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ZOBRITNARNRESRE
AR FAT

(MK ZEHF B IE R, M 510006)

H O E BCHARTPMR—ABEEN. RZOABEN, WELANRI ARG FNEITEAR G R
ARG PN Atit. E2ETAFE, AR PN AETIATHXEZLEAGREENE. Kt
s B ORI TAEAR T 0 S dE, BB QIRT S oBE R, FUTAFEENXE. HI,
Ao B EARN 6 TORAE B Ao if AR R T ARBIAL. B K. e At 53K B A B R GE A AR AU AT IE
B, S AREMORRE. TR RPN AT, B A RPNER OLERBERTLERE. &
RPN RE RA SR “HRRBAE R AL R AN 6 TN A A AT H om & BRAL S A KGRI
JREEV AL B WA A FRIE R, RERNATERTY XKL, BrRE5ZS g RIPFNRAH X
B AL BT AZ S B EARNEAT AR AR

KR AT B RIBN; AR S AR

%S B84

1 8IS G2 LV — MR B TR R IR N A TE
AT N A RE BT R % ST b YR A R R T 2R B 2 A R AR AR 55 B
F1 LAE 4%k, Judge, Locke A1 Durham (1997) 745 T E MBI HLAA G, M e S BB &1
AT 8 AN (ET 2 IR RO BEAAWF ST I R O 2 WRIE R, — e &REt, »—Jrmei
k. TAEWMEEE. B, JLERE. Ao 78 O, B0 R R R A AR
B 22 DL K AE 2 0 B 22 I TIT 50 45 R 5 B B i AN B OB ) AR T PR TR AR R A
L H VM (core self- evaluations, CSE)iX— A B MO BB SRR B LR, 248
MR, R e oA ook B 368 ) FI 0 18 5T ¢ HrRED L. R, B A SMIETE AANF
A BEAR PVE AL T, A0 B AP & —Fp IRL A 0 %0 B IR VP T K =205, R TR
B BRI, S e B ARSI B &I . HEEIREGR, EWOH LN O B RIF
—FRRE RS B R0 B RPN B AL R R 1 7 Hr 5 TAEAT B W28 RBEAT T 9] B (Judge, 2009;
B A —ANAE: e, R R AR MR T 4%, 2009), {HZAEHZ .0 B AT
(evaluative), T -l £ & £ ) (descriptive); 2L K, R R 3 . gk, AR SCseR L A
%A T 252 AR YR 1) (fundamental), 10 4 3% 1 1) P & B B W 0 e A O BRI 3R AT 25 G [
(superficial); I J5 J2& 9 12 [ (scope), T AERK 7 11 Jai, B JE BRI LAY S5 8% 0 B BIEN A LA
(narrow). &0 BERIFNH B BE. —& ERAGE AR AR R ), B R AL B R AVE R
L A (T R A58 M) L SR ) i DO A B ARy KRB FTT AR R .
B, X VIR BB A Sl — MRS B 2 #ob B RIEMN S M ER BT 5 ST

2 M 45 #) (Judge et al., 1997; Judge, Locke, ZEAR T, BT WA RO A 0 A% 0 A

Durham, & Kluger, 1998). L, HIZAMANT A VP AT IR, % M B ORI 908 0 78 T 9 58
AL

Vi F1 43 2010-04-30 2.1 b BRIFH M EGEIES I

o [ESHRIE G F b BRI R e
li X N S \E"W SR 0
S MIBF L7 (BBA0SOO6T) ™ M rir A SR 42k FRREL BRI E R L

R H VO 10 450 DL = 07 3% . 7S5/ 5 T,
SRAE % 347K, E-mail: niezi66@21cn.com Judge, Locke Al Durham (1997)& ¥l h B ¥, —
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BRI, e AR R A RO A
PP I = IR, 5 R A AT A 45 AR A
X E e A S PR, PR 4 I gk
AN — AN RR 52 053 H F0 4 4 5 R A Y
IRIF T4 R — B W], X YA B 28 P9 5 - T8) A7
AR LD B WAROG, BT IR XA AR
DY A TR 7 [R) I A7Aar A5 — A VR 2 B RE B4 i B
(Judge & Bono, 2001; Judge, Bono, & Locke, 2000;
Judge, Erez, Bono, 1998; Judge, Erez, Bono, &
Thoresen, 2002), PUAN A 41 A >k 1) 76 45 14
Bl B A H 2% D)7 A BE T v . BEA O IO
355 7 B A TAE 8% (Judge et al., 1998). #%:0H
FEVP O A DY B 2R A R AE [ N A5 30 A R E (1
B, KER, KA, 2007, S, HAABE,
2005).

TEM 5T, TR AR 0 8 VAN
(0 DU R -7 5 44 SR FE O I 16 B 5 3R (1R P AR 28 2
Rosenberg #a il i HE K, 10 MEH). — B HE
PR GE R (H A Judge B ga i — B B R RLGE
TR, 8 AN H [ P AT TR T A e SE
X§ Schwarzer % il () — i 19 3R A4 HE B R BT
i, 10 A8 H). 1 g heue M 2 3R (H 4h 2 Eysenck
A, 12 AN H 5 [ A A R A P el S8 56 1
EAT R, 24 A8 H ) 3281 555 R (1 4h & Levenson
gl IPC ERPITER, HHNEX 8K
BAThR, 8 MM H, s & PR “-B R BT
Fi, 29 AN H )R I EAZ O K IEAT (Judge et al.,
1998; Judge et al., 2000; 1, 5KJ54&, K/Nik,
2007; SLEZE, HHAEE, 2005). ARif0, KA E R
FIRNEARZ L BRI A P B . EoE, BH
Hoatd 2 (H A A 38 @ [ RA 52 @k 73
LY TE B B 22 (W I B IS TR, A ) 3 BN I
5T RN, AT W] BRI &S R B st . R,
K 0] A 2 A Ve — R R R R TR, A
[ PR D00 e e A0 B PEAY, T AE HE &
fif PRI WA 1 8, Judge, Bono Ml Thoresen (2003)
AT AN U — B I i . KT AR 3R
AR RE RIS S, Wl —Ad 65 ®
RUH AR E PR, A gnidl i 12 A H 41
B R 0 B B AT M f8 3K (Core  Self-Evaluations
Scale, CSES), Z# & & — M HELNMEZ L AK
PO TR, B RN SRR
TR L SR KBRS . R 4 ML REA

(L 5L RPA KE AR R, 12
R H A — AR R & L, — R R A
R 4F, CSES % TAEW =B T A G0R A 75 il i
J5E 1) 5 W 250N, 5 4 R e 3R AL Ak T A I B A
BN A AR T KA ARSI # S, CSES 1)
B TARE R A GO A 5 i R A0 A
TE W 35 1P 38 25 77 22 (Judge et al., 2003).

HH T CSES [ 187 {14 Fl L 4 11000 BRI 24 T
b, P TIF 0 2 T 4 ) SR CSES 1 4 Il &
TH., HEANMHFTEIL, CSES [ 12 &8 H I
ANRE ) B B £E — AN R 3R e DA 6 TR
KA AR ORI, G BRI 2 ANl
HiG, #TFH 10 A8 H A fefufr T — MR E
PR (R, Tk A, B, 2007); DLApaf b g
W I, KA 8 s B AT A —A
ER(ESEE, g, 2009); LLEU A R AT
SR L CSES & AN 1138 580 H 41 R (h — B &5 49,
HARE—M & arE %, Mk, 2009). XA
] PRIATE 5 &5 2K o T R R A [ 41 #4  CSES (1P
Ao iR 5 [y BT AR A A B R, eIl R s
iR — i B R ER . A, EATREE
T B AR DL SO 22 53 BT S . 4R H e
RBLAE, AR CSES (145477 8 Py JF AR 15 31— 3K
g, HUFREEH CSES B T H D HiT ik
HRET N —am O SR, i, RIEAL,
HENE, 2007; MpiRlE, VFee, T, 2009). AT
Ay, 7F CSES #3884 A H %0 B
VT AT LG 2w, P IS A A
CSES 1 8 78 1 L I A7h 75 e 45 DR 45 44 8 — 20T
K1) 45 WA 25
22 LCBHRITFNEIETE

Fot B BT e R TR DMk 5 41 200 31 5
B PRk, RS, 20 B RIFMTE TAE
A ) Y B N B IR 5 AR 9 B (Judge et
al., 1998)F1 T/EGi %% (Judge et al., 1998)I5&Z,
B BB AZ O B BV Ao 5w H bRk
T (Erez & Judge, 2001). L1 #& & (Best, Stapleton,
& Downey, 2005). KIR4T A (Wanberg, Glomb,
Song & Sorenson, 2005). T 1F- 5 B & 5 5 52
(Boyar & Mosley Jr, 2007). BV % Ih(Judge &
Hurst, 2008). LAEH ) A Fr 2k & (Scott & Judge,
2009). #7/K(Judge, Hurst, & Simon, 2009). ZH %R
A5 (Ng & Feldman, 2010) 2% 25 7 451 5 F1 sf g v
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% W (Resick, Whitman, Weingarden, & Hiller,
2009)% LAEAR & o Bk T HFIT A 45 B A W o R A%,
o0 B3R VP R TAEAT A AR T BUEIAT 78 A
THRBEE . AU H, 0 BRSPS TR
T =L P 52 A R 2 38 3 A RRAE (Judge et al.,
2000). H FFHE H A F0 H 4555 I (Judge, Bono,
Erez, & Locke, 2005)A24E H; XJ LA &1 2% 0 ia i
Kb T AE 34455 1) %0 9% 2 /F B (Kacmar, Collins, Harris,
& Judge, 2009),

L2, ERXT 0B ERENAE LIEY
RERHTRIEAZ, FEFIZO B RPN SR
s B (K EN, 2007) BOVIAFE (7 FE A, 2009) T
R R TAE SR (I, 2007) BL S 4 2L
AT N CIERE, 2008) 5548 /G R, 2 BT H G
oo BRI TAES R B E KR, M
PR H A I PLE . BFOR B, BT R TR
Ly B IRV 0 ARl 2 L AR BON 20 0.71,
MO R E AT AERT, KU
O F VPO 5 AR 45 A AR B ¢ &R R] BE 2 2
T HK WML R JEAEA R SR a0 S,
HOATE AT #0 BRI S TAEIT AR AR
WA — B R IR, i R A A . AE
BUHIE A 13 BIR AR
23 mUBEENS LERER

2 B WP 0 B I D A b s AR
(0 B REPRRIAT Ay ) 8 o 1) W S A R A
TAEGE L, T8, 2007), .0 BRI S50
PR R R O AR T T 0 IR N U S A K
PIJT T RETTOT 5T . A Fgeda t, mitzo B AT
A A 56 31 5 /D (1 e R Bk R, /b SR P [P e
PR T SR, 1 2 A RIS T S YR S R K
TR W # 2 8] B 9% & (Kammeyer-Mueller, Judge,
& Scott, 2009); 1%L H TP AR H 5% i A=
Wi B (Judge et al., 1998; Judge et al., 2005),
M HLIE B 0% 1 715 =2 A8 I 5 R 3 R 2 T R 56 R
(Tsaousis, Nikolaou, Serdaris, & Judge, 2007) L &
ok NGl b A W 5 S AR IR T R 9% &R (Crreed,
Lehmann, & Hood, 2009).

FEEZ N, ol H IR VPN 5 O B B 156 &R
e E AR E N2 Y. ENE R R, K%
Ly H IR VEAN KT 8 oK, AdATTE SCL-90

PO A R R VP A S R R 2 U2y
I FEA ALY, T R

R AR KA, B, 2009), B0 HIMAEASMEE
(FER, 2009)FHIAHL(FE & HE, 2007), #5635 &
1) AR AT R I FH TEALG 1 9 AR IR (I TR 22, W e 0,
2009; Fpheig, VB2, M, 2009), T K
b NGB FE I B L s B AR R IR O R (U SO,
W8, REAL, FHERE, 2007). 5 P LE E 40T %
oo BERVEN N T TAE S b, B2 N TR
WHLOEMAERXR, X5ERXEFHRBATE R
Fo AWFHR ik B 5T A TR w0 TAE
Jia, PR AR G ) AR BU GA R A A% AE2s
L BRI AR R TR R TR P I K A
TN R AETE, DRI 7E i 5 IR 55 40 3 (o 388 4kt ¢
Wi R 5 10 45 J TR PRI ARIE 9 B9 BR (/0 22, IR 3L,
1994).
24 LBREFENSZWLITH

AR AR O B RIEN 5 TAEAS & O B e
ST TON S, o0 BRI 5 2AT h %
RIWFSTREIE 3 A I BWI T, B A S
PU B e 2 3 5 THI (R AF 9 F 90 R B O B VTN
X2 3 AR R R I 2 Y 8 -0.19 (Chamorro-
Premuzic, Ahmetoglu, & Furnham, 2008); K2#4:
%0 B VP I R 2 2 T 22 S s, {HAE
B 15 22 Bt i 8] A7 AR R 5 AE FH (Rosopa &
Schroeder, 2009), R HTEFRER KT, #HE
B A% O B 3BV I 5 A2 R4S A R 2l i S
B NSRRI, %0 B IRIEN 5 2 B TR £
702 W SO OC, TEFE ST 0 B IIEAN X 20
R E, S4B B S 15 WAL
WM Ay ZECHR R, BIEE, S, Kk
X, 2007). FiAb, %0 B BIEAN AKCE R R K A
AT /D IR 27 I 25 R IR 22 AT O (SR, B
5k, 2009). HAT, #0 AP S AT A LR
AR IEA 7z, 1T LI — B 4h 1 #B LUK 2
AR SR, R T S50 BT RO . R,
AR NZ R IR 2R T 2 Pt 90 5 2
AT RN IR o

BRSR UL, 0 8 PR A ST AT AR
T A 3B RO R0 B IR VP U DR 3 A5 A R
PR, 78 T A 24k b i i AT SR RF 42,
7E T Mb 21 2540 458 F o0 PR 4 B A0, Bl Y H 2 B
TP 9 0 R, T 22D AT S B I 3 4E
A BB 7 I, RREBR KRR R . B
15 B kB 2 570 1 O AR, 0 B3R
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PO BRI 5 UEE K 4k 245 B9 K, ST RS
MRE ARG P e o AR AT AINFGUK . F2x
AT . SO ZE 5 AR H R ORI S D7 1T
W

3 o BEITEMIER B LIENE

PAFERF Y —BOR I, #%0 A BRVPAN X TAE .
Sl DL RO B A 3 A5 0 R AT R A 1 S A R
ATV, I S 1 P A5 O FRAL N 5 T WF 5
R R T8 X DA BIF S I [ SR I
AT T F RO FEHLE]
3.1 LA

ST IR L, L A RIEMN KT R
I H SR fE ) AT, H AR S R AT 55
WE S H ORI ACTEHIE RN K B br, R
1 7K T AT 45 3 LI 3k 15 58 15 B AT 45 B 5 (Erez
& Judge, 2001). HHFFLIRH, &0 BERIENE S
(0 T 18 3R 45 W e i S B S A3, TS
b I S R B, R T B U I B BE A R R, A
A OB 2RI A HE I AT Bk -
o, X550 BN BARKAEES A O
FIAF AN UL W] 19 9 A sz T i B 9 o LG (Bono &
Colbert, 2005), XHE W, XTS5 S W HIPF A 5% i
FHANREAT S 0SS R R (RIS HL4ERE), Tt
BRIV AN B2 BT 45 3« B S 005 R
5%, 552 B0 3 CRe VR I SE I . I L4
BEAZO BRI AN B A 6E ) # H f
it e VR M, TR IR 45 B AT SE AR IR VE AR, AR
TR ET R AR SR A S, T
1EZE SR T ARSI MLk

Judge 1 Larsen (200NN, FFHEBUE A
PO A B AN R0 1) T 28 SR 1) B B E A, R
T AR A B M A 1R A A T 1) B SR ] R sk LR B
PERE bR miZ 0 H RPN AR A S AT B iF
MIfe s, HARBME AR &, Pk 4 B
i) F AR s T i I S, AT kA B A
(0 AR R R AR st . WSS A &R A —
B AR R 1 ks 77 AR R 1 R Sh Bl
BLIK A1 LA R 4 v 1 H A 7 it 2 %0 B FROT A 7=
R TAES R TAEW R SRS — &
TP
3.2 EXHH

VEJg—Fh ARSI, B0 A RPN I A

S Vel ZORE A FA SN 7 A48 17 A H (Judge et all,

1998). Cantor (1990)IA N, BEXAE N5 AT
T E A A FHE B BN A R, R RS R R
S NATRE A SRS BN T B4R, %4
AL P 4 A9 B UE S, S 26 b T B 3 A1 1] (P
16 ) PR A A4 X A1 1] (1A 1) ) PR 3 38 B O B0, [ 12 B
ST IT (R4, M3, 2005), XRS5 L0
Kelly FAKS AR BEAE JEA] — B0, MAXT A
GRS mAERE B TR . FERREK
SEAZ L B R IE AR TE Sk i O s T AR AR 1
HEREA, BT 8 MRS R B
AETE— € B 00 A ), 3 4 5 10 25 5 48 PR A S A4
W FAT NG BARAZ O B PR B U
WHE SN L= Esgm, HRRZ0 BRI 2 K
R Ead B RN, &R ES — PR
W
3.3 BEAIMLEI

Judge %5 N (1998)TA 4 FRFKL 1) B M & 2 /b
TR SRR 55 2 —Rh R Ty, a5 R IR
AR B BME S 4 AT T R 0 RE ) S 4L
AR & A5 oK 1 A b . Chamorro-Premuzic  #il
Furnham (2004) M\ 5 U7 FH Wl 12 14 A 5 425 0 &1l 43
Sy B B Q) A1 A i & 1 (Self Assessed
Intelligence, SAI), fhWFFTRM 1Q A SAI #i g
g 1 25 ML T 24l B 6, SAT 7E 1Q 524k k&2
[ By P A E R . A R IO B IRVEN 5
SAIAF1E 0.2 2o 45 1) 1E4H 5% (Chamorro-Premuzic &
Arteche, 2008). H4t, BF 5L &I A4S T 5 %
Jige — XA HAR A, M HAT — & S R
(Chamorro-Premuzic & Furnham, 2004), %0 H
BIEMAE AN — B = B N RS R I —
TR b REfE FAE MR

AN A B B AN AE g — Rl B Fehe
FIVEAY, Xt B ST E J7 i fe I A
S o A Bl T S g AT AR B N R R U, Y
FI 7K v (A AT AR T & 7 T R IR
BR S 0F B L RE 7 AR D AR Y B e RV I L
— PP EEE ) X E RO B IR VFU R S LE A K
PR S R DA G, B 220l Ot 55 ) I 7l
TR AE AR R L2 e ) R ZE R .
3.4 [zt 53R

A AR A A FAAR A H A R R
B o AN AR T8 AR A 1) S Y. 2 Y i B2 (coping),
WA T4 19 R 2 3K 75 i #2 (capitalization) . %
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T Lazarus M “PF N -N X 7H#H i, R K
(Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2009), #.0» B &ITFH
PR = AR Y B O A R 58T K AR
(R Ak, T2 SR [l Ak (1 9 0] SR o X 2 e
HURE i T T L /> B4 AN TR B 6T T B 1) N A gk 1
JL, HEL D PR IR LN TR TN A s DL
W AR AT T I N 0 AR T L b A AR B I Pl o
AL RAT B RN BTy, T 2K a8 JRO0 ) RE 48 4R 4F
fEREIXFP IS o k%O B VP BN I AR AR
Pk BB B S 3R A R S
ht, EXE—NMECH RFEMHYT R4,
20 BRI S BRI ) EE 2 A (Judge &
Hurst, 2007). 1, HA TP~ KEE &% T B H
BT —RFENEZ TSR U FaR e
fa LR, IR e T A B R KR R O A
TP, WUAR TT B8 3= B W 44 F0 A A AL BE IR G Th 42
By AR R & SRR AT B 23R MUE 4 (1 22
AR O (848 L K BL R4k O IR AR,
RIG L UFAL) .

FAb, KD HEIEIE 5 A R N EOE A
Ko wAZLy B IRV IR A E I X B0 55 5t AR 1)
B R YR RRAR PN En A %, U H RS R
FAH IRV SN R 2, DRI AR AT ] 8 2 I 4 3 AN )
AR B, B2 BARMEE . X R S P
AN B AR B2k, mikzen B AN TN h
Al ATY 3 2P T A TG Bk PR O e LR
A BIEA L), X TAER S VR, I AF
HboE R A, B 3ok o FLAR A N (Kacmar et
al., 2009; Judge & Hurst, 2007). X 45T 57 454 Ui
W, A%C H FRATAN AR A A4 ey B AN ) g
i, BT 2 5% M A A4 o] $E 4R b P B A S A AR
P, mAz0 B RPEN AR T 2 0 BBHE, A
S UT b NOGT R R L R G RN A AR B A AR A T AT
Ao NVONT IR & BR AR 2 A% 0 H B PEN I HTE
FH I 2L I L .

3.5 BHIREIENH

HREIFHEBIA N, AEFFRIBLH A
TMESAH — A B 5B R 0 B 3R
RN R B RR 8 AT ;. TBie X 85 R BRI
VAR, R AR B M A 2 3SR
ORI A5 R I bk A SRR 1 T AR AR,
7 A T AR B FE S i T 2 5K TR L v AR A B
FrAE o PEAE SRR 15 TV A (Swann, 2007). 5T

T, LA A O BE T RO AR AR A
LR A A A TR B IR — A B B RE SR
AT B2 AL, IR & AR H Ar; i v AR
F R QA 26 3% 4 3 5 — AN W AR 1
HEZL R 25 8, FHi B B H A5 (Judge et al.,
1998) 0 ixX K B AN A 25 ZI i - 3R JE Be 5 5 145 B AN
A B B S FOAT R SRAE S A SRR CH RE N
TR N . X5 B A BAR AR X AT
Pl 2 3 B0 AR R O e A5 A5 R I o AR 7 AR R
FEREFERRM. Asbrid R, A &K
TEAE R R S R — R A IS 3P, AR
BTSRRI 5 W AN R I AT
Jofiti, BERE T RN T, MAAERIRE
.

TR R, Ll FOR LA UE T Ak ST R
o0 BEVE IGAE A, R AT S 4 A ik SR
U S AN BORAT A AT IR RS, sl s
AR, AXEARKIESE. Ld, ghil. M
Xof RS 2 3 A A MR R A% 0 BV AN SR A AR
WE R EZHESE, B ARGE 77 A FAA B ok
FERE A% L B VBN I VE I BL, B H ATk = B
OIS SCRE, s o0 3 PR AR 2
ORI S e AR VA RAIER. 5
e RGBT RARE NI TIRANFEZL, 7
Ab, BT IXHAHLEISE, o0 BRI &R I A
1L ABAE LA R

4 XF#ZLBERIFMBILAER G @

o A AR R S R, 1
BEETF RN, HILT — S50 A RFENH
IR 1) 7 2 A AT ek T A e, 3 (] 04 5 R 45 A
Lo ARV T U
4.1 %L BEIENHIRIE

o0 B R IE IR T A4 7 R A RS R
J—FF, RO B BIEAN R 5 ) B H BT IR v
AR FIFE AR, Hefe et S AR
HIR KB B AL, BRIk O B AP IR KRR
F& R AT Y (Judge, 2009) . Chamorro 5 A (2008)
IS SRR T IX— AN, AT TR IR, “fiE
i 580 B RN AAAE-0.77 B, 08
TAE AR KFR B b B8 e R A= T SR 1) A 4 0
fiF R, DRI BE AT R R AR TR 9 .

I, W0 B IREN B E—Fh B oAl
&, Watz o AR WIR W] e 52 2 B 5 1K L)
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2050 UL T A AV B S, RIS R I3
P, X T IR S R A BRI B A JE H
Woo B FRME S AT AR K 58 1 DA R AN A AR
(Brown, 2004), Judge (2009)1 i\ #%.0r H oA
L5 22 PR S DDA, 20 B IR VE R AR A
R R LR A0 FE B AT B BB SO . H
B H AT AL, XA A B A 2 TR

EARZ O, 0 ARG BEBE SO —
Tl NSRS BT, B AR A —Fh SR A &
(Chamorro-Premuzic et al., 2008; Judge et al.,
2009). FATIN K, e H BVEH R I — 5 1 7
W0 50 a0 A e ORI 5 %0 3 PR B2,
EHEE P AR, &2 FAE— T B
Iy 05 T F5 AT WE N R U RAER), B
SRR AR, MECR AR BAE B BOR R R Sk
e BB BF ST 4 R OF AN DAUE 9 A% 0 F R VFY
JERE) G R IR A H S 7= A, R SK
WF 9038 5 R — IR
42 35 LBRITFMRFRNF

REARAZ 0 B FRTEAN O B AR e . R dm ik, T
AR W LR A S 3055 A B B A R G R L ok
YEHT, TR SCE AT = AN R BR300 ) J0r0 55 4
JIHIE, Atz B VP 2 5 g ?
MRENNE THBENEEMESET T AW
(Judge, 2009), T H AN AL T —F L 2> B AR
RA, XFORESHER TAESi % (Judge, LePine,
& Rich, 2006). =% 0> H B VFAN IEFAE 2 5 3 %L,
A IRALRE R AR T, R A
NFFA R m Az O B RSP, Sk A 2
ey, HERCE HARM, XA 5N 2 A 5
FF i B — 2 B fE S B4 25 (Judge, 2009). &
TN, miZ o B VEN A AL 2 AR 1 — 2
H Che S LLAMAE 55, 3X 2 AR 3 AR AT 55 (1
Gi. H4h, TRz AR S5 B PR ARI &,
A M iz 0 B VO 9 N8 AT RESN A I 58 1
L, XS WIR NG ERAE B s, T X T
TREEEEAE AT 55 . XA A EE L, om0 B
Vb ok —E I fE

Mo — A AEE, demiaRENIEA 2
I A R S5 R W TR AT A% O F 3R
PO A BB A KT 1 8 A3 RE ) AN 5
fit J7(Kacmar et al., 2009), LK% 3¢ 58 B A% 1) B
X 75 i (Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2009), fef4f

T T A 5 AL B R I % (Judge & Hurst,
2007) 0 S =y 7K 1 B 3R M 2 R & A Tk e T 4T
AR HE AR 45 g, T3 4F ) 9% AR Ak fig 0 W) g i T 4
HTE A AL 25 3R A3 ) o Tl my 0 B 3R
TR A L 2 SR 1A ) 8 H AT A AL — R T, =
LW H TR BB AT s %0 B RN
MR PN FIERAE . ST 54T 0 s 0o
4.3 ¥ BEIEMT N S IESUHEFR L B R

BARZ O BV DY R & g H 2 4,
HIXPUAN P AT AR IEHf . b o PR 2
I 12 A0, FiF 2 R B AT B 26 IR 3 Y i HE R 2 ?
A ) 52 B TN A BE AR )OI (Bono &
Judge, 2003; Judge, 2009). Bono F1 Judge (2003)
IR, B B ERIE B DY AN AL N, N
P 5 Ho A = AN B 7 A DGR, T LA T AE
T 7S R A S ) TR g P AR T A = A
B+, SNBSS AL =AW F AR A KRR,
TN ZENEEHRZ L BRIEN S
AN SiAh, WKL T B0 A VAN 5 TAT
{E 5 4 9% (Chamorro-Premuzic et al., 2008), B4
TR %L B RTE A BR824 R £ 5 i AR
B2 R EEASRRERBE R, HR, X
NG — B2 BT XA T, ke
JRPE SR W55 AT B i D B BV Y = 00k U 1 R R
A MILE M0 B BIEM 40 &8 — 1R 558
HEHEH .

44 LBERIENREREaRZS

AR IR, A0 B BT gkl
AR ACE, BESUE I BeE N H A A B, i ds e T
ST AT RISy . BLAR Judge ZE NN AIZ L H
PEAN RS TR, (R At AR A X R AR E 1 Ik
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Reflection and Prospect on Core Self-Evaluations

LI Jian-Bin; NIE Yan-Gang
(Department of Psychology, School of Education, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Characterized as a latent and broad personality construct, Core self-evaluations (CSE) is the
baseline appraisal on self-worth, competence and capabilities one makes about him- or herself. Over the past
decade, the key research fields of CSE have shifted from confirmation and measurement of construct,
discussing its functions on various occupational outcomes to explore how CSE affects mental health and
academic area. In addition, the predicting and moderating effect of CSE can be explained in the frameworks
of motive, schema, ability, coping and capitalizing, and self-verifying. At present, it should be paid attention
to some issues of CSE as follows: where does CSE originate, whether extremely high CSE is good or bad,
what factors should be included or excluded on CSE construct, whether stability is another nature of CSE
and how “frame of reference” influence the predictive effect of CSE. Future study should keep broadening
study fields of CSE, solve questions about natures of CSE and indigenize the concept and measurement of
CSE.

Key words: core self-evaluations; study fields; psychological mechanism





