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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

(ALIAR 3T 53 TG SAT AR (R SR 3 A2
I A

(RDURZEZ T S5 B 2ERE, BRI 430072)

H E SLRBERAERHRMEZI R IATARGSIARA, RIAFHALLAHLENEL. AmXTFa
LUAR 2RI AT AT AR A R R IFF T —B. WA RABER A RN —H XA e X ZRAET WA, R
PEHAEAR | R T 48 SA B A8 AL R IR e IR B AN AR R 6G B4R 3R B AT A E A AL B A B 69 R E B e
RIAEA RS RN ETRHRRAEFIRRZAEGEELM, AP PF L0 LFELLAR R T
BIHTAT H e Fedp Hl A2 P AR B AT AEA .

IR MLUAR); AL RAER QAT A

5SS B849:C93

JEUA H AR 2018 4F 1 H 8 H Sk RRARIE( 700K (1989)iX — it & HAT 5200 J1 B s dicke 1T 4143470

M, SFECRRE )R, D7 E R e B A AT [ PN A0 2 X U TR 52 B T
AT BN ORISR R EIET . AR %R FEWF S AL ZUN R B b, Z0AIR S R T
FREERE, T ENRMAR T 20 FFE, Il Eess BIHAT SR 22 ] 19 O Bk 2% 32 2% % A11 O& 1 (Madjar,
1FUAFFE R E R, QR 0 T 5 ik — & ey Greenberg, & Chen, 2011; Bk, #RX, 2017; i
B, REJE. IEIN& WAL E R SRR ARE VLA, JASCH, wLaE, 2016; ik, RAL, 2015;
2017 A EEHE KIS EIE, SR HE FH, BHEEE 2010; KA, I, WA, 2014).
FT s b Arig LA, EEA R T, FISHEH SR, ALV RS BFAT A AR . B
Tl S5 M %, — e A A SR ST & BRAL LN [FIX BB T A 1F 1) s ma 4
AR AT B T 540\ H4rig nyix — 3 IR, PG AN BOSIEAF 52 Al i 41 LA TR 5 )
&, R Z B0 7 2= F AT T o Taylor (1911) BT R AT REAEAEIDHIAE T . AR A 25 A TR B i,
AR A AT 285 T4 2R 26 7 1% 2 TRl — B, X Fpdt AR = R A ) L T A B B RS, ATt 2 5
PSS 5 5 T 2 0] ) B8 A 4E R4l 7 . March PSP RHAMYE . IR M IR (Blader, Patil, & Packer,
Fl Simon (1958) #F Xi It B & 4 th 41 41k W] 2017; Terry & Hogg, 1996). KF-QIHi1T A B
(organizational identification)iX — I1F =X A #E & AR Y57 AN BRI 38 R AT O B T SR A
%, Ashforth 1 Mael (1989)f& F4L2x A [5] B8 (Tajfel (Birkinshaw & Mol, 2006; Yuan & Woodman, 2010;
& Turner, 1979 H LN RE XH R TN A0 H Zhou & George, 2001), 4N, AHXtFXF BURA i
ol O S Ak, SR S HBRAY BT, IR XS BLRAR AR 0 B T,
R 552, HEUAR S TAES AR X ACH BB A7 2 BLALAH B BF (Yuan & Woodman,
IS EIF TR A1 i AE <4717, Ashforth I Mael 2010). L, Mtt2x ik [A) BE AR08 A7 S ST
TS A KA, HLUNFE A W REXS B AT R R
i Uz 2018-12-14 GURTG RN . TR, 95 BF 5 85 AL SUA T

* E KRR AT H (71872135) R H # A SCHE o , . . .
SRR H (17YTA630062)% ) . BT AT 5L 97 1] A1 5C (Rotondi, 1975)8# %A Wk
5 PR A SO T R Tk, R8RS I EEMERRETSS, 2017), Lk HR — 5B
WAEIEH: XH, B-mail: leannaliu@whu.edu.cn TR R, WLV FEXT 5 T AUHTT A 09 52 i 2
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1E 9] A (R Bt A AT B2 f ) Y, IE N 238 G 4
A, EALUNIR R B T A T AR 4 e R B AT
oA AR E A (Blader et al., 2017), XTI,
AW 57 B8 45 T 4R 2N RN A T REAT 9 By 42 328 A
03 R DA B A A ) ik AR 7 A 1 SR

1 R SMNTE SR IR AR I K i) 4R

A A BRI A LU RIS 5 T AT 8 AL
IR, DR R B8 TR PR S T A (1) o sk v
KFHLUNFXT B TAT 2, B sS A,
(Q)Z5A L TANHAT R By SCik, X g 20A R 5 41
BT R F 5 S0 ¥ A S e ) [ S, M SR i 58
BERILE B 58 2H U [R) % B2 TR AT s ma pL ) v
HA) 3
1.1 ALIANRN R TITAME I RARE

FEHEANINHLUNE ST EZVRERTH . %
Wi 45 SRR 22 Bk TR LA J5 1) 3 4T (Ashforth,
Harrison, & Corley, 2008), #2045 RALHE B TA&
B OINAIRAT A . 5 R IR M IR u L, A
TFFE 00 SCHRER IR AR A& T ZUA IR 52 TAT 0
MR 1),

111 (R0

R Ay s 22U R 51 TR B O A w9 R 45 K
i BB ARAE R, FTUAE TSNS INAFN
R S, B S, 81 Al stk
(Ashforth et al., 2008; Blader et al., 2017), HTF{ 3
HRIEAS - IS8 BUA R 1 3% A A O R TR R B 5T 5
TSN A AR B A e A T A B AT A A4
o, AT B, R LUK BT ARXS TR
WL B T2 Fah M A RATH (eg,
Dukerich, Golden, & Shortell, 2002; Lee, Park, &
Koo, 2015). # 5 17 M(e.g., Chamberlin, Newton, &
Lepine, 2017; Knoll & van Dick, 2013)J5 £ 3E 4 4!
ANIE AT N (Effelsberg, Solga, & Gurt, 2014); J&
TR AP A U SRR g AR ST R (S g,
B, BREME, 2, 2011 L HE7E ¥ (Fuchs &
Edwards, 2012); 5 [F] =5 7 MR (e.g., Carmeli,
Atwater, & Levi, 2011; F1E¥, KT, 54X,
2017); TAEMOW BE & (il an: g et, e K, o
2, WEERH, 2017); fA A NAE 55 2T (e.g., Chen,
Zhu, & Zhou, 2015; Liden, Wayne, Liao, & Meuser,
2014); TAELAl#i(e.g., Madjar et al., 2011; BRER,

F1 HLNRMRIITANERMEHRARER
Eis- Al A W as |
(HAHLARITH (HRGH (1) 2= F 170 55 A 40N
{5140 . Dukerich et al., 2002; Lee et al., 2015 f5il4n . Rotondi, 1975 F, A H e Hoxt i TAT
QEFITH QEFITH F R, B4 R

4N . Chamberlin et al., 2017; Knoll & van Dick, 2013 {4l : Tangirala & Ramanujam, 2008 i 521, i #% /> 2 1F 181 A1 17t

GYRALRNBEELTH R E> [ AR A

40 . Effelsberg et al., 2014 %40 . Dukerich et al., 1998 (2) EAR A LU TR & R e B
(4) AT N (4H LUK TAT AR EBRE (Lee et al.,
firn: 57745, 2011 %40 : Haslam et al., 2006 2015), {H /&2 LA [A] 5 1 357
(5)SCHFAR AT Ny (5 LR AT s I AN B

il : Fuchs & Edwards, 2012 40 : Bouchikhi & Kimberly, 2003

(6)5 IRl = 4 2 0l (6)E TN

flfn . Carmeli et al., 2011; #HfEJEEE, 2017 f5il4n . Zhu, Tatachari, &

(D TAEHOIL Chattopadhyay, 2017

Birgn . B4R, 2017

B LN RS R

{540 . Chen et al., 2015; Liden et al., 2014

9) LAEQIH 5 Egh 7 3¢

N : Madjar et al., 2011; BR#E, KR, 2017; Li et al.,
2016

(10)HAth i A 2%

40 Lee et al., 2015; Lam et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2011;
Li et al., 2016; Hekman et al., 2016

BERRIR A AR AR 56 SOk 48 BT 75
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MR, 2017) A1 E ) 1T (e.g., Li, Zhang, & Tian,
2016).

LU R 0 TAT A 0 B A VR T 52 3
— L BB, N, Lee 55 A(2015)/7C
ST R A LUNIE 5 5 T A RAT R Z B C RTESE
ESCE TR, 5 —3K, Lam, Liu, 1
Loi (2016) % — A5 i o 36 Uk 1 3 A 19 301 57 2%
NEo AL, e T A P A DA S 48 06 R 2 1 iR 2
LN TR X L A2 R AT o B9 IE 2 0 (Liu, Loi, &
Lam, 2011), Li % (2016) & LA ZUA [R5 £ 8) 11 5%
I NI S A 7 N3 A v 5 A O B Rl [ [
Hekman, van Knippenberg, Fl Pratt (2016) /5%
SR DT B[R] = T i i/ 57 2R £ 1 AR
PR LUNE 5 M AN R E R
1.1.2  #NEI

Rotondi (1975)f 5% & BUMF % 52 T 41U R 2
&5 4] Fr & A 96 . Dukerich, Kramer #
McLean Parks (1998)48 i =5 414U\ [F] 7] 58 21 5t
TEHEEERASE., HALHAZ%S], Tangirala fl
Ramanujam (2008)38 5 24 4~ A\ #5 il 7K -3 AR A,
FAZUAR A THE DN FEEFI7h . Haslam
LA AR (2006) HBIFFE K BEAH ZLIA T 25 1) B2 T 2%
[P b 3 ) F R 935 H . Bouchikhi 1 Kimberly
(2003)48 t R ZHZUA TR B Tl RE S 41 4UAR o
e AU IR Y AT, A gl B T Ot 2 b
(Zhu, Tatachari, & Chattopadhyay, 2017).
1.1.3 R=A

ML E B N AMIT 5T SCER B AT L& 751~
WA . B, FENTHET TS LU R,
B QR HR A TAT A B, a4 HE
TH AR I, T R 2 T TR R £ TR R e — T 5
P —PF A A HA AT H B (Pierce & Aguinis,
2013), FriAg EE (AR A e, DU oy s R
ST TR TR R P BB ST B AR Rl
BUT N SUE R — a3, RO 3T AR &
Wi X RE BB 5T R B (e.g., Koopman, Lanaj,
& Scott, 2016; Lin, Ilies, Pluut, & Pan, 2017; Smith,
Hill, Wallace, Recendes, & Judge, 2018), Hik, &

SR BUINIRR MR 51 TAT N B 2 R (Lee et al.,

2015), (XA AT s e A . 81
BT AR b — MR BT . BARA SEIE
W s 2HAUN X RUB AT A e BEAE HT, SR
BHE FIAT L6 S AT 5 0] e B 2 B ) AR G

WHEBEXR, XEWREHLUARAFTREX 5 T
BIFAT A 05w BEAG (R F ORI, TE4n Blader
FQ017)IR BN m A LBUN Y 5t T2 4 2 i IR A
R T, BEARRAEELHA R T L, &
ST Y B R SR . HEUAFIXS 5B TR T R ®
A ERHEFIIHIME R 7 SR, KRR 1R
FRE AR
1.2 HSENRRBEERREALINEN I EH

ITAZ S PR ER Y

F 9 wh S A D (Packer, 2008)4& H 1935 5 &,
W 2 5 F RN R AW 55 0A R A TR 9 A 1 B A
b A RS R R SERESF 1) o Packer (2008) 24
S, A ) B AR S i 2 B (R ERAT Y
KA sl PR X B A A R i LA B R A AT N AR
HEFT LA A, AT TaAs & — PR B sy gk, T2
ST IR R IB AN, A AT AR 38 o a4 1 =X
K NHLE LR RAINE T, MR, Yk
A PRIED BN AR A ALTE v S B, A ATTRE 23 0SS Hl
TEAF RS AR, TR AT TIA R sk B A 3R I B 1F
A HLBURFI 25 - Packer (2008)HIA% 0o WL 5 7F Packer
I Chasteen (2010)1 SZHEMFFE AR5 T HAE: &
UNGILCE AR Yok bR o R E S IO /RN
FeiE AR AN

Packer (2008) UL & X0 JE 1 ZH 4L [R] 5 51 T
BIHAT R 2 (B B R AR 2 A o R IR T —
AEHE EEAE A, BIEEhR, YEmas
AR B 53 TR 258 20 A B e B, Al Tk &
Tk A O X IR AW, NTH#HATAR; RZ,
A A B Tt 4 sp Bk, AT B0 T 0 B AT
Ho WATIAA, HHBEHLUAFRSHE R 5 T3
ST N EA S RAT AT T Z BB E R
T, DR h SRR f) R0 X A R 41 2L T -
BIFAT AR R ERAE AN, THMBEE, &
AT S 17 ZE M A AT o SCHk, SRS 3R S A4
FRE w SAR TR A 2 SO R X BB AT S s i ik AR
T EAERES

BIHAT 2 TE 0 T A B e TAEh 5 AJ:
Mo AR L R | R R T S DA A
BER . HA BT 12 (9445 (West & Farr, 1990),
Anderson, Potoénik 1 Zhou (2014)%} 5 W B1# 17
R EEMNARZES . BRI R L= A2 1w

USRS AR A R
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177 W LR . TEMATIESHARN, SCREZE B
T—UeREE, WA LU R = A . M
2, TR AW EE (Baer, 2012; Yuan &
Woodman, 2010) . A BUIR (Birkinshaw & Mol, 2006;
Yuan & Woodman, 2010; Zhou & George, 2001), 5
%31 (Leung, Chen, Zhou, & Lim, 2014). ™~ A
¥4 45 (Wallace, Butts, Johnson, Stevens, & Smith,
2016), it & Ji(Leung, Huang, Su, & Lu, 2011),
A NIBHN ) TAERIHT 25K (Shin, Yuan & Zhou, 2017)
f REUKJZ AN, 45— I Bt A B (Wang, Fang,
Qureshi, & Janssen, 2015), 28 FRI45 547 4 (Chen,
Farh, Campbell-Bush, Wu, & Wu, 2013). R1BA5[H
(Wallace et al., 2016) . ZH 24 22 i an A ) %% 5 4 51
4 (Martinez-Sanchez, Vela-Jiménez, Pérez-Pérez, &
De-Luis-Carnicer, 2011; Shipton, West, Parkes, Dawson,
& Patterson, 2006)%,

T2 A A 22 S5t J2 T WF 58 52 0l O3 TR AT 4 19
SCikH, EEN MR R M E R T4 A
BIFAT oo Fh AN A 0] 5 2 U R RIS
ORI G . — g2 #h 2 — BUIA A (social-
political perspective) (Baer, 2012; Dyer & Page,
1988; Van de Ven, 1986; Yuan & Woodman, 2010),
O RAN B T AR AR B A5 A A A 45 15 31
W RAE BT I B B R . BN, Scott Al
Bruce (1994)#i t 4 LR SR 52w BB 17 4 72
BARN—MMES, BRI AT DL R S H
SFFX— W5, Yuan A1 Woodman (2010) 58 &
B, 24 0 T OE TR S s R, A AT AT
REASCH BT AT 4 o Baer (2012) BT R, 4 5
TR BIE 85 1 RE S 45 A Ol ok 1E T A 45 SR,
ABATTSE T K A BT AR R AT S . 5L T
BB =M RENS N A B, X — fJEnTJBEIE, mife
b A B AR 5 T AR S R A R £ o 2
ZUARIHE R NFAME R 55, B @ BE A R 4l
B 53 AR Al & e 1T, A ANF 2t 23 B 2 A
F3H /£ . West Hl Farr (1990)— CH# 3] 51 T84T
N AH IR NFA L E N2 8, Kk, 4
ZUN R 51 TR T A 04 52 mel ol 7 1) F 90 B A
T

TRAWIR LA . R B REAT R SCER
WoR, AWIRES R R TAHT AN EERER
(Birkinshaw & Mol, 2006; Yuan & Woodman, 2010;
Zhou & George, 2001), Birkinshaw I Mol (2006)

i R 2 60 53 7 B FVR E NS 38 A 6l kR AT AT
Ry 7E A B — 2 BRI R AN IR . IR R F
B9, Yuan 565 1E& (2010)LL & Zhou 5 H1EHE
(2001) % 024 5% 1% BAR S W6 1 K s i, Al
B T REARUHL BB AT R o X — ML IR Packer (2008)
2 R TS b SR Y 25 5 7 O BB T - R A 2N
[F S5 EIFAT N Z M AR, QIAT R, Ml
GEASTHLARRE 1 1= DA TR] A A (A S 3 R e 5
SRR XS PR B AN, T A0 AT A SCRE U R R DY
TN IAR B 23 it — A AR R AT R, IR0 2 A1
BT R o P, G wh SR AL fif B2 ZUA R -2
AT R 5 FR 7 B AR 5 % S A S A

At S AT AR AR B TR IR A ZUIE A
Y TSR b R 2 o) 8 LA B T A 2l ) 25 A G 3 I AR
fi-(Morrison, 2006), 5 &0 T.HEMFREY
TAEMHCHE D . B LI A T 20
# (Morrison, 2014; Van Dyne & Lepine 1998), iX
PR 5 BRAT h B BE [F SR, B T AR ARORE G
TN B S H AR HN . RER
XSk, BT B AR U T i S A
SA0H AT 0A R SO M. B, RA
SeiBHAT A B R AR SR Bt T SO U UBUR
LR, TS 2 B Y8 (Morrison, 2006), T #L
T8 h IR (Packer, 2008)58 I8 1A% A1 3] fr) S AL
WS, o ZFH R E SRR, FrLl, s#Ertaid
AT A BRALTE v ZEAR A (0 SC B MR 5 . ok, 7
FAT HE—M LA 1T N (upward  communica-
tion behavior, Morrison, 2014), Morrison (2011)7¢
iR B T F AT 0 SCHkAT 5, B TS H
B N CAR 4303 ) 2 75 23 W FL 35 0T HLAS0 A8 B i A7
BRI 5L THEF I — A LN . H#FH X —
A A R B AL O SR G, L,
FHRLTE rp AR R 5 TS AT WIEA R H
5,

T UL EaWr, AT, MR HLUAR
Soptt Sd AT MRS Z MM X RME, M
AT X i B VA W QB AT W X R E A
i .

1.3 B REEREY

o EERTIR, R b S A B 4 B A T
B AR AN T AR AP 0 o 2 174 B AR ol s A )
P AR SF IR, B R T IR S R B AT
Y B B £ {4 (Birkinshaw & Mol, 2006; Yuan &
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Woodman, 2010; Zhou & George, 2001), FTlA,
LU R 03 T A B 2 3R B0 ) v v g s, T
B2 IK X BUR AN, DT HEAT O 22 At ]k
FENVRAR ARG i g2 i, 2P AT, M
A2 ESNEIH - I FRATHR 55— AR5 ]
HAVARI XS 03 T AIHTAT A B4R 25 Fr 4 il 4 FH 2 &
R s 5 e Bk, i 2HZUA R R
TAE BT B AR vl oS B, R A 3 A AN T R
MR SERHAT = Az 7 = 0N E R 5 T AR R
ST PRI o S, 2 75 3 ok 8 A AR 7 410 <6
BIFAT 7

Packer (2008)#f i1, 51 %A AKLIE i 5 B 1Y
— AR UE R T SR 1 5 A — AR B 5 B o
TS A DB E SIS, BT T 20
— 0, WA T A 0 B . IR T s A
[T N %l R A A ATk 24 % b 40 R0
FHRBIA B TAE, EEk 24T
KA B PR NS il & R BEAS 1 5 T o Ak, M5
THIA FE TR A Gent, & Tl ibr
FR N R AT 7 7 2 2 e IR A L AR X & T
FATABHAR, DT E g BN BIRE w5, L, 5
TR LN R AT &l F0 R 5 B BEFT B2 5| & M
J g B SR VR . Packer (2008)i848 Hi, Ak
WA R T AL B RAT IR LIS 2% a5k
BB, AR RS b o R = A, IR
A IR B LT AT RS s, B R A
A ) U AT T X A 2 ) B L e R 5 ol
B EA AT AR ESR AR AT N o B T IO A,
TATINIAE Al B, G 2k i LA
(Coyle-Shapiro & Shore, 2007), 244553 [ 5t 1.
I N E AR AR, & Ts A
A p k. Rk, FRATHR A AR
51 & G T o 2 B B A1) J2 T A4 2 1T R
EARMLL? Bk, BT LAE . LA
T K RE R0 4R T XA 7 P A A7 9] A SR R
TR € A SR 7 3 A2 T Y TR 2R R 4 21
AT 55 A5 Vi /380 DA BIR A 56 3R SU B AR Y S T 2
FIE h 52 SR AR A5 AE L R B A 2

Packer (2008)7E HH i b SEAL Y rfr g s, Y
FEVR B 5 BURASHE . AU PR, S M7
THT P 2% 0 OO AR ) s 2 5 X B A ) A B
AR IR (A ARG R A T S, AR B, AT
A Y R T E R el AR IR Y Rk X 41 40

M, AT RASEELRS, AT R BT o o T
A7 0% 3 T TAR S B AT A B AR R R, P
VL, BATTiE— 2 Wh 5 A W 4 451 2 IR 3 51 A B 10k
R TS SR, ) i A 7 X 2H U R DA R s AR
M aE R TS P, FATHYE = HF5E0
I SR AN 0 AR 5 BB A7 O 5 R 941
J2 T ANAT 2 T PR R A R LG 7 Bk BE, B T
SR X ZH U IR A AR A T BRAR X B8 AT
R AR R WD, 2 75 410 o) 2 DA BRAR X B 4 A £43
WS 7 B TR BT AT S R A AR AN ks R
XHEHAT o AR R ML, 75 40 o 8 DA R X 1
AT N R AR M 7 T R U e A AR S
T REAS 23 Bl R 5% IR0 1 A R AT S5 B Y S
71X A S T S PR E O TS A AR IR A T
A BUIR S BFT A T M Z R AR |1 ik
=ANRE R RAS

2 RE

LR SCERZE IR AN ) AT BN, A S0 X
O3 T BIBAT Ay 1 52 W S S B — 14 TF [ 67 g, T
2 P AN [ %) 5 W () B 7 o L3 b 5 AR g 6
3K T AN [ 5 M 7= A 1 15 S PR R AR T A E 1Y
LA o R o S AR R DA Ay v A [] A A A 7 S
VR HILE wh g I £ 2 1k 0 BIOR B S Bl T B AT
Sy SRR S 7 R T BCR R B TARE A T = R i
B HUL, AR SCIRHE MG vh AR, W1 TF &
HANE 2 s B9 R T A LUA R BT R A i it
A AR, DA KR e L 3 AR S AR 4 2 T
A1 S5 R 2 1 e B BRI HE A
2.1 ALAE I FAT A BB EEANID BB &

SEHRAATSIER

HYUNFESE B TR A C 5 HArR R AN
— &AL FE B2 (Ashforth & Mael, 1989), 3% —HE2:
T A+ 2IA[F 38 (Tajfel, 1981; Tajfel & Turner,
1979), MRIHILHLIE, Bk 0 B R AR 2
SCAC, R A B A B O s, A
T B A TR L BT A R AR, A ATk & S SF
BEARIIE . IR PR (Blader et al., 2017), 3453
HR T 41 20N () 5 B R R/ B0 1) O R S B
WS L AR F R R SUA R B B T2 20
IR BUIR (Abrams, Wetherell, Cochrane, Hogg, &
Turner, 1990). #R1f, A CHkIEIEE IR, mAZUA
[ A T ARS8 5 H RS s R A — BTk
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O BB e g R %27 %

S —

BRI 3R R THE AR
MR ERS SRR |||

]

WoE—: ALUARXT R TAI
FAT N B HEAIHIE
R EATE R

gty | 7 K
/ 5
7 TR BESE=: BNRVAATOR
;o BRI SRR MR
| . SR EEE
i BT R :
\ B AL F] /
' ;
N [@%m%iﬁ%ﬁ] s
\\' /'/‘
1R
@%ﬁﬁﬁwmmﬁ$m] [%@m%ﬁﬁ] [@%@%ﬁ%}
AASI R
Y Y

)|

e i)
BT

&2 4

(Fuller et al., 2006; Tangirala & Ramanujam, 2008),

B vh SRR (Packer, 2008) 3Lk i 1 BE 1Y
A—EOW S T — AT RS . IR
AP A 2 AR B O TN ) -l BRI A, H
[F) A A R A TRl ) B3 T — s 5 T s w3k

»| ALK
[ |—— |
/ AT

2

ZUA )X 53 AT S A 28 00 5] 64 5 i B AR BT 5 (4 AL )

X G Je AP AR LS SR B AN o X A1 SR
5 TR BRI h 2 i, B RAT Y L s IR
X AR A AN I T LA H S B AT S o o T LA
o flhn, 57w RUE BELAS T 4545 53 185 4 X T
HRE o R B B 55 T % Ik, AT 237 e RV w2
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J&(Dahling & Gutworth, 2017), 24 & A ] 51 T 8%
S5 ZUAY FEAE vh 2], A AT 2 0 IR A
SR AATTAR T o A 1 T HOR S Z SUR TR A  RA
%7 M A TR G TR B AR Y R v s
AT A 25 0 S Hh R SERSE IR, AT
XA ) e I B A B A 2L F 25 o Packer £ Chasteen
(2010) 1) U AN SZUEAF 55 35 40E T BT o 32458 184 (14 4%
O PREAIZ L AR A R b 5 X AN ] 5
A G NBUIR Z 6] 2C R IR A5 VE T, BT RAAE
BT A iR i IR 51 R B R IR S X H 4L
RFBIXIATE X — A, EIth, FRATTH 0 B3 v 58
W HLBUNF S A IR Z IR, BIE 58
&, LUK AR 6] 56 Z08 4, LIS o
ST EASIN GRS BL Y/ Nl TS 5 R RU L
AT, HLUNIR 5 M2 O F A

e 22U TR 1 03T A T RE 4 B B R,
B AR EAH (Blader et al., 2017), BIHTHFST
SCHR 7R, 24 0 T BRI, R A R R
i1 B BT AT 8 DL AR B (Yuan & Woodman,
2010; Zhou & George, 2001), K itt, ZHZHIA [ FIEL
FERUIEREIP ORI AN B YR TN GRS o823 AL
FULRAIHEAT A -

P TANHFAT R A TR HARE . i
AN A B0z B AR DUPXT L B AEA
N F|(Anderson et al., 2014; West & Farr, 1990),
2 2 U R 9 51 TR0 B L 2L BT R
ECIUIRT 212U AT HAT H e B AF AT A bR
E AT DU TS, A AT A0 2 7 AR X BOIR AN 6 0 A8
o BT B AR 2R H SUR KT 4r 1) & e,
ST LA ATt 23 AR O BOIR o X SRS W 2 BB AT
g7 A 1 H B2 [ & (Birkinshaw & Mol, 2006),
B AR~ 1) 1Y) — AP ML RUAT S (Marinova, Peng,
Lorinkova, Van Dyne, & Chiaburu, 2015). [A it,, 41
U [A] 5% AR IR 32 B 5 ZU A KL vh o2 i, AR
255y X L LIRAS T, DA R Al L AT o
I, o AU TR 5L T AR 832 SRR A B3 v 58
I, AT 23 A A IR I BAR R X 2 SR 4 1Y) — Fh 3
W, B ATEEAR T BE A BIR, AN E B TR
BT, B, FRATER T v 58 5 ZH 2N [R] 3
AN IR X BT AT Ry 8 B G ] 5 e, RS o
521 Ay, 2H 2N RIS N T IR AN AT Sy 1 A
VA A 2 S KR U LS R FE T AN T B U
NIRRT BN AT Ay 04 T A 572 1] S, 9 o 52

AL, AU (W) L 38 IR KT BB AT R 1Y) 1 e
Vi v
22 MEHRMSIEFE:FAWINE. T FID/H

#8558 AT Al A £ B 689 F2 e 4E A

G — BB N A B BRI v R R S B0 T
[ 20 20O Ti) i o) B RS il s S A ) B B SR
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The process whereby organizational identification promotes and
prohibits employees’ innovative behavior

LIU Yan; ZOU Xi; SHU Xin
(School of Economics and Management, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: One of the key elements for firms to develop stably is a high level of employees’ identification
with their organizations. Employees’ innovative behavior is the cornerstone of firms’ innovation. However,
there are inconsistent research findings about the influence of organizational identification on employees’
innovative behavior. The normative conflict model provides a theoretical lens for deep understandings of
their relationship. According to this model, organizational identification has a dual impact (i.e. promotive
and prohibitive) on innovative behavior through two disparate paths (i.e. dissatisfaction of the status quo
and conforming to the status quo); employees’ perceptions of normative conflict are crucial conditions to
trigger their dissatisfaction of and conforming to the status quo; leaders’ expectations and support for
employees’ innovative behavior play moderating roles in the process whereby organizational identification
promotes and prohibits employees’ innovative behavior.

Key words: organizational identification; normative conflict model; innovative behavior





