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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

HSMERAMEIBNEE S

7K #E 4
(LTI R A SRR, 11 200234)

W E BT, 0% AR A RB EMNG B AR, TAFRARRET ELHAARERGF TR, F4
% 71 (emotional intelligence) L £ AFR K £ A ah L X R A RO ERAA AT A, AT HRIARRENERG
A %8 h AR R AEF| AR SR PRI EEEN, Rm, HaTd AR TA T AR AT R 8 H %
BT AL Hem AN ANTEF ASARGHw, Hi, RBEAMNERSER(—F—KRZTHAA, B
actor-target)iX — # A EI T B I 4% 7, i de € AME A2 F — AP = A 69 K & (emergent state), £ F4S
F AR B S e 22 ik e dt A W 4877 sk A ph LAt B BATAT R . RAKBE SN A st 0B R XX R (45 B AR
B R B 4730 b L e S AT AR B DR Y R 69 W 28 P R R e B I S5 ) TR SRAEBE R, AAAKEE
W EBREANAEERF NITAH RS, HEK 8 T @ L(bottom-up) i ANk LR 2] A A 63T 42, vL & AR
A Kk 6 P IR 2575 ) e v, AT A TR TAE B 52 S R Bk 0 B B L

KW BAER, AKX AR, AARR%, BT, BRI

FHES B849: €91

1 R H 2012; Wei et al,, 2016; TJHAE 4%, 2015), KT,
HAT 52, 15255 71 46 A BB 572 56 3 1. gyt
H, R 22 A 412K FH LT A A T AR IS I E BRI M, B ERRER T BT
85 2ok T X B 25 380 T B 3E g R R B T, s A BN, X 7 N RGPS L
(Mathieu et al., 2017) 2R, L1 P BA AR 53 — e 58 Bk z EI, ARSI E TRARE X —~HE
AHELAR I TAE A [ 3h S 806 %5000 B SIE D7, 16 B BAR SR L E T A A 25 1, L
i Al 1t 60% i A1 AR A ik B E AT B A HA A [B] 285/ E A 74 B T 2 b A5 AT BA B 3K — [1]
(Courtright et al., 2017) iX %5~ AR S H1 P S\ 90 52 1% D DT
SR T EE HEA PR T R FA I 5 308 Ao HE A B 25 8 0 6 A5 AT BA R A
R4 BB R RERANTRPHANEE (ARG 2558 7 AP B A B ™= A i — etk
J5 T (Courtright et al., 2015; LePine et al., 2008), (BB A= — A ARG ST, BT T EN% A
1% 4% %8 77 (Emotional intelligence) & 7E A Fr 56 2 % Xt AT BN B SEME o SR, P BA AR 1 2 2 20 0 Mk
fith LR — D EEMS, TR —FhE R T T P BA B 5% B L i R B A7 3l (B AT BA s A A
FUAL A 2515 BLAY RE 1 (Mayer et al., 2008), BLA A=A AR AR ) o FEF AN Y P A 2658 1T AL
BRI ERE, BARRWNER MR R T A, (R AIA 2 A3
BABRA, DA Mk T BAIR A5 i 47 7 1 T A 2 BOR A0 THERE T-RE O A A 58 ) B e B 8%
Jyut I BA AT % T SR (Coté, 2014; Troth et al, W& T AERPIRA, (HAIZH T 1A B A K952 .
AL, TR RIS A AR, EATREIET
. ) B — A7 T . ERE B, IXRRE B B T ok
e emoman, IR 0 A28 BT 406 P B A
BEMES . KL, E-mail: zhanghuihua2005@126.com F1(RR AR 1E 26788 F1 RO 4 &) J2 Ay 3 e i A
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MR AS A AE 0 T A & 2 00 ik — a8, S 3k
AR 3L 15 28580 1 iy 1 BA A A\ 3 T BACIR ZS i — 5
R AT RSB T R RS R
18 (multilevel theory) A7 L FROF 5T 4L T 537
HEZE(Grand et al., 2016; Kozlowski & Chao, 2018),
L2 I 4 A 5L T I HE BT 14T B 45 88 7
MRS

F—Jr T, PR — TAE SR, ]
Z (B TS A AR B L AR A AR X AR, A
BATTE 25 5 1 0F 5T 28 /3R ] DL F B 2 IR E AT HR
o WFRECN BTt B R AR J1, AT L
HE— 25 ZE PR 1A BN AR 28 8 01 0 IR AR = (b
1 A A BB A B 25280 1 4 A 3B IR T,
T B o] LT ff B X BT b & 2 IS 45580 01 (B AR
iE— 2 B A BN R G 4 JRE R . BR
b, P 3 T S T B ST A BIF 5T R L 1T A A RN A
BA 7 Az A AR 22 IR SR A — JE A B, DA 5 R <% ]
BA P9 A A 1 4 58 i faT 5@ ik BRI i e A
(bottom-up process);= A= F A IE 255 17 = WF 5%
AR . SO E IR, XM T E X By ] BAIE
R IR R AR B CENTRETT LR A Z 1,
AT DU 5 2 1) 38 A 3 i A — i PR i i —
ST, WA SECERE, HEmmAEm
Ja R, VLR DL B S SRR A, A
T B 4 T O R B o TR 2868 0 7 T B 2 rh i
W R G, SR, AR AT Rt EE
B b AR I A A kR R At B G A A B DL (L
frBE AT T30, AR R BT, BT Hsh
I A AT AR AE), LA F B gk B A BA A 38

T, AT E N —A8 BT AT A 25
B3, RIE A A A 25 00 G S B AR e
A IR S (emergent state), ML X E R (—XF—%
ZHPRWIA N, Bl actor-target), 3T FIBA R R A2
P IS FIAE S W4 T E TR . EEE T
O B BN 5 ) 41 25 8 T3 AT R A e (PR MY
TRz sedn . X3 B BEAG TS 45 IR Vs i, fh4s
48 F), RET <RI HAir#H (target) 2437 2|
17874 (actor) %] L SE it A% 268 J1AT 07, X Fp

FEAE T RO B0 18] B G R A7 AR A e/ N3 B,

FEL 58 Lk ol 5 ZR AT S 1 T BA R B AD 190 245 435 4 e
TR A AT B 258 AT R AR, DA T ik
ol e T E X P AT AT 44 8 g A P BA e A b T
HAR S, SRR 55 T A BAAE SRS

2 BERMARIARESHT

21 BIBEEHBRFNE

T, A PR B S R TSR (1)
PEUE AL AR R ST . SRR AR S 25 ) B U—R A
RIIAT A AR AR E R RSk RE 1, AN IE 4R
2 DA AP — o B2 R U, 0k o IR T e A
FBEK (Jordan & Troth, 2004), A I TEAAK 5 B2 14015
RN RANRTEEE S TR EYE, X
Ff R £ I35 A7 X A1 B 45588 et AT g o 1
WL b, U AT 0 AT 458 1 e A A AR
455 RS ESC A . i TR g el
43 Rl 7 R YRR SRR R (SRR A AR R 2, A
U 33 ol 40 1 11 PAT BN 4285 0 )l A T R L g
— S ST AR ORI SR b, R S R AR A
RUILAE b o BRTETHSE A B 558 18 or e, 31
5 2 A B AN A 25 7 1 SR ok S 3
RSl s A R AE 46580 1, SR SEARATT AR in F AR
FIRbBE , BEAb, AT LA PRI R LR, 8
T RS P AR S 48 5 22, LA AR
GUIE 468 10 B K AR B 5 /ML, 580 LA P BA 4505 11
T & 2 1ok A% H BN 1% 45 & 1 (Coté, 2007
Elfenbein, 2006; 25H: 45, 2015), ()34 MLA 1
WFIE o KPR A O 0 10 2 70 R TS 357 F Al B3 22 [)
T 34 MM I B B — 28 90 A5 R A X R A7 sl oA ),
B AR 12 AT BA B DA A B B Bl B R A 4 A G
Tri) 50 Ak 3 ) S5 o, SR R ) A LR 4 AT
eI UL B N 455 1 0 SE PR A R BE (Druskat &
Wolff, 2001; Elfenbein, 2006), 18 T AL
FEE 1 T B 26 %8 1 %€ X2 Druskat 1 Wolff $2 H
(1 o A ATTIN A R AT 28788 IR 2 J il — &R 3
B A BE T, 1 BT 3 TS 1) TR B A5 2
iR, DI UERRARG AT . BEARIA R BRI RE
T A 2558 i B, FE T B4 Hamme
(2003)FF & 2, UL K Jordan F Lawrence (2009)
TR TAERHATE 4% B R (WFK WEIP-S) (i
2% B e B 3R A Sk B BA R B R A 1, R
FABNTAYRE ) o 7E AT NS 258 J13ty 1, E5

VIEAR L, AT BN | R RIS (A S A A A A — S 22,
EENTE S EAT, AR SCRRZE R, RATIFAX EA]
MR X S o PR S RO — B, AR 7 M 42 58
HAA E=ARIE,
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MRS Ao R 45 AR A [T AR 48 1383

33 BN A X HE A T AR A0 19 B ke SE B

SV L, fERBNIE 4R IR L, SR E
B JE LIRS RIS 2
BPAHE VLT fE S T sgm . R X R
J7 Ao H R AP TR G A — e B,
B2 2% T [ BARE P e 4 0 T A B AL (W) 1Y) B
Bl o T BE T HEAR Y AT 25 A T DN i FRAK
R TR, —EBRE LRI T B E 3,
ENE LRI BEAGF, HAE RN T %k
I K% 24 (group-shared emotion: 85 HAB A% 51
H, BRI RIS S) . BAMT
BEAR A AR 1) 22 1 26 (divergence emotion, [t
WE—A P BIBR, ] BA B 5% N 22 ) s = A
Z B TS 45) B AL B (Menges & Kilduff, 2015), A
U, 2 R A Tl 1 AT A 155 28 %80 T Ak s T )
WAEAE B B R PR
22 PIANBEEEHEIEEFERWZIERR

FESSIERFST 1, 4T 32 2 A R AT 2
BHESMENERZ R, XLH ARG
REALHE A AL B, A0 A BRACHAH M (Frye et al.,
2006)F1 1 545 P (Ayoko et al., 2008)%:, 14345 K
BAZE SR, 40 AT A 37 (Barczak et al., 2010) , P56 &
XLk 2E, 201 D) BAGTR (M 5 55, 2014)
&, BEK, BB LEMRET T ANEES )
B2 R AL (7] 1 (Rezvani et al., 2019; Zhang et al.,
2020),

1 P AR 25585 7 %6 P A 52 mi 528 T, 4
WITTA T & B, BN 26758 1 F I BAGisiA 0.16
AYAHIE(K = 6, N =304, p < 0.05) (Bell, 2007),
— I E 5T (T B & B A 45 8 ) A
BASRAL AR 53] 0.48 (K =4, N =906, p< 0.01)
(BRMEAE, 2012), ool — T3 T 3 SCSCR Y T 43
Mr&RI, BIBNIE 2R )5 & 2240 (48 i3 R AR
SERIEE AR bR )1 B A X 0.30 (K =28, N =
1934, p < 0.01) (Schutte & Zhang, 2018).

VI SRR S AR, F A R TR
AT ROBFGE, 53— 585 W2 3L a8 Al A
T AR ST o 9028 19 I 43 B7 45 2R 3% W] (Schutte &
Zhang, 2018), DL_EPFLA T A S 265 15 50
BPM R RBOR/ING TS . BRI T s+
Mayer 25 AJF % ) MSCEIT T H. il & fr 15 21 (1) A1
BTG 455 71; Mayer et al., 2008), Wi BUAHE R AL
2023 (K=5,N=131, p<0.05), MZEMRMAT

(4niz F WEIP-S il T H), F#EREOE 0.31 (K=
9, N =902, p<0.01),

ZE BT LA W, S A 258 ) SRR R
AIArE, —REWEMMMIITR, B EE
SRR T 2 1R BT R B B . 5 —
KREZAMAMBEE, ©1mIH B 3R
W ITEEER AT REAEWEDS, (HEY
I A B 2585 0 W) SEIERR 9T B0 SR B AR 3 He e i
Zo MiH, XA EERE LRSS Sk
TR 5, RO E X A O A1 BA 2k A8 A4 2R AR £ 1Y
FER, B BT B B 25 i A i R RO
SEURALE] OB FT o A5 B BN 2580 152 i 5 2R (] A
L, mTFRIREREX R, BT ER.

23 AHRABELRS

Eere S W R ol T T D = I B |
BATE &5 IR A T AR . —J A A AR X,
BT B 258 01 B RO A VR 25 0 AL A
A, BRIRCTEAT W1 458 S R T, M R AR
FOE TR A ST, ZRMAIPURERK, B
1 B\ 45 %8 71 76 MO P A v o B ) — Al AR,
PRI RIMIE L ) BT, MR SR 2
AL A RIBESE . B 273 AR 0 2 JE 0k R4 1Y
o B, MELAMRIMEBE2MRGE .

TATH, DL E PR A i 5T ml DL & 3
—AMERR  REBTHOS IS IA R, BA b GE
RO A—E RIMEAT N, B RAEE A X
RE B S 5t T A R B AT H (Tett &
Guterman, 2000). 5 1% S BISHE H, 24 H PSRN 5
A, AT K T4 JRE R =0 B (Mlschel,
1976) LA [ PIANERIE TS 2E (R 2 BT K fig
(SR O FEA G TF R B X R AT R, BATZME
P 7 e 37 1 F I B8 o AR i DL BRI I LA AE {if
TATIN R, )R AE S AR, W ik—
o X A3 AR AF 2580 07 A V4R I8 < 3% I8 14 1%
R T BWAT A, IHR BN EE RN RE
Hr—d R,

F—J7 T, BB 22 e e = W, T BA
D [E] A8 42 AT A TAE FAE TR I E IR, B3
8 % 1 BA F SRR T B PR E AR 1 SE B 23 7 AR T
FH2 A (Farh et al., 2017; Seers, 1989), MILA MR
F, FEOXTJE U BN b 5% 8] )1 25 58 147 R 38 4
FEAEGIEFRENEE . RIOIMAEERLTLU
AT R s St A B 2 7 AR AR R . T ST AR A
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BA K B3 2 e B e Rt b, AR T H R A T8 AT BA
T o7 I O B A T 458 J0 4T Ry 38 e ix —[al i,

HIRWE, APRAERRTT ST, Ko<ma
(R 578 1A AR B R S B A 45 8 HLR Ay
J, IR EATEE AR FEE, S8 BA R
BB AT R3S HaX — AT GE . sk
SRV, TR SR A s 45 88 AT R 28 06 R IE LY
o) 24 25 48] (G — A~ N2 31 55 — A0 H S i 9 1
2558 14T N A BB AR Y BB DL R X 2K AT o AE
P BA B 53 18] £ 43 A T 25) BT AR 26 114 T BA IS 45 %88 )
X —H A & R SR 9T . FEAMRTE 4R &
b, FATLL Mayer %5 A (2008)HYfE SRR E LRy
FERR O 468 ARG BN | SRS | T
fE G E A HERES), FEBFUT%
R —JF e E R TA BISE R R TE A0 E S;
T — e R — A R e M EE ), 53],
MTHWEFE H A5 FL ALV RL

SR b, FRATE A PR AR A B A A A
ClE S B 9 S AR ), AE— > Jik T 2o 7 A AE
TR (< AT 115 2 28 1A AR I B << e B 1
SR S BARAT R B — A ), ISR A B
(115 2 % JIAT g 28 4 B 7= A 1 i R g R ik —
[ AT A ST, LSO T RN B A 1T A PN 1 IS
B EG, I G b i 55 T AT DA B S i

3 WRME

31 HEEER

AR 15 4558 D147 S X001 BEA SCik
PR B0 255 ) SO, PR R FRATT SR A Y 2
Bl X 50 B SC R AT R, WA SR 3 T — AR
ML AT AAREET N RAEF BT ERHACH
15 28 B — OB R AT S B (IR AT
s FRAE TR P A 03 Bl >k fy LS iR 32 ) o LA
A 14 A A 45588 9T, AN R 3L T IR AR AR iR
AR AR, H AT TR B S A, B A
RET A, BARMETEIK, RO MH RN
Br o oe 2 FOxT E R AT . X —AT R R AT E
(actor, —AHIBAR51) & 1, -4 0] H F5# (target,
Sy — A~ RIBABL ), T HBE#E B AR 08 R 2z 5]
MOAT R (AN YIRIBAS TAERS, fiiss £3) T4
TRE . ERERIEIBER, X 5 A A
JE X 5

FEVIBATE 55 R, O 1 e () 5 B AH B AR Y T

PER IR AR B A5, A1 BA B 5 22 8] 2 3 3 38 A i
FEA APPSR B o ASHIF ST 32 B 56 1 FE X i 5
(B 1 48 AT Bt s BRI RT3 50247 )
HREARE, XA HRAT I X B s 1
L5 (UM D) AT Sh (AN i B2, EBREE S
TR AT 38 (an, 3R H 58 AT 55 10 5 4R,
by 2 3fe Sl B RIS 45 8 14T R ac e (n, 24
R RIS 08, Ik ki B2 IE R
I BR T LA IE SO T T AT A A4 (R 52 e 1Y
INAY), ASTIFSR I 56 R axX b 3 46 78 T BA v B i
P ZEHE o Sk P 25 44 2 48 O X BT b 38 A 1 2
T345 A A BA AP i S R L B X 24T S A P BA AR
BUE AR o LA A RN 2 4 B 4G 3R il 2
A PRARER T 1 BN 28558 7
32 WHARAA

ST TE DL BRI b, A PR AT = T
FHEFE: (DUl & FBNIE 28 J1; ) PFIBNIE %
B TE G A (3P BAE 5 1 () BLAR R i
321 HBEZEEAHNE

FET UL EECR T 48 AT A &,
Z: JROE 28 55 N (2014) (1 1T S 0 5% WL DA B 1% 2
PH 4% 7 T AY SCik (Pefia-Sarrionandia et al., 2015),
RATHNPIAGEE, BNA73h & B IR 5 ) (R 45 4
S RNk 55 P 101) 55 B AR AR 2 RS (AR T
W AR B P FOR S ), AR DU S8 LAY (1Y 22 e A7
Ko X PUSEAT R 43T FTHESE S . B IE BB & (P84T
B RBUT B B bR BRI 4515 25 1k i 2
) JE I RE R R AT s E R AUz R AL T B AR
HWTHR G L) I8 1E BE (P84T B & R I 25 3
HI55 T B bR 0B &) Ak 2> fh B & (5 1730
TR ZE S T BERE IE G, B4
X R B LN bR A8 A A AR v iy U S R B
AU BARAE . I T A . RERIEMS bk,

FATAE UL SRR -, FRATIER TR
NN E 78BS (Offermann et al., 1994)F1 ] BA i 51
S HRE (Seers, 1989), 43 WA AE Sk LA T A4~
AL I RIAT R 44 B, ARG R BERIT R
) — e AR XX 2 4% HF AT AL B, AT R LA
)0 BRI 24 TR A0 R [ . ELARTRRRANE

(DA ALY, DA YA T 4R s ke [T A
TAE G b A 53 1 268 AT o R B L A7
Ko EBRBOT R B A B TAEL
N A, DICEMRN A E . EXTTR 2
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ZHHINE (BUR-THR)

PRRAT R

SERRHAIE

B BT EIAT O SEHE7E A BA Y B E B B TTAREIAT O SEHE7E A B B

—IHRAT AR

(BB~ )

FURAT R 43

B LR EA TR SEHEFE BRI A | | | EEXT BSTAREIS T SCitite AT BA i 437

—IERRAT R ot

BT B2 0 IS bR (BL ARS8 T, T IR

K BT VAR A I AR b, P o SCkR B e
BTN FEARRL Y A5 H o

(2) % i D B AR 18] 4 o 78 4% H WO Rl L,
L UREH B D3 RN =l B AR OGN B AT /N
i, B ab e od ¥ ok BB AR, JF g
RIAE . WA A& LIRS, TR A SCAIFFE N B
AR DL, X ] o ) 3 T 80 88 R P 25 R0 A THE G,
T Wt 25 (i Tt 1) 465

R)HEAT A AE MK, 32 FH G i 14 T3 )
B Xf i Fll B L 51 T AT/ R A, AR AR O A
I3 B4 RO WO ) B AT BT, i 1E =X 9 4
& GER &R T KR A H AN, 6
K AT T4 56 T 2 ek R A0RE 1 AR TR,
iz Tt 1) 5 ) AT AR A7 TE 2 A, WodE T
0 R AU B

(OB IEAT e IFIF R IR
iz il SPSS F Mplus #AFBEATHI M7 [B1UH43
Br o TRREPERNEGUETE K2R 20 A, Xl 205 B AL
BT RR, PRI RLANINE TR, BUNITFA
HR PN RRAS (58 B RSURIDRS f7 RRO B[R] 45 o Gy, S8
R TR) 365 D6 475 DU A 48 2 Ol 07 T E A 8 114 DY 288
f10), BAYERE 4 5 H, 316 N4 H o KRR
[ AL FE PR L, 2350 S B AT O (35 3 e
AE e 980 20 170 BE B P 5 T AT O AN AR AT 9 (O
Bl hn 6 B B AT D IR RE BRI T AL T O, A
JE4%HE, H8AKH

TR 7 R A S a1, 1 B e s HIOT A
f18 Ive) 5 5 i A A 280 O 0 2R — 20, d8 IRl X
P A v A 18003 S it 8 A, AT AT BA R 53 A
2 V) S T (5 0 1 R AR /D 7 R ) B (R
Jn B RE B I D T RE P 5 TNE 5 R 14T
FE. BT, RS I EX S — 2
5] 5 WA 4 1 B B E A 755 40 (Knoke & Yang, 2008).
BT, SRUAM SRR M Tk
(Berdahl & Anderson, 2005; DeRue et al., 2015;

Mayo et al., 2002; Newman & Wang, 2019), J&xt
TE S 5 TET WA 1 PAT A P 1 258 0 AT hy 28 B o
HEAT G ¥, SR G B15 B At 2 2% 43 B FOPF (an
Pajek), 18 1E & W J7 T B9 47 0 &L i (density, 2
BEYAIAT 4347 (decentralization, 43HUME). 55 =25,
FHFRRAT R %% B, BURAT o wobE, WHARAT %
BEFITEARAT 9 40 F0HE DU A 5 40 1 4 A Al e 1A A
R I 1),

IR SR A S 3R A G i, AT 4040 8 A
SER PR bR R A M A 258 1. Hoh, BURAT
Shy % T A 4 R HG TN IE B8 £ AT R 9 RN D £
RERE AT B B . BUAT S A0 B vl 4 43S 34
1E B8 B AT R A9 43 1 A /D B BE AT R 1Y A R
Pk o THARAT 5 BE W] 43 BE I 67 BE £ AT D B
FU D IERE R AT R . THARAT R A ek vl 4l
g3 R HE N7 RE BEAT A Y 43 WM RS IE BB HEAT A
o3 EME
322 MINBEEE heHAEE

FETRCRT A A1 BAE 26 % 7702 A B A v i 31
PARZS o I 0 JE AT UL AT BT 45 58 7 2 dn ol
TR, BV A2 A6 ] BA AT 8 o 2 HH 3AN ] A 15
LR IR 2 FRATANGE, P BAEFORAS Y B
Bk F2NHE, EREABPORES ) —Fh, HAE
B B AR 2 B 2 05 H E R MR .
HESL AR SCHRBERE b, AR T — N A
N (U R B R [R5 48 8 T A A4 S T B
AT E BB 28 i Az, 2 AR FTET A

* R A TR A VR ARG 45288 1 T R 2 A5 A A B
AELHE T Of A B s AT 1AM A FH 7 17 s i 412 390 £ 1 TR0 4
BOBURAT o B BE R . BRI TLUF B (HFEATIA
S, VBN 28 880 1 S T RS2 T8 235 R 69 JE IO ML o) 40 77 A 1 5%
WA A 25 5 (2)BUAT BT FT 2 ST B0 2 L TAT £ 14T A1 4
1, BFSEIE W 454 fE 5 A BT SR 45 R IEAT X 1L, (3) A A
SEREMERTSY, N T AR WM A5 R, BATTLLIE [ S
bl
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HBAEIR BT Jo 5
HIBA T4 (———T———j<::::
EIfE ) gl e Er—
x x
A: 7 ;
'%f“ BUR R S AT R
| A

K2 P51 R9IE d RE (R AT AT 52 )

Bl A B R s B BN 5 R I S5 I it A . B
WY AR I 2 iR o

B RAMERER . RATIAN, SRR
J1 (BT B8 S B (¢ I )b, AR A BA b 2y
JR B 2 (I 4 AT o RIS B,
M PRAEIE G R IR FEAE G 2R AR, 3 R o R
i o] R B 5 Z M K W4T R (Tett & Burnett
2003; Tett & Guterman 2000). FA1%0iE, HIAT
YEAL & 2 NBRAE A N I T8 25 A0 &
HE . FIBARL R R L A 25 VROR 5 X e
(7 75 DA T AR 55 T i 24 5, S04 T BAAR
Mk e AN R AR, TIRE% . R 68
AT L2 SR B 2 6 B AT R, Al R
I A 3 3 A ) 1R 2 SR BB 0 B R e BT 4 A
KR ER, Friz I B A1 25 08 95 /8 1 L R/
A LA 25 Ak B AS B R i B A, mT AL, AT BA
PEAE T R0 255 F1 88 1 e A R Xt AT oA 11
oo Bk, AT LU B

H1-1: 5455 1 m i A A7 A b R B
TR NTRhEL .

VA A 2 1 T A5 0 8 A A G % 2 9 B Ak 3
By KBRS B (Paik et al., 2019), 1 BA S5 2 [8]
Wb acq, JLRIPME, LRSS & 7 A AN
BEMNIESE . BARFIANSRAERRRF (ki /3RS
Tia) 78 [T BRI EL A5 46 2 400 19 A A ) 7 Ak 30495 R A
BWRE FfrfeER, BEE AR T —
A A B A B R L i g . RS AR,
5% 2 VR 45 R T 9 1 5 0 A 5 Ak 3L SRORITRRURRL 17 Jek
Z W] i) 5 Z (Parke et al., 2015), WL, 106 {E
SR B R R BER 45 R AR RE ) R B T el 4
FF T R K B B ) S A A 22 5 I 4 R
SR M EERE S, EE G BT
RSN, W4 I B 2B ) F A
R R O B R 1 A R R R
1o 15 4680 138 AL S AT B 1 xR A B Ak

BRI = SR FT A, T L LA Ak B AR ]
TR 28 07 2 (R At AT T A — e B R 400 7 25 T %o
75 1 B A B A R B oK, X SRR 0 BT AR
PE— AR A AT 7E A A TAE T 52 F P 2R B AU Y
TR, Bk, FRA14 M LT R

H1-2: HBAE ST, MMANEZEE bE, 8
A6 ) 77 A T R A R

T 1 25 40 & — 4 2 2 18 (broaden-and-build
model of positive emotions) AN, FIMIFERBE
AT —B AR B A RE, R E RAT 3h Y
Z2 ], FEAR B AR 1 2B AR VR RAT Bl 5 )
(Fredrickson, 1998, 2001), IS, FATIAN
MR LR 1T A O R B, X S
W E RS LRI T 2 G4 TR,
P AnTE AR AR . R B O R N i1 2, TR
R B H A e N Bos 38 2 3 R v 5 1 4 A DG 1 [R]
B 2 T T2 B B A N AR . IRtk TR

T AR ik
H1-3: AR I LE ol 52 > A7 P BA v B 1
LB IAT I

ZRA R T B TR 1 47 R e — ) g B
& (Fredrickson, 1998, 2001; Tett & Guterman 2000),
AT, BB 5 Ry w1 265 o e i R
WG E AT A T, EEXEEFER
Ab PR ORI, B R A T A R
BARES, MhATE 1% 2 In) B ik BE 78 3 15 O,
B 38 300 PR Xt 2 FRAR 25 g X, XA A 23 AR A
AT = A T R I 2, X PR AR A 1 4 itk —
A IR AT B R 2 ], AT R 3L T 22 1
TR AT R i, FeATiE— 5 i U ik

H1-4: BURAE RS A MEE 8 ) 50K
TEF A TP R 288 AT R B IE ] AR o

HUGRBIBNZE R . AT, A B -F- 251§
SR 008 B 2 T8 U B ) B SRR L A
S5 BA4H A (team composition)F 57 A % A SR (Bell,
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2007; Neuman et al., 1999; Prewett et al., 2018), F&
153 A0 PR 11 BA ST S8 17 26 8 0 % v iy ML R A T 25
g 53 o P A B BB SRR BT — & AT BA R 7% )
Btk dcan, Hm B RS W ES R T, IR
B 5 BA —E 1 S B, A s B A AR =
LR T, HABI A T 5K o X T8 — A g
T, 25 P A 53 5 3k 5 A 4 o 4 1 288 0 ) e,
P I 3ok 7 A R A I 8 B 2650 4 b, 2 e 155 2 R G 1Y
LR, AEFRENS, BMEREA N ZE MR
P A 2RSS, JF RS DI BB S 1T
AR, BRI BA T SR T8 45 5 T2 URR A 174 13T BA
SUE L 5 A TE AL A AT RE 3 BT S B 1 155 Jak
S o AN S a3 B 119 2 BT MR A R IR A i)l 2
BomiGes® . WARMITNAAATE, SE K
A AT PR A, A ATT 23 DA B R O B O B
WA RSy o 4 P BA B A DR X 88 21 R AT, Al A7)
S3HE BN L A R G R AR I %, 30 2B 5
P BABBE 5% 3 1 2 gl 2 8 i 11 BA AR 4 BT ) 9 I
ZiG UL LA R TR 40 B, RATER I DLTR
iz

H1-5: AT BA A F- 21 28 ) 788 i B 45 5 T2
PAT A P FEURL 17 % 45 1R o

P BAI5G 288 3 vb i BB A T A 2 T AT sl —
H AT 2 0] 55 T34 I E B 2 Al £ B = AT
KR A i S, ARARAT o Hoh: 2
ik LA E oG R AR T — s E A B0
IR S ARAE A U S R — e, B
S5 A AR R 431 (Zhang & Peterson, 2011;
Zohar & Tenne-Gazit, 2008)., i i 9 {1 B 1 25 40
Jre — it H B A BAJE R, FRATTIN A BB A 1A A
5 TR Bl 2 % 1T BN A AR 1 1 28 04T R T B ™ A
R M o PRI A Jes2 380 BRI A7 SR D) 1 AL AR 5%
i L BRI, S — B ST AR 2
ERIE R, NFHTEA M AR a5, 774 i E
MR, DR Z AT R E 2850 .
XS 22 04T AL 2 R IAE SR - (I 2% 1),
17 H A2 R BAE ) BE L (RE A i 1) 55 22 4 PAT BA
WG ). B, AT I R

H1-6: AT BAFRRR 135 Jo8 450 1Rl < 52 o DA AR 2 %Y
I (FRRAT 1y %85 P AR AT Ry 23 B o

454 H1-5 Fl H1-6, FRATHE— 2D .

H1-7: AT BT 21 265 23 38 5k AT AR
15 2% S BB T AT BN 28 780 3 (BRI AT S %85 B2 AR

AT h o ) o

9= AR BN A B W BT LA AR
B, FATA AT AL 2B 520 . R
I 15 2 1% 32 AL ) A AR 17 R E PR A BF 5T R
(Barsade, 2002; Barsade & Gibson, 1998; Barsade
& Knight, 2015; Walter & Bruch, 2008), X5 i
S AR g UK 156 SRR 36 1 P BA B 15 S A
PAHELAE RS2 8 . HEVAE I SCRINT : 1%k,
AN TR 11 175 SR AR 365 380 3« — X — >l “— Xk 21
B HLH, 2 AWt 2 B AT BAR R 24 b, ATk
R B 22 114 P A AR 5% I8 B AR 1) B A — D, gk
T AT BA A FR R 155 AR L HC, AT AP LA
5 G S 2x B ke AE T IR B> A, 0%
ZHH O A B ) AR, A A2
Ak T X RE A BRI F ZE, TR S A A
BA U Ja8 B R AT BAIA 1R, DA b Jdevis 2 3k — 2D Ak
A NHI BB RS . R, FRATTHR

H1-8: H A7 5 2 BN S A 36 A 1A 1 T BA
TS 5 I IS AT BN R 17 SRR

H1-9: [T BAF FRUBRG 17 8 5 Rl 23 15 2 3 — 205
M) 380) S P BRI 155 JR AR 56

AT DAL A A0 AT BN 2 I F 5 A,
BA I 5% S N B 17 25 0 2V S B R B =2 Al A A
BAo aniE 2 AL R, MR T 6E
JIHY A2 0 A AP 2 15 458 J1RE T o T3 A1,
FATIN Dy, P BT AS A1 2588 AT A i 30252 )
BT R B S 268 01 o DM S AT R
EREALAE 7R A PR & 28 3 7 v A B 55 b A 5 4 G
AT R, WaIEALHE A A A CHAT . HET
T X ) JAT A 28 8 M AE N A b R SR I 2
A o i TR B AT — R B E S (AT 4 A PR
AT R A4S S R R 5L B L5, R ATIA A
VA 48 D1 AT b Je W25 i DA BTG 288 0 AR AR
TR . RIS 48 A7 o SR B vl g2
Mg AT AR 28 8 T ) RS AT Ry 23, (EL AR I
AxF s, B, FATH

H1-10: HA H 248 17 8 R
VTN, P ARG 28 8 ) (RO AT oAy e T e i
323 HNFEENHEEZIT

AR AT AT BAAE 258 1 1) J5 SR By AR
X SERON Y A5 o TEBUA AR FEELAG 1, FRATICh
BT IR B AT A 2688 0 23 0o I BA G e A 6 2R
A E BN, X LR 2% K ELA SR AN TR A T
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250, BARRUL, FoAT— 7 IR B 255
Xof T BN 25 S 0 B R MR, g — 7 T R T A B
L5 J 1% B BAGES SR s e a

FRATHEHUG A T8 bR A Sy A BA S, SR AR B AR R,
— & F BT 55 SRk, — & F BA AT 5 22 M (team
viability) o P52 B A2 h B AT BA K FH ) 79 4 A o
FrUE(Thomas et al., 2020), EHUARIEEHEHOA
A2 A8 bR 1A 3R FH AR A R 7 (1 B AR AR 1Y
RIER PN E, DT A E% 1EM
THBAGE R A B G R . S 4h, ATLIA
BAAT: 55 B9 A0 B 4K 451 1 (task interdependence) A 1 17
A, PR B 458 0 4E T BB R A g R
B A . AR D) AR i ELAR R R O B
e 3 fiR.

L5

THAREIE
! | - 5 K A 4L
|| ETBAETABU ||
| s )

_____________

B3 BB 2R I i AR

BATOTTE B, BTG 46 T3 I BAEE SR (L
sk, B, RRSE)A RAEE N, R, A
ST A VAR 5 B BN A 1 T AR 2 R 0 A
FEEIRSE R . AT, BT HO X A AT A 255
J1 FCRE B P 2K P AT 2858 3 ok AT BA 45 SR L % A7
SESR AR ST o DN, REX T A AREE A A AT BA
SR M, OGS R A A AR 3R 11 2 AT BA T A
Ao A R B R B 1S R AT, R BB Y
By, Wt BRAYBCO A2 1E, AR AR B
LS TRT 5P 14 U T ) A 30— ) I PR R il ) AT
BT 2685 7, T B KT A 14T BAAR &8 48 0 5 G 1 A
B 5% A o) T 0 st — 2 TARRIAFIE, & A Y
S N W o 5 R R A B P BAS 4
L& S A A P BACIR 25 B B AR RE T AN TR], B TR
X B P A 45 0 M b 2 R D A D S
GEEE] THAPIAR R, X7 2 B
Xt IO AT BA BB B S L AT RS IR EE o AT
AT Ao AR Sl £ AT AR 28 38 1 R A — i e %
BB AR R, T EL BT S, G e A )
EIL 2 Z B HAB N R 2901, BeX B gfid 7 v Hh B
A 28 8 1A a7 % B BAORB AS L A7 o FsS

PR RE A IS R L R e A P e 2
PR AR5 B8 TAEHBEA, BRI B Xk AT B &5
NEZAT SR AR RE T o

T A T AR AR AT O o R AN R S
) 1T BN I 2480 5% T A 55 o 5 R A A T s e
FISEIR o 1A BACATE 26 88 0 B RRARAT Ay 3 48 e %
B —Jr (B )22k A 7 —Ir (7 sh &)
Xof HG S it 48 TF BE B (HE AT 3h A X H bR G
149 125 2 L FOB) AR 2 671 R St (LG AN AT B0 %
H AR BV 25 27 T SR T AR D AT o [ 56
AT, BB DL B AT S 2 (R R
K, HAEAIR A BA L 51 5 F#8 A & 2R (B3 15,
VBN AT: 55 23 58 A B8, 77 A5 5 v 4 P BA &5t
Bo X Rk A RS . SRR, 2
ELESZ R H bR & 0 TAEBOA, T A AT BA A B
RETTRR . 1024 HARE, W Hog K m A Hbs#
HR IR 32 B IX AP AT Sy, X T BA Y 5 e A, 23 B Ay B
o [, PLEBURAT 0% B R A A A5k 2
S P A B AT RS o P BA AT R R A — A A
WA S 3ok 155 AR RS P A G B 5% R 7 P BA A 7
DA K AT BA B 53 DA — A AT BA TR 2R A — e 1 2 I
(Balkundi & Harrison, 2006; Thomas et al., 2020),
2 H AR RS2 BIAT 2l 3 08 HE St 1 0 T BE i A
AR R AT, 0T H DL AT A A AR B b
O3 AR SIS, ARG G X — 2 K R FLE R
I 58 B 3 AE R 22 AT AT 55 1 — 2 TAERYRE )t
S o PR X AT i 2 T A BSOS A T
7 R SR, T SR AR 23 7 — 2D HY B AT AT A
HOHCRY, SRR TE TN, i A1 BASE B AT 2k
BT RL BT, FRATHE AT R

H2-1: P A 25 8 0 (BRI AT 8 B A AR
A7 R 53 TR ) X AT BA 45 2R (P BAAE: 5 253 %80 141 BA AT
FREE) 2 B

VAT A2 — A EL A R A DA R SRR B 1
4 R 4 (Curseu et al., 2015), Hk, ARWHFE
BT INHURIE 8% PP P DA 25 % 0 %o P A 25
RAGZ AL . HAAOREL, FRATLLRREE S RE T
YERREMN 2SS R AR, DU IR ORI R
IS B AR, 3 AR T X il £ 141 BA
155 488 ) 2 AT 52 i A BA A5 R o

R T RIS R BB R, R
ARSI A LR MO T A, — 2 HTBA
AR BV S5 AR AARICR 2 P A 9 ¥ 3 3 Jot
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i (Gardner et al., 2012), ZH45M: (uniqueness) I T
M (openness) A& i it {5 B 4> 5 B9 B A 4 ¥
(Mesmer-Magnus & DeChurch, 2009), {5 B M4
BIE BIEZ KRB Lok BB 5 53 5, H M i
53N R A B 58 A 8 = (R A B A i R )
FN T8 4V AT 43 =5 (0 T B A A ) o (5 B
PERIEE B AT, XUFE SR A
bR TAEDEBE FEMRAE T T . TR LA 09 BN

N, BEURAT B A A BE 1k A R ST B (Barney,

1991; Helfat & Peteraf, 2003), F{13TF LB A%
R A AR 4 580 g o] 3 s SRR 5 e T — 2P 5
M) [ BA 25 5

P BN B 53 (1) 2 T 5 38 AT S A4 Ak T 3
JINIE B 2 AU 7 RE B O R AT R, KRR OCRAT
SRy AT BN HR ) 2 R AT BA AR B TR) B A T A AR R
W2 A BAE R 01 o X A BA I 25480 S5 ot 2
AT BN —Fh 3 TR R MIAAAE S M M B R, B R
B R ML E B B4R AE . @57 7F Gardner
FENQOI)MBFITIAE L, FRATINH, XFITF
KRR IR SR R AR . —
X 2 A AT BN R A3 5 TR D v 4 B A R
W AT Jy W 26 0 B ) 58 I, X P 52 I8 T RE M AR
SBAERE A AR A A U AE i Aok 1 B
17 9 WA ) T 4 e 20 U5 B 78 B BA A i 43 A 5
BE o o — 7 THI X b 5 U 2 A 1E AT BA P YA .
Shy R B R A3 1O 1 R AT Ay B s 4 AT BA B B4 1]
LR RIFMEDICR, XFOCR S 1@ T
HZE 5 AR, DT 2 e T 11 141 A P9 958 7 3

[, AL A R 2 5 i L) AT BAT: 55 5t
SSORTE BA T 2 AR i T A5 SR . DR TR
BAERNFER S-SR AN, K
AR SEELA BN B AR, 35 3] K470 B BT 55 SR
¥ 47 (Gardner et al., 2012), MZ&HIERYE B>
ZEFN RIS 04 A1 BA P YA A 2 3fE — 2 44 2 P AR 5
ZIE] IR, 35 A1 BAE S T (Beal et al., 2003),
i f A1 e — L AN ERE., ZE U
BTG T iR G R gy, LSRRG RS
M0 B N ZS S 5 T ) b, FRATTER L AR R

H2-2: [ BACIG 45 8 01 (FRARAT Ry %% 5 R RR Al
A7 0y 43 B ) 5k 1T R R 7 ] 425 i 1T A 45
(A BT 55 St A1 BA AT H5 22 1)

U T A AR B s 1) A B AR . 2R
TAHBUE BoR M, RN BRI AT LA SCoky A BA

TR P BA R A% AR B . AN fT2: 5 (Le Blane &
Gonzalez-Roma, 2012), FBATE 2547 71 5L F B X
WA 268 AT A3 RN A Y, BE T B 5% )
HEIE RE HE A 11 RE B R AT 23 45 T B B A
b Ry N R R B SE N R L B2 Ve IN
R, HEXMZESHRAZT, BRIEEGE#S R
WiAT M (Lawler & Yoon, 1996), #R¥E A FHiE, K
AR 28485 1 v B FEBRAT Ay J08 B th 2 344 5 T A i 5%
PSR BOR i . B2 LTI ik e Al I
WAL I ZE S, Reik A2 BIBA IR R, HEimi{E
U R R 7 A, AT R BN T BA 04 17 SR i
T — 5, AR RN, £ BORE 5 EBL
SCH #AH26 (Le Blane & Gonzalez-Roma, 2012).
TN 17 A B B i XS 3 BB Al O RAHIR R, 1
JER Bl 1 0 AU ] T 455 1% I A9 BX R (Thomas et
al., 2020), KL, SEAIE AT I 12 E 1000 AT A g
FUAFI AT B e A Ak 2 TR =R . 8
B 2558 15 e SE AT ORI, DL R AR R
TR R R P BN 45 SR P 7 T 43 B, FRATTR i A
TR

H2-3: P BACIT 45 8 0 (RO A O 4 52 0 BB
AT Ry 4 B ) 8 5 R A 15 D o (1) 4 5 ) AT A 5
SR (P BT 55 S 80RT A A AT H 8245

TR IATIE TAE S5 M BRI PERR T DL 5%
Wi 355017 PR 30 SR 5 o AT 55 AR BRI I SR — IAT:
55 e B A BA B 53 A E AR R R B, R IR AR ik
O B R RN AN 3 T A EAT B AR T 1 B BA K
G A A #2 BE (Courtright et al., 2015; Thomas
et al., 2020). 555 A0 BRI I2 BT BATE B A i $2
Sefth, AR 2 5 50 E B AS [F Y B 3R
K (Stajkovic et al., 2009), 41T 55 FH B AR H: 58 119
B, BARRAREILRZHMERR, i1z
[N A S G R (Ve A E o = T e R
AR R BE AR A i, AT BA B R Y A LAl ST,
1 BB O3 09 BTHR A2 415 T A 298 4 (LePine et al.,
2008).

FAVAR, FETEXT)Z AT R 38 #1102 A%
A AL A1 & 2 0 ke AT A 7R (O R B S i O R
PR BT ) ) 52 M iR B 23 T T A BAATE: 55 9 AR
HAREIME . A 55 Y R BRI B R TAESS
B+ HA N, B3 TAE M6 A X 855, |
BRI R 125 52 TAE M AT E 3G iR . X RPN
i 8 P 25 G 5 | A0 B AR PRI 22 4 JRe = A5 171 THT
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N, — B R A, WAR AT Re & ik — 2
FEARGVET AR AE, s A TF Rk WA
o fF BT BB P93 T lE X A 15 2658 1 A8 AT
h KRB Z A T AR AT LUK L 15 45 1
B RN, R R A S R I 3R A RN 8 Pk,
I BE G A AR . MR, AR 55 AH HAK
RN, BRI R HEAT R E, A
T B X T BT S A R RE IR AR B
P A8 53 N A T 0% b 22 ) L 2 11 28 At B Al
Tk, FBARE B (At SRR IR AR A, I
mF, TSR NG 1= EIEERR
A, HERABE M BB R I A BE ) R R
BRI, T BB R, BAITWSEET
FMEARBE LT, BIBNE 2R 15 A B R
KRB, LT R

H2-4: BN 25 80 O3 (BB AT S %5 B2 AR AR
5 09 53 TR ) X AT BA Ao i (R TURE 5 RE T L 1A 15
TR ) B R 5 R 2 B 141 BAAT: 55 0 4R A8 S
IR T o A 55 O AH ELARCRS M i, AT BT 2 )
of P A Ao e 11 2 i e A A8

254y H2-2, H2-3 1 H2-4, FRAT T — B4R L
NG S

H2-5: A1 BAAT: 55 (14 FH AR5 X6 P A A 430
FIBIRAT Ay 2 B RBRUR AT R 4 vt ) i o 1] BA 5k
T CRTESE 5 BE ) RV A S v ) TR 4224 1 A
A 455 5 (1A BAAT: 55 St s8R I A AT - 852 1 ) 5 18 1 5
Wi AT 55 BOAR AR LA, DAL [l A A 4

RE L L0 = AR 7 A28 T A58 1 wF
FENEY, R R BRI o A2 rh FR AT S
R R AL EL RS e 2 A R, AR T B R TR S,
22 R 2 35 T P BACIR 25 19 AT BAI 28558 g (B0 4% A
IS A S5 Tk %) R Kot LAl ), — T T o 3
A VAT B AR R 1 AT BAIS6 28 %85 T DA T fof T Xof ik
it %) 11 BA 155 28480 3 Sk AT A el 7 AR 235 SR 52 i ) 348
B, o — 5 THARLAE F TR SRR A 1 A BTG 2
B SAERE, B E, A T <4
A= P R (Tlgen et al., 2005), @it 44
FEF A X D AT B R = 25 T B 26 T ik
IR, LIE R B LR A A A 258 i 1E
P A HF 473 Y114 e 5 £ 5

4 IBPEW
1 P AR 45788 19T B 1 T A

JE AR AR 2, RV P A R (A 3 R )
AT BA ) AT A A (A e 32 381) 1T A AR A7 100 ) 3
P Ff B (Coté, 2014; Troth et al., 2012; Wei et al.,
2016; Zhang et al., 2020), #AT, (AT X H4
BRI REAR E IESE A A 2658 a8,
n, Y% A A 5T A NRIE LR, BT R
AP G288 IR IR | — e SR S
ZRERE AT, PR AR S o AR A X R AT Ry
P 0 (U0 =5 1 25 8 ) O AT A B R BLIAR
B NAT R, B RIE R 18 It 2 f 6t
R RIN B IELHE 11T R BHEEED AN
SR Can g A~ AR ATBA), 3 AT BA 52 23 2 ] [R) 45
B B 001 2658 1 IR N o o =57 AT BA B 51, 38
S SR R B I S AS R (A 8 AT, T
WPk R 28 X o DA A 258 1At R i 2R BT A5
M, 47 e A B AR BT, T B TP A IR 26 5 0 2
fnfar AN S S AT BN o 33X L6 [] LB 75 4 — 20
PRSI

AN S, FATIEER TR LB E
Ik, EZA AR BAAA I BAEEIR, DL 53 B
GUREL Y H S5 A AT A ST . 24, B BAER 4 ik
B[] Y B3k — o B o B 5 RIS 3 1 R R
o T 3R A T BRI 4 B 5% 1) 19 B gl %ok T e B AT A
LB 2 I B MR B, thn, AR
TE VAT A v (0 17 2480 3 ] A 1A & 8 381 141 BA 7 T
TREFR M —HF R, e 5T A BA L 51 22 Sk sk [
GRS S 25 ) B UR T R LA B TR, B
TEA B R, EMREA RS ES R
RE TR AT 4 & R RS &5 117 805
m, EReET MRS ENEREE. R
I, ATREUE X LAERF ST B Z ALY A, S8 O 4
BRI 5 38 . #E S TR 1552
ASGUB I R, FE T 2 YO 7 B 2558 g iE
TR R 5T, BRI = A A0 5 OB Y 7] B3,
P T %o 5 il ) AT ARG 42 28 i, i 1 e X A A
AR 26 88 03 TR it A T FERg e o X R T LA b =
AR, ASHRE B @A BR R B LT = A
JrH

B, X RIS R, AR
R M T — > TRE X A Y AT B 4 R 0 M B L
BERY, IF X an ] P B 64T T 3T Bk U, il
i B A5 T AT B A BN B TT I 4 AT B e,
T I8 i R (Pefia-Sarrionandia et al., 2015;
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WHZE %, 2014), FATHE L T A PYAS Iy A = A
BA P BC X 5T [ 2548 AT R as e AR, B
JNIEREE . ¥mGRE R . /b IE RE B A TR
i, JREIREEAE L, PR T DA X BT
115 485 8 147 S 22 4 A8 A BA I R B30 (B 4 B
AT A 5 B RIE AT Ay 88 B8 ) R 43 A T 25 (LA BRI
AT 0y 43 BT R AR AT S 43 IR )3k T A4 ' T e T
HAIBAEE R i, DL SR AR B
AR T A RS NIE EE IR . BRI
P2 A1 BAE 2658 198 — > 280 A 48 AT BA
1548 & Mo A B B = AR R, (BETE
ARSI FT 0 3 T EO 1) L BAE 658 A Bk
X5l P I B2 X G 2 — R IAEAE & 1Y /Ny
Hreast b, BRA RIS BG4 8 18 i e/
S AT BT 2 A1 BA (Druskat & Wolff, 2001; Jordan &
Lawrence, 2009), 45 H 81 A BAAE 25 57 T4 10
/N BT B IR X (dyad) o X 51 2 — e SR T
b, A BT R TN A R 1Y (content-
focused)¥g Fr X HEAR HE 1T 1 (Coté, 2014; Troth et
al., 2012), i A A £ E R AL REN
(structural-focused)F§ Ar AT HE & HEATIN &t . AR PR
B2 R0 T T S At 7 T AT 26 48 R R S B T
XI5 25 8 W i S A BRI A TR AN, R R
T IR AT F G TR BRI R Mt &
2Z it AR AT WF 5T IR (Tse & Ashkanasy, 2015;
Tse et al., 2018),

Foyk, 2% BARE 2548 )i AR e 1 B
PR VI BN 26 8 7 ey 77 A DL Bk A4 77 A (BD
TWIM TR, A TRATEE W T a4
IR E S5 5, AR A b SR JBURR N T T e 2%
PR R X LS5 . YT, Toit R W IRA M iR
BT 0 A BN 28 5, BATERR AR
11 BAAE 25 %8 1 00 3f BR 3 #2 (Rezvani et al., 2019;
Troth et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2020), A48 i
AT A BN X BT B 2 R 14T 3 e, 1R
BT — A5 T RS BE. 3 A A 5 258
1 T DA 268 1 T8 U s RS L (I 18] 2), LA
KU, AT, 1E R BETR A 1% 48 1 fg
1T W2 AEA™ A0 B BA 5 4> 7K ST 18T 435310 5% 1
AT BATE 50 AR FIE BN 1% 26588 147 2= 8, AP
TEA PRI b, TR I 258 J1fe 13«3k
PS5 147 R4 LIBU T B (positive  affect)
Ao AR A BAK T L, BB A 2o i 1

S5 3 RE 2 ek FRUR 15 J 4 L 2 M) A1 A1 2 Y
T3 B R AT Ay S i AR AT S 4 A o 53— i T,
TETE B AU b, BT RIAIR A 5 4 R IR A R
U5 A 25 J2 30 A A B PBA, DA R 2 SRS 1
AN 288 T3 AT Ry A A e AT BRI AT S
Ak, DA BRI B2 A P AR, B
AR 1) FEURR 175 JR5% A0 AL A FEURR 195 J25% 4 Bl 4 AH B 52 T,
ol 106, T AT BAIRE 28 8 10 7 2 1 AT BA BRI
75 SRR 2 185 2 ) S ) B0 B 7155 45 8 0 e
7 A B A AR A SRR AR 3G, 1 L b A AR A J
PR 25 R 2 520 P A BB S AU Xk
—k, EHIAMATEE JEad Bk A R
i 2 (bottom-up process)HE IMij A& Ji& A% B Xk 3 Al 1) A1
BAIE 287 T o J 3 R AT AR 4 8 ) i — ST I
RE AR, A URETE i I AT BN 45 8 0 9 B 5 R Y
Y Gk By N TR S A

O =, S X P AR 46 R ) D RE Be i A
AR PR 14— AR D00 2 0T S5 il £ A1 A1 2
3 LR B P S A5 (1A A4 5 i 1 141 BA S
BLAth)XoF A BA 45 S 0 A B g SR o DR A TEC X R 17
P AR 28 0 58 ) 114 2% PAT A R 7 ] L A 18y T % 52
1, DL R B ok A4 15 268 D3 AT R, i E X il
1149 AT BAARS &880 g o i) <55 4 88 AT SR St v 5 L
BT RS A B 5T, X AAT 2 B HR 5 R X i
PTBA A RS BE L A7 NS5 IR B, DA 52 i AT
BAZE AR, PRI e e R AT A A S R A 76 1 A o i i
Tilt 1) T A1 2840 3 % T A 5 SR g 2% A B e ) T
Jio FESTAELL BARDN AL b, A PRSI — PR R
1PN 4 88 % 1A A2 SR g s AL, BT %
LAl P A 28 0 4 30 3 0] 79 1 14T BA ok 78 11 99
i, —Je I BNIA R 7 LI BA IR 22 5 6E )
ARER, TR P A R R —— DU AR SR
AR, HETIAE F T 11 B SR (P BA G &4OR 141 BA R]
Fegltk)o WiH., LA b P BA G 72 09 9 8 23 32 3 A1 BA
AT 55 AR EAR R M axX — Y A2 SR s, DL AR
PLEN S5 A R A I 2R H—,
WS FERIAN ] o ASTRAGE H 0 2 T AT 45 8 ) 10
S AR VE D BE (BRI AR AT Sy (9 i R4 A1), i RATE
WFEARIT 1 FUk N 25 1 2 R (AT BA Bk B 3 52
R EE RMATE L I K=, M HTRESEAT
AR L 1 2 P A DA SRS 3 R 155 J I L RGH T
[F] B3R BT 1 1 2% A, T AFE R R T
g (Rezvani et al., 2019; Rezvani et al., 2018 )
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SRR AT B B — A i B2 (Wang, 2015;
Zhang et al., 2020), AJ LA, AT 7R 17 e 6T L
Tilt 1) 1 BN 1% 28480 15 i A A 65 SR ) L il ) B A A
A1 268 11 D Re e AE T 4R R,

B T LA = A5 T R PR A, AR —
A IS TTHRE S R AT IS 46 8 77 A0 5C [A] A FR AL
THERIERL . DRI S AR BB 268 ) [ it
Ao B 22 1) 2 DA T BN 46 58 1 R an IR AR &, L AR
TR BAE R 17 (B BAAS P JE Rl 09 i ] A 3% 44
LA A )X < BA G B CAn AT A P #1128, Rezvani et al.,
2019; BIBA{51E, Rezvani et al., 2018)” 5, 1F
A A AR A5 A7 7 P TG S At %) AT B 4 5 B 17
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Team emotional intelligence: A social network perspective

ZHANG Hui-hua

(Department of Human Resource Management, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Tt is estimated that 60% of teams fail to achieve their performance goals, which presents an
important and challenging research topic for the academic community. Emotional intelligence is a concept
that includes understanding and managing one’s own emotions as well as those of others in interpersonal
relationships. Research has shown that team emotional intelligence plays an important role in a team’s
success in achieving goals. However, the extant research mainly examines individuals-based or team as a
whole-based team emotional intelligence and there is no research result investigating team emotional
intelligence based on the exchange of emotional intelligence behavior among members of the team. To
address an important theoretical and empirical gap in the literature, we employed an approach of integrating
team-member exchange theory and social network perspective to examine the emotional intelligence within
the team at the dyadic level (two individuals in a one-on-one relationship, i.e., actor-target). Specifically, we
focused on dyadic emotional intelligence as the smallest unit, which then is aggregated to create a
team-level emotional intelligence network structure. We conducted an empirical study of the network
composed of the emotional intelligence behavior exchange between individuals in one to one interactions.
The main goal of this research is to theoretically reveal the characteristics of emotional intelligence behavior
exchange within the team, a bottom-up process through which emotional intelligence develops from
individual- to team-level, and the effects of dyadic-based team emotional intelligence. This provides
guidance to practicing managers in maximizing the benefits of emotional intelligence within teams.

Key words: dyadic level, interpersonal relationship, social network, team emotional intelligence, team-member

exchange



