R I A
BEEAFE MRS TH SRR MR IITEH,
SR, X TP UL LR TC AN RIS 5%, A,
I BE AR T BRSSPk o 1 R A —
w4y, B AA AT, XWE T EE AT
H(Gagné & Deci, 2005), BRIt 4k, EipM45 S
AEEALT 8 PR U Bk S EA S IE

TP Ry 223 5 il N\ ST I ) 96 &R (Leroy et al.,
2015; Walumbwa et al., 2008), [Hitt, FRATIAN G
T N BR B FT RE R I AE 5 [l S5 0 B gl rp R
ASfEE AESZEK, IFHES RSN EE S
TR, ok, AT O, MRPREI, ELK
AT R BRI SMEST o 5 NTEM UL FIE
DR WU, AEXA T, ABREL T
RER I A6 5 15 09 B3 b 53 T AT R R 8 BH 4
B (B UL AR A&, T AR BB B AT 1Y AT R
Mo Bcfa, FEINFIJTIH, B F R A AR T 5
SH KRG EHEW N, ARG BRZ A AR
RE 75 1 M HE 3 O 0 B SEAR R RS2 S B 5
fih(Yalom, 1980). iXFi& i A IR — TR
PTG RN TE [ O W LSS AR RSz, S —T
MRS R MR THMAXTFAC WAL, X
WEFIMTEmE A, LKA C AT Mg
m 2] A\ (Kernis & Goldman, 2006), iX~J7 [fii iY
WA B FERXE TN AN, B2
RATRETE AN BRE S R >k, Hedn, 51 THEG
T B O E M 28 EAR DB A, IR
RARW, xR Z A T EAREW N AN
o BTLL, ARTH A B A X = A A
AR TE N PRAS A v 3 B0 AN RO R AT, IR A
B BC YR N T2 B IR X = A T P4
32 ANREBRESESEZAPHERER
AT EHRAIT 1955 — A~ I8 N R B
SRS igmhmEmER . RITFZEMS
BB HE (social penetration theory) AL/ HEFT 4>
Bro 4t & BB JE H Altman F1 Taylor $2 1 FH T
i B NATT A0 Ao HE S A1 T G R AL s it 1R
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(Altman & Taylor, 1973; Taylor & Altman, 1987).
ZIIE N NS NZ MAFTESR KR e, X5
WK AR M DR A 7E 22 4 B N B DG RV LA . 28 491K
Uh, WA R G 2 PR A — i B4t 2R,
It H R a5 — A M AFER, WK S |
FEHHERIZE, AN, AGAZHBLRS
Bl S LB, R g 2 1A 1 24 vh g i e IR
BT MR A NAE . an, Whie i ASLR 1
-2 RLEIE A 9E & o Altman 1 Taylor AN TE A
PR32 A v O 28 188 M N R e e 1Y S Bl G AR B B
BE E NS R, TP XA R 4 AR
7o XA HE Y B A R A U A TR S AT
RERE A B D N TE A FRAY £ 8R, XD IR &K
K i # (Infante et al., 1997; Taylor & Altman,
1987), AT HIKN A ABr Higi 2z ik 51 THE 5 [R5 52
AR A b g B N TE R A dE ik, FRAT]
HED 53 T N Bn B T R i At 258 3 1Y T 72,
HEMPLUT A TS RS Z MR . X R SC R T
STk S TR A1 o W v /NP S A o DA G
) ol 53 Ol AN RERAT g, e dnfm] 5 n] g SE £
B 0 TSN R A B IR B 15 3l (Baumeister &
Leary, 1995; Leary, 2010), #1522, APREHA]
RE2 ik g5 2oz U T AN RE o X R 2l A
SxEMIHE A% A T AR A A gtz . i
L2 LA 2 AT BA P A AT B B R R
B B2 F1 25 8 (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009), HH T#:4s
Fal AL B3 T PR A o 8 W] S AT TR e 4, REfS AT
BT Rt AR, f e AL S i

R 1. APRICIRBENS (2 o W) S0 1% 5t TRy
FLoRA

ARl 2: N PREIRE %I o e [ X% A
TR FE 2 Rl 52 i A P BA TP Ak 2 A

FE2B B IS S W 8RN TE A XSS B i
L HESORIF AR B 5600 280k U6, S5 A
TR NN — SL B2 AN Y35 A, L AnsHT b iy e
%, (HREBNIWE 1T T AN MR, X4
WP, BRI PNTE B NTE AT, HEIFAR
REA A AL B B R, IR B KR, %
PRI YE A T 2 8 N TE FIRBE A AU L 2B
% B T A AR T A 8 A% T (Altman &
Taylor, 1973; Collins & Miller, 1994), 1T H1BASRK
FERE % TEAR O RE B b G ] it 132 51 AT A i 7
2, FATIN A BR FLHO T4t 2518 3% i #E 75 FH )

REZ BN AU RS2 . ZEARTE v, AT I
P A B BT 2 L AT 1) 5555 X s 3 i 3 Ak 2 il A
Xf kb2 A AR HEAE T o BOR SR R 1R TAEMEE
v 2] 21 YA (organizational politics) A58 . FE%L
e AR S, AR S A P A A B AR R Y BOR]
PE, AATSE 2 MM B84 T 75 5 B s S f i
h#Hl(Kacmar et al., 2011; Kacmar & Baron, 1999),
TEX R Z [/l BEXT T 5 TAT M s bl
7oA PR BE AT LB T Y A 1, DR A AR
1o BE B A o TR T B LT MR 2 [ = 1 G
FIERE A, TEBARRYBOA S T, AR E i
AIRE R FETE RPE

RL 3 WA B BOIA S R Y N BR ELo0 A
Br B Bl vk 23 Rl A A R O 2 T 9 7 R BT A
A A5 4 52 e, e A5 53 S VR T TE BAR A9 B 47U
LR TE
33 ARERERRESHHHEEA

AT H TR B ELTE AT BAE Bl e e
mymER . AT TE wh 38L& (I &0 T APBR
E i e A s R L ok . RATTFENE T
iR H 8 (face-negotiation theory ) #0 £ 2 7 #r iX
AN T P R S 2 AR 2 T Ak (Stella
Ting-Toomey) T 4& H: 38 73 47 76 N Bn 14 38 Hh A AT 4
PRI R R AR . AT A ERAE S A 03k
e A = E ORI, 0 TR I T AR
BRI E S . TR AR PR AN
G BOT AN R A S A FRIE LR . A
KR IIBINNy, ANBRCHEA B R i, 321k
XU 508 i ok B LY R S0 45 A A T A 2 IR
IEIRYEI A I AT R (L8R, #hI5, 2005).
T PR PRI 3R 0 Oy T A U T T AR AR A5 45 3
TG YA, AMARAE T EAE S T IR B B Y
T, X5t & A ¥ B (Ting-Toomey, 2005),
BRUE, AT AR B ORI A ARTE S
JIiiREE B O AT A SRS DAL R 0 T T
SR, 24 5% T 76 N By .3l v 38 90 245 i
HRAE BT R A SR &, A E R i I T4
23K F1(Wood et al., 2008), X Fh IR F5 1] GE T B 5
TAENBRASAE /D s E T B, FRATHED
B BT 23 B AR 5% A8 A R 3 A3 v Y 1 Jost
& R, FRATIA N 10 0E m] 58 23 51 & R 4 1
o HE R o A HER AR B TR S [l R 2 A0
[R5 1 (Ferri et al., 2008), >4 51 T (¥ 1A o J& L 3¢
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R I, 5% 53 T 0 4 38 7T 68 < 1k 7] =5 19 T
BARFMREE . N T WA XFENSEERLE, FHA
Al BE S R I [l 36 5 9% 6 T AT I8 H 5

RE 4. BRI 0 T T R A G

AR 5: A BRI RESE 1 B A T A 1 )
RETR R W S S HE R .

T i B i — 2B 3R, FE vl 2800k 1
U, AT - 2 7R AR ) e 59 R 3 R B Ak
1o ERXABHE, RS ENEERT .. £
RS BT, X7 #2535 I Uh g e 7 i da s
H C ¥ F(Oetzel & Ting-Toomey, 2003), A Uit,
FRATHR 3 E A H 4 b 58 50 R T 53 T 9 1T
B R  SHE TR Z B SC R R — A E B
AR R, PSSR R B, BT s
B WK L H R, T T R B A — e AR
D% & s - <A 15 L VA 28 R [ 111
R 2 B BA Y R B AL AT R, AR XA
DU, BRI R 9 5 7 3R AR R T
B — B i SO AT S, ST AT BE R BG4
HeFR o Se3s, AR HE TR ARG RS I R 44 3L
EH# 1B /ER) P (Kurzban & Leary, 2001),

R 6: R A s R R S LT, AR
B ] e S R OA BRI 52 1 T BUE T S B E &
HEF% o
34 ABREHX R TERA S TSR

AT A A BR BLARAS (L 23 5 00 W] 3 5 gl ik
Al — 2 B A A TAE . BATEZIRLT1TH
J#l A< B2 (behavioral script theory)R 43 #3iX A4~ ]
B, ZHEISIN, AT TSR B R AT R
A1 B B A R s 7 ZEAR SRR B T 4 3k LB R AR
Ar i 7 89 & X (Lord & Maher, 1991; Watson,
2011) A T XATAFHER T2 X, A8 <0
Z 517 AT, PAVPAS X Le 4R 1E (Price &
Bouffard, 1974; Gioia & Manz, 1985), 17 M7 &
FREERFE SIEE X AT BN ES . tn,
AT 0 TR AS 25 LU AsE s i 5 8 78 F X 23 B0l 3 AR 1
R EMFIT AR XHERITHRIARA S8 H
TS AN A 2 BT A (Averyet al., 2009), [RIH}
.23 WA FI Wt 23 T 45 A A7 2 5 A3 4K
HiE(Zohar & Luria, 2004), FETFiZz#e, FATHELS
[F) ] BE S PFAl 52 T A B B2 A A 17 R
AP ER TZ 0 THAE., BEmE, A
PR EL I i A% 35 145 A FR ik S5 R 76 LA A BRASHE:

WL % A2 B AL A 5 AE (Cropanzano & Mitchell,
2005), FRATIA R ABR Bk AT B8 2 ik [ 35 %% 01 T
PR R B ED B A A, BRSSO T
M (liking) o XV 23 Lk B3 T AE AT BA 8 fin 520
i, PR R HAh 2 b A7 (Scott & Judge, 2009), 1M
H, [F&dn] g8 B & iz i THAE T /E B
# B (Bowler & Brass, 2006), &4, 51 TRl fig
Bl g N B BT 422 32 B T8 22 (935 Bl 53 T AE ATBA
P A 2 LA RN BRI R () S B BE A — 25 (R 5
T TAE4i% (Kamdar & Van Dyne, 2007), Kk,
AL T AN A,

R 7. ARSI S RIS R T R A
IEAHG

WAL 8: ABREWR, A FMKZEENZ I
MR ' REREHE R 61 T 78 F A o A4 25 3037 (8a)
32 A W (8b), FFakimi$em LAESR(8¢c).

720 A S 2 0 X AT Ry 2 10 30 Wiy 2 2 32 L
EHE TR MNAT M RIA, e, — N AEZES
TG, AMTS B AR S A L
Wi . FEARTFFR A, AT 5 T a5 & AAE 7T
AE 2 ¥ 3 R X T 61 T AT R RIAS, s Xt
5N R B9 A2 K, WFR R R =
HRAE (dark triad), J24 —1> i =Bl 4 [ 20 57 3O
AT L A 2 TR T 4 NS R R . X =
BN KRR BT A AR . H R HE 4 R £ X
(Machiavellianism) . [ 7% (narcissism) FURE #% 2%
(psychopathy), X = F R A H A5 B 19 RHE F1 45
o SR, VB ARS R BTRE, X = Z Ao A 3
P R ILMEERIUE A LR BE R B R
ARG A Bech M o 00 e i S Bt 2 A 9 2R
MG, R, MAERZ iR =& &I —
HEIFFRZ g RGN AE o BEE AAR IEARHER I H,
TR Ay PR A 1 1 AR 22 B i3 AN TA kg 36 SRR AIE 2
AU, B LLAS 2 20 B A (Christie &  Ges,
1970), SR, WML H) X £ A A% FRAE AL R Bk R
A AE— 0 T 5 b, [ AR ] fe skt 4 L
AU, HFEX P IE Z PR AR BT ) .
FERXFE LT, [l Be 1) T e R AR R B 2 LA

U kAR B A PN 47 2 (Cillessen & Rose, 2005): H:
— B LRI A T Z UG R, el Scott Al Judge
(2009) 5k S A X Fp oy S AEAT I 5 59 —Fh st R AR & 8 ax
PR A B 7 AT, B S A BR2Eill ik
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St M Z 205 .

WL 9: ABRE IO A BRE XK 52 37 2 5t
TR A RS 24 5% T ) S IR AR A8 R (1) A
B, XERTTREZ im Y, M, M0 TR
I B AR A B4, 33044 FH T RS2 1E ) 1Y

I E R, RATE SR o8 T FLAR
IS, RGN IE SCER, JRSS G DTk
Z% N B LI 09 PR R 4 T S N B 9 Y ) = A
Fo BMIA X T HIW M &R, LI
WA T . ELURT R B LR B R A S
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SR AU B2 BRAR D A AR 2 A 25 5 i 1 5
FRA B 5 7 15 OR B Y 1 F2 (Schmid, 2005), £
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The effect of interpersonal authenticity on coworker interactions
within work team

TANG Yipeng', REN Zhiyu', PU Xiaoping?, HAN Wei'
(1 School of Business Administration, Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan 430073, China)

(* School of Management, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: Employees are often socialized to regulate and conceal their true selves in the workplace. Such
inauthentic displays not only make the employees stressful, but also bring substantial loss to the companies.
Recently, management scholars have paid an increasing attention to authenticity at work. Prior research has
mainly taken a self-based perspective to examine personal authenticity. Nevertheless, authenticity has a
relational orientation. To extend the current literature, therefore, this research adopted a socio-relational
perspective to propose the concept of interpersonal authenticity. Moreover, grounding on the review of the
current literature, a comprehensive model was developed to understand how interpersonal authenticity may
influence coworker interactions and employee performance within work team. The research model helps us
clarify how and when employees may benefit from their interpersonal authenticity, providing practical
implications in building a work environment that encourages employees to be authentic.

Key words: interpersonal authenticity, coworker interactions, socio-relational perspective





