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* &t 744 # (Conceptual Framework)

FE $0A 2] BA 2k 2= 3K 9515 B9 S 70 1] 350 oz B 3
EFAEEEHERNAA

XM BRI E O
(P EANR K575 NF2Be, dbat 100872)

W OE OEMAREFAHKRESD R AARERGNA, LEAREROBRARRERINEL RE,
F XA A 5 R WA I R I B AR BE K, AR IS O xR 0 PO F X AR AR R LA 9 BT LA R 2
BEFEE@E B F AN ER, BT EFXMFTRALENG T BRERNAMRERGH R, FFRETHE
MM IR, R B RS K3 T X AR F A BT H AR AR A 3RS AuAe 2R B R BRI, R B AL & A B ] A R AR
SR F A X R d RAFE, FIAR T84 TAE G 47 F= TAR BB R, BE s B BA 47 2 fe AR ST 2= A R T ) 3
B, RE, BOEME SRS TR EL PRIATER. FARERZAITFT EMARETX
ARG oL 24, AMBR e TR TSR N, R 5 R,

KEBIE EMANR, 2FXAAF, BRALGR, Mgk, RAEREHEE

SEKS  B849: C93

1 SR — TR EE b Bl 2 AR B RCK,

5 S ’j! ug g/[:{ﬂlﬁ A ‘A I‘Eﬁég i s

B S B A SR T 2y | e IR RAORACLS, T

o / i ” 2020).#A11 100 4~ E FK 84 & B, 40% L4 EA4H

BrgpRAR, JorZ =R AN TIRBING o o gy 5004 I 1 9E £ K S0P BB T1
CESCT S S CE L A UEN LT < N

A A i _-(Hoch & Dulebohn, 2017) FHItt, [EIP4FE 3 i
2020 °F 2 J3 R A, LT  SEEN gy e e e T e, 6855, 2004
AP SR BT G650, WA l h 9

s . g /) o FEEM, FET L, 2006; Eisenberg et al., 2016).

50%~80% M LL I3 <, Rk 22 1 A (A 23 31 #E 4% FAAT T I S SRR, W feT S T 0L P A fr Sk
PMEM SRR MR G, B2l B I HIEE A I =2 0 A T 2 S T () B ) B AR Sy — el
BRGNS L S 2 5E N, B AT BA B 1 P BA 2K 280 L L BN A S S [ 5
(virtual teams) R 1 [ L SERBERTHO TS24 g i A o T D 58 D 405 R 5
ZUB. M RAE R M2 (5 REAKS AR R [ Mk 22 19 9 74 i 52 3 (Hoch & Dulebohn,
SR NG R R L AR AT AT AL UESHY 2017), K i Hb Wi B 5 & B9 W BA AT 5 (Bell &
(Townsend et al., 1998). Fifi & B W B A 135 K A Kozlowski, 2002), [F]EBAPI3E 4 5L T.fEfE 78
ML I I VA3, MR AU AT A A B ke, 7 IS AR (1 0 B e, TR A R 8 1] A f 455
RN, CHEADIRERY, 50 (shared
leadership) 25 Hg $UL A BA & 8 D fig 9 450 455 X
Hoch & Kozlowski, 2014; Zhu et al., 2018; JEZE4T,

Wk H A 2021-11-10
* [EHE [ RFFE ST HE (72072176), EZKALSR

234 T A H (21&2ZD136). FKUKER, 2017; BN AL, BUEEAR, 2016; R,
WASVEH: FEdEYl, E-mail: 13161898822@163.com 2007), XA, MR BA A B 52 A AR R B AR
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Ry LA E | LU ST 5t (Hoch & Dulebohn,
2017), WIEA 532 2N BHRSE, Nz i 30 AT BA 455
S NN TR IR N TR o € 5 E
IR 0 i W) (1A R SR g (A S
TSR DL AT A f 41 0 2T 45 7 4 46 AT A i
Bl H5EGMERMG AR, HELSFEH
Z NBAEOTS: A @ B (Bligh et al., 2006), H
FREZPMEDCR . miRdt s | SRR THE, DL
BA B 53 AH B 455 DL S B AL ] H A5 (Day et al., 2004;
Faraj & Sambamurthy, 2006), ItAh, 5T 1550 A
BN, K UL A A 4 55 10 1 B LA 28 R M RN e Ak
R A, 0T AT BA R 1 1 B B SR AR i, TR
P BA A0 7 HAT AR 4 1) R P (Bell & Kozlowski,
2002), HAT 1) 5L T34 42 AL, Lk A B 5t RE 6%
FEM R, K B 43 Be R0 A G0AT: 55, B AH 2 R R A,
L[] K FE T 1 A A A RE R A AT S oK o

HHl, BARAKETFRCFELEAT RIS
AR SR L] (Zhu et al., 2018), {H 2 & LH
N =l NP W R R T 7 o VS A =3
(Eisenberg et al., 2016), i H 3CUES5H B 5
KT 5 B ME G Z M R IFA -3 4
KEBWF Kk 22000 7T LUAE o i 30 A BA 5
(40 Hoch & Dulebohn, 2017; Hoch & Kozlowski,
2014), {H5—SEBF5E 0 & B E T Z MR AH G, &
EIEHMIEL TSI AARSCCER U Robert, 2013;
Balthazard et al., 2004), Hoch F1 Dulebohn (2017).
Hoch F1 Kozlowski (2014)1A A K $1 FA1 BA it = 1 X}
HEE, AN fFER, DURER S
FRAE, 7 EE AT ] DUSR i — PR RMEALE], TR
A0 L A P B AR R R R . A AT R,
HEXG T 5 UMEJORAIK R, XFSETT 1
Iy ATBA B 51 22 8] A5 AR 5 R AR 5 ik T ]
THIBAG5%(Hoch & Dulebohn, 2017), #ATH, 52
HATE 2, Robert (2013)IA K78 LA BA Sz
AT T Be R ECYME IR, 5| ) A e Ok
AR ARAL A BE, FIBA AR 23 F % A B
N YRR RIS 0 R, A5 Z L Br ) B BA
£y QRS 1 A = W S S £ R N R (S
BLHIEA B2 2=, ZES R B v A AR 1 AL R AT
RES A ARFFEm, A %EH— L3]I 5 X 40
SEAERIBLER] Y AR

RFT T X —BA, AHFFT 51 A TS 1 45 i 2
& (adaptive structuration theory, LA &j#K AST) N

TSR A, I3 7 A DR AH ] A 5 R R AEAS
[R5 & = AN R B 5 3, Bt 2 454 X ]
A AN A B A7 2 2k A [7) B A A ) 249 4 PR R 2 a1
i, AU R FAE S b A B s
B%(Desanctis & Poole, 1994), X2 A FKANTE &
0 PAT BN e 52 45 T R A A6 X ) SN RN, 2338 3t
Tl 24 R 35 PR o e A WL ) 5 SR AR H 7 AR AR S )
F, AR AL S5 B AR S5k . HOR G R
FE55454, AR RE X T B AT 3l #7
A, X AR IRIR A X = R AE R BN, B
i AR R FIAT: 55 285 40 T LS AR S 41 23 485 0 Y k52
MR ARG, BT, AVRESEENT
TS Al R . R 400 AT BA S 2 S 5 7 A A R A
HLELRERER 7 HEHL1AT BA 52 i e =2 5K 45 = AR
YER R R R 47

FiAb, ARWEFE AN 5 1 mE UL B L 2 5040
JE AN B AR R IR BN o 3R O B
ot TR PIER AR R, H25EFR F 358
T3 I R KRR 2 AR R B S5 R A
(Locke, 2003), 7E &t TAAAN(E N 04 254 BHE,
A A1) 1A T G 50 P R 45 o 43R AT R R N 1% G
HRXT g, Hards e X2 SR 52 m
HLH R AR Z AR, 45 2 = 400 o DA A FE XA
PR A R G R T O T 4R SR

SR, AT H A ER AT LA BA AL
=25 ] 1B BRG0P S A% ) XL T] 8 5% i L
i, AT 58 4K Hb A 7R i 0L AT BA T e s
SR EE R L, R = T X
T BA S5 55052 Wil 1 300 B 25 A, R AL BHLE SR S it 37
XTIk — & 2 AN

2 NHERGRIR

21 HEEATGEMERTES5ERANE

F 52 5040 5 i U A4 B B 245 BIAR 2 1k 5% 1Y
RSN & X (NP SPEERE S N N D o <
P BAC B . AT A 330 A AT BASR A

e A B0 B 1, L EE A T B R T
P A1 BA BT R R A B R A o M
(McIntyre & Foti, 2013), A i & B il = 47 &
(Fran & Priya, 2019; Mertens et al., 2020), HIA{Z{F
(Drescher et al., 2014), B\ A 1§ (Nicolaides et al.,
2014), HBACHZE4(Liu et al., 2014), FIBAEESR
J1(Mathieu et al., 2015; =AM 4%, 2018)F1H: [
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J&i 5 (Bergman, 2012; Mathieu et al., 2015)%,

72 B R0 Jr i, e AR 2l Sk AR
A S (Coun et al., 2019; F25 %, 2017;
JBBEAT, TRvKEK, 2017, RiT4E 45 2017), Q1&E
EBF R %, 2018), BET MR ER %,
2018), H1B\EI#r (Drescher et al., 2014; N7k,
JBEEEE, 2016, R S, 2018), HIBA%= 3 (Liv
et al., 2014), Ml BA & 1E (Pearce et al, 2008;
Drescher & Garbers, 2016), HAARTT M (Zhu et
al., 201 7)) 42 TF.

AT R B 2 S X A A SR ALCA I T
SEMA o R S SO e L Y SEIE 25 ROk AR ik A
(2009), #RJG, 55 (2015) 525 5T 45 (2019) 1
AN BB AR MO [R) B9 ff BE RS2 T XA 2 g, [ 41
BB AL IRTE TixX — 804, U0, Wang 45(2014)
X 42 ANFIE R TT AT, RIS S AT L
PET A A DAL, A AR A 390 e 52 40 e A A il
P BA B 5 [ BA A 0 X B G380 A AR 5
Wi o K E B 2E AR ST T XA R A8, FE
WA A5 B GEYE 4F, 2015). HIBA#>TfiE )
(A MS 4R, X ERE, 2013) 5440 b & BLUE P AR

W FATEARER T I 0T L FEAE 1 i
B, HARG R AR B 3 B4 NAT 55 AR A A
BAARIE I AN, HE 4n4E 452680 (Lemoine et al., 2015),
11552 24 PE R E AR YE (D Innocenz et al., 2016; Wang
et al., 2014), B4 A3 (Lee et al., 2017), TAE
LRk (Liu et al., 2014) ., B[] & 7 FUXUS FERE (K lein
et al., 2006)F (155 FRAEZRAR &, DI R IRBE A E
PEGEYEEE, 2015) AR Z AR A A BME (Hoch et
al., 2010). HIBAIJRE(Fausing et al., 2015). HpAL
P4 (Drescher & Garbers, 2016)%5 F PAFIEZRAS &

BRI T I T A0 5 1 45 A o A ML
B SCHR L35, (R AT AR A 55 201 ik 7% i
W B —, HAur 3z S o T 4R R A
BAJZ UK, 5 J2 52 Wi A R 45 2000 S5 UE0F 5%+ 43 5
o s, G E AL R B AR R i — 2
FITE, It H B2 18 3] 1 o 40452 2 AT AT o 119 71
AR . ER K Z B GE iIN T I T
BN, {H)E Zhu 25(2018)45 7 41 B 55 22
RIS R T REAEE R < FAmS 1, B R T
TCRP B AR FH AL R A SRR R IR AR R B =
B2 (1 rp A AR AR T T | AR SR
FIF 5 AT, 3 RE A4 R T 4 T b B A K2 400 1] BA 3 2

AT FAVEA, B4 X A SC A SR
22 EUMEREETHEZATASHR

TEXT AU A B B BT e, 4005 AR ] — B2
REER RS Z —, (HE RAE P EL S
455 B [ (U Seshadri & Dr. Elangovan, 2019), .
£ 2002 4F, Bell Al Kozlowski 3l # i 7 5 51 A1 BA
b, 3B AR ON 2 LS AR S A BA SR, R
FEHAMA AT . A NI G RIF R GR LK,
JE 00 A A ST st T A P 22 N AR A i A AR,
FHIE AT I = FP AR A AR

S — AR, R AR 2 R T R B R
e TR B A B Y, L] LU S
LT BA 4573 (A Nordbick & Espinosa, 2019; Muethel
et al., 2012; Hoch & Dulebohn, 2017), WEEEE
AT BABITE S (N Lee et al., 2011; JEUZEEST, koK
%%, 2017). Hoch I Kozlowski (2014)7E—i L4 101
A LA B REA B SE o, R LR T
U R B AR I ROR 25 5, R A
XoF T A BA G ke 3 TSR 2 A o

AR, S EUE X F L B G R
WA H 45, N Balthazard 25 (2004)38 i % 2%
AR I SR 9, A R I3k A4 A R A
FIBNGAZ [ i R

5 =R, ST X T R S A B S AR
HA 50 . Eisenberg %5(2016)42 1 Hh
VTR BE HA IR . Robert (2013)7EX] 22
AP A SRR 5T R B, 2S04 T )
AT B 253 %3 [ Beh 5L I [ 01 £ [ A 52 0], A R T
— AL B BRI TS 2 R 15 21, AE )
o e, Ak IS U S AR A A
N A PR P BAIA T, 4 1 R ARk 28 A HE I S50

HH, &5 AR =AMl i SCikie b,
H k= 008 M B LA LU BT A TEYE SCRF, X e
T s F 2 BG4 F (Bisenberg et al., 2016),
BCE SRR R AR 1Y S B 57 (Balthazard et al.,
2004), H A T R 5 xR w20 8 2 AR A
(Robert, 2013), &Gk, 55 F% =Fil e
T AR 2 R F I A AR R L AT BA A R R AL
Hil AT RE SR AR W A, W R AE i, B
SE A AEAS [ AR E 1 A AR DL 3 R 1 5 2

TERE LA 7 T, 2 AT LA i A 3 AR
% (input-process-output model; Ilgen et al., 2005) ,
3 FH % (coordination theory; Malone & Crowston,
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1994) 5 #ie Sy Jenli, 43T 1 RE UL AT BA S 5t R
405 194 HHL . Hoch A1 Dulebohn (2017) LA %
A2 R AR S e Bk, 4 AR R 48 T BA
th, XGRS BN, AT BIBAAKE
RS BB S8 56 22, JF Hg e 1 4= X4
S BGRB8 Y TE 0] AR o [ RS T i i,
Castellano 55(2021)$& i 7E RE LA W 4 A A, 3k
FRETA B TR B BN E4E . ZLHE (team
potency) ., 7Ky, MU R ] BAZAK . Nordbick
1 Espinosa (2019)%: T-HAHLAIA, HmE
T Gy et v P BN 250k Bk T A AT BA v 4 B
TREE, A A58 % 2 Bk LB BA Y 71 48 W A AT
ViR, kI G A0 A 0 B AT o E R
BN, = T % ] BA A Ak A B AR
BRI o 2R, HHOCH LS A S LR, i
O T AR 5 T R A8 P BA 25355 ) £ T S i) 3 e
ZHOE EWSEHE, RORWIAE AR L AETR AR,
Sy e AT A i 0L AT BA Y 5 o SR AR T 0 7R 43
IR AR

3 HxRME

31 HMEEEMRY

P38 1 25 #4) B8 (adaptive structuration theory,
AST)#2& Desanctis Fll Poole (1994)3& T 2 §i % T1{5
BRI 8 5 O R AT FE 4 i A g,
PRI T Ak 2 FR G B A A R R0 B R (2
b))%t A BN AT S A R BE R (R AR, SR 2
YER ot 25 M T A5 . ORGSR 55 25
T = FB Ak, ABATHE AR, ShaS R R 45
GRS, RATE WM —FoH it S E IR, 4%
M R HIBAGS R . 3ETF AST BB “fh 25 (4l
L5 R < B AR G AT 55 S5 ) —FE & 5 3 —47 5
25 Bk 0 % 4 (Desanctis & Poole, 1994), Kk
U0 PAT BA e =2 K405 1 T BIL ] 1 32 8 0 3% 0 2% (A
B 1) AW SE 301 B8 1 57 kg 400 DA A 4 52 X400
ANHTHT SR A 25 5, K i 0L 1AT A 52 4 S 1 A
FEHEHEBNRA BT B, FARTT Z3 i n R = AN Bg
EM BRI M O A A ]
308 5 AT A ) A i) AR 67 1) AL ) S e A A
TR R AU AT B I 5 AT S e i A2
YR TF 1) R A ) HIL A B2 A ABRG SRIRR R
FLAT AL 52 A L b 30 s 1

| [FEAHE
METEI
s St - DG
A
weew |
N gl TN !

. Il !
sty OERE |
_______________ I O R .3

| AR
Y /l\ﬁ:ﬁﬁg :
i N
EETER T RER
EZIH

B AT A PR FE 2L

o, ST (AL . BB L
(FEAR G AT 55 52 Je M (R 55 5 i) = FE 22 AL
BN (b 23 25 46 ) oAy AT BA B 5% i e B HH P S B A
THELE, O TR 2 RE R Bk A A R 5L AR H R
B [ A RIS A R B (P AR B IR, A R AT ] I
BN T MR B ARF L), Ff, dWe
FEAE — SIS B, WAt A i R R 56 & b %
(Desanctis & Poole, 1994), XL HeE T 41 BA
gL I TR AS BE T A1 BA Gk AR kA, fim
4 2% B G AT BN S 80 10 il AE B (Naik & Kim,
2010). Mk, AST #igfth, fARIKZ Mt &H
B BRI AE AR )Z R, eSS (A2 2
a1y 1A BA R AR (B R 25 40 R 45 31 B2 (T 45 45
A1) = 3 7K [ 1) DG S 3850 AR 9 0 S ) 1)
FESIE LIRS, B 28 RS A B Ak B Ik
AR RSN AL BT, T AR 118 2 IR S R B AE
TAEG S TAERE L, LR S s
R (Naik & Kim, 2010),

BRI, ABF0HE o 5 I RF 5 A5 B A i«
32 WintEH—: EMEANEZXASELRANE

TEI 9 T 70 61l % Rz % 3 5 4% 1

T AT IR R A T A FE AL Y SR
0 2 38 33 o 1S S AT BB Y R 1) 7 1) 5
bR FE 0L 1A BA e = 5400 A 1T BA 2 T 114 3L
TIGRNE B He B 4441 . 45 Charlier 45£(2016)
M EELL, 7 R SO0 BA A 4505 ) AT 58 v, AST 3
WA DR AR g SR e AR . AR X — i, A
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WFFE A REAARHE AR 2 ST 7E AST BB LR 1, S0iiE
2 2 K A A R A T ) A B AL )32 L 2%
I HI e 2 450 h H G (L2 ) R
S5 K8 (VAT BN RE #U0 1R ) R 55 24540 (1 55 S A 1) Y 52
BN W 2 BroR, AWTFEE AR AT 6 UL AT A
w2 ST i A BA AL RE RS BN R S LA
S A HIXS P BA SR TE T 5 0, AR 3 5 2 1
M5 5 R G A A RS T BAGA% HY) B7 1] 520
I HL 75 G2 P BA K S0P 5 4 55 52 A MEAE XL T) S 28007
R IR T A o T SORF TR S BAR R B ST i

[kttt |
1 Eﬁﬁﬁi\\\‘
BB | [ Es
Jemskans | | AE etk HIBA SR
v [
EOC L

B2 B e i B A

321 EHRFERKEERTS X HF RS IE [ 2200

WEl 2 R, mEAA AL S AR AT LS
AT A 230 i 2% R AT B Py &R B B, 3 1T 5 M AT BA
WMo B ASEE R (team efficacy) &1 B AL HE R
EREIBZE R, Be—MILFEMNGEE, A5
—A~BIBNA g ST A MBAT — RINAT 8, Lhik
FIREE M BHER” (Kozlowski & Ilgen, 2006), fiji
Z, BB E BN G =22 0E) 56 T ] DL SE LR E AT
% Ky 3 [F{5 & (Bandura, 1997).

Hobfoll (1989)#Y %% I 1 77 ¥ & (conservation
of resources theory) 11 2 HLE RO R M R . A1
SWITRIC, RE A = SRR, s E T
MAEFRLFBL TR, YMMEEARRE
SR IR R, BEAE B A Hh B 1k I R R I T
IRBUHT BT IR, ST TR A 3 25 G 30 . L2
FRMER T 25, FIEAHEE WSS, B
5, 2017), HiZg &5 £ 5 .0 BRIR At S
- 7 /(O 1 = = L eV A R0 R N A T B a
i, A LE5ERS AR RS B, t5
8T BT ARSI RS2 AN W b AR B AN 4
O IR R AL BEIR, By ik e IR R, 77
A GEIRIG 25, AT ARAS B TP i 7 X 15 it - ELHK
T 214 1 BA AL RE I (Hobfoll et al., 2018; Gong
et al., 2009),

MR8 A I AU RE BRI (self-efficacy theory) [ N
7, ARBAEAK VB R, S AOBA 1 O L 5E
BAES, & ARG AEMEES 5 8 TEE
Sk, PEmRTHBAT878K - (Bandura, 1997).
[, P BARL e B A B T B BA G R0K 7 B 42 7,
BB IRIE T — 3% B IE A 2 % & (Jiang et al,,
2012; Nicolaides et al., 2014), g1k, AHFFEIN N
AT BA 55K R SRkt [ BA G5 36k A T ) s e, O AR 3R
FER-T: 19 532 ) AL o ke 3] v A AR

SRR 1: HE DL BA e S 40 e e A A e
TR AT BAG355 7 A= A [ 521

TEREAAPIBNGT 52 R, X &P B ARk B
EPE, HOR 5 B AR AR, X T 4L A
BARHE, AWFFEE] A B BNE M (team virtuality)
AR VR L I AR R (EIT, 2R, 2017).
R AST Biie, Seik i {5 B HARLE i 4L A A i
JUZ A, ST A BN BT B AR 2 A i 7 A
T R B AR AL T B R ROR ALy, b s B
AR B SRR, DL BBR B RIS
TE R H AR T R 32 5 B8 # 5% (DeSanctis &
Poole, 1994). JHICIZHE, ABFFEIN AT A HE S
TEX —HLE R B TR, B BA R L
SR (7 BT IR AL s 55 =2 AR 5 BTl ok i BER &
Jnar DL O B g v AR IR, HE 2, M
[N SR T NN Y e e T o
ET AR

B2, ASWFFE Ay P A R 001 A i e i —
I S5, 7T ARE 237 A 5 m 8 19 /E o Kirkman
1 Mathieu (2005) 4 i P BA S0 PE (& = A2
Xof fufE T HL I A R AT S I MR AR B, R UL A U
TR A A B E B R, DR AR
AR 2 BT BA Y i L 3 s s, 3R
P BA B 7 i B8 AR H 5~ B EA T A2 U, HLAC T
AR MR/ A RBUE B, AT BABL Y 22 8] A 22 3t
A, Rk, AN EE RS —E B E S,
AR A7 B 1 B 2 B BT R R 2
RSB GO ANAIL I AF AL, AT 7 A= A 1] Y R0
BRI, o RO 1A, S v i i,
FR > B S, e R A A AT Ry
18 A BB 51 22 [8] i AR AT J8EF % (Jarvenpaa et al.,
2004), EFPFFEAF THEAG T RIEEN; HE
B, PIRERZ WA, W RORIEAR, o 5
UM 227 ok A BAAYIR il (Zaccaro & Bader, 2003),
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TERXFER T 50T, et 40 S s >k i 141 BA K R
AT RE SRR, BRIk, AHIFFE I A ik 5 1 A BA B
P 4 7 3 52 2400 % T A I B S A 2 i o A
R E M . 27, AT EIIN R AR AR .

AR 2 PR SO I T e 22 40 6 AT BA
SLRE BRI IE 1 5E MR, LSRR Ak 2 U AL,
B0 38— 2 WG S e 22 R, 1A BA R 0L 31 1 1)
WA, BRI A S5, B 4D A 3 £ ) i
TYEM .

A AST Hit, 1554502 = Fitt &85
—, X —HERT, AR ERMESE R
My, X4 J& DeSanctis Fl Poole (1994)7E#EH AST
PRI I A O T BUAE 45 G M ARAE . AF 55 2 ek
(task complexity)&—Fh & WLHYAE 55 @, 7T LA
WM B 5B SR RE B A E
HYFEE (Campbell, 1988), >R & 7= AT 55 Al &I X
B H bR ] e £ S BUT & SRR T, XA
BN FE B 52 (Campbell & Gingrich, 1986;
Campbell, 1988). 11555 Z= 4 © 1 I Jhy A 26 141 BA
JE& 1 DR 1R B2 % 5% AR 1Y) 2 229 95 A8 & (Kleingeld
etal., 2011). FRATIA A T BAAE A0 1 5 1 52 20 PR (4
G5B}, HemE A T 1 P A o v 1 AR BB IR

FEPATEZAT S50, 1T H I B R R Ea
PeK, ATBA B 51 2% H B0 50 25 B RS 28 1) 22 48 ¢
&, VW Eshas RiE WA VE1T M (D Innocenzo et al.,
2016) 17 K80 BAGE B B T N R 55
TMi2H 2 Y (DeSanctis & Poole, 1994), i LLXFli3g
R A 23 IR BN R 3G . AR B IR ORAE FE,
XS TR A O BEGE IR ARE SRR, AEX
SEORWT R AZ B A S AE T ST A TR Z IR 25,
MNTHTRA5 B 22 1) 1] BAAK BB B% (Hobfoll et al., 2018).
Bt ok, WRAE S5 AR fAT B, A5 S 00 3 4 T BA
1 E AR D, =2 S8 et B WA A AR I A2
Wang 55 (2014)i# it 700 & B, 25 BA S 51 1 T
YETE & Zunt, FREG PR ST, H L, nf
F N BT A A

G 3: AT 45 A F R AL ) A 2 50 X
1 AL RE SR B 52 M)

BA B3 Al (team intrinsic motivation)Ji T
ARNFRSIHL, FE7E R BA B 5 B s A& AR o F
JE i (Wang et al., 2016), #{& X MR ZE] T
A ATTAE 55 FRRE T3 189 45 A O T 14 36 R 45 4 (Amabile,
1993; Chen & Kanfer, 2006), 7EiXFifE&F, HIBA

B A2 BT 55, RIS AT 55 [ B PR R R 2
J&(Morgeson & Hofmann, 1999), & NERshHLL
WRE CAEANRZ I, (R REMIR BREN
AT AR A R BEAAJZ 1T B9 728 4 (Grant & Ashford,
2008). fil4n, Wang %5(2016)1A N A BA L] L3
AN 2 B LS R R HE) 20 AR
AR o X — UL A5 5 AT 0 254 2 AR TR A X g
(Chan, 1998), X ZiWRE A1 BN 1Y SIHLZE K30
ML RE, AZRAS ANZ 25, M
W HE ST DL A2 10 AT

M4 B 3 YL B2 (self-determination theory),
IRBE AT DL i = A O B I R R R TS
WHNFEHL: A E. GBS A K R (Deci & Ryan,
2000), FATH 2R 52 G0 F 3 A 3 = O B SR
X A BA RS S AIL T AR BRI . 1 5, T BA R 5
AT UL B 3 AR Y5 AT 55 sA MR PR A9 A [] 1 78 14T BA
Mg e AU B R R B sy, I A
TFRLMERE IR, X —id B8R T I8
TRTEER A EEGE, AR, 2020); [FRT,
BT, B1BA K AR 4 AT 55 Fi H
T P AN [ T AN 17 b 2 e <400 2 2l N JB 7 £
A RIS AS R Y AR s, Al 232 2] 3]
B RE Sk, X—MERE ST R RTHE
I1#9 TAEBE J1(Parker et al., 2006). “34h, HIBAAL
b R ] 0 1 2o AR 257G B T AT BRI Z R WL AF
A 018 AT BN G L, 2 s A AT 5 A ol B ST R
HWRARNTE, UL =Fu0 IS 200 2 AR T
AIBA A TAESIHLAY SR . ©R PR R, HA
1 ZALAL ] 25 A 35 S5 5 H A Gz 18] 7Y
KRG, TSR, 2017),

SyAh, ARE H IR G E BIE, SRR A AT
SHLIE 2 B USRS R H AR, W B FJE AT
Sy, XAAT AT LAE A B R E IS ) bR R
15 (Deci & Ryan, 2000). 4 A1 BA B 52 # N EF ShAIL T
W R, AT AE AT B Oy T A S5 AR B i v AR
A, A REABAE N € E TAES, k)
2 AR R 3 B0 &5 19 B BRSO . B 0F
SEUEWY, A1 BA PN AR Bl B 23 4 ke FR AR 1Y FAT BA 45
(Cooper & Jayatilaka, 2006; Kim & Lee, 2015), %
G UL LAy, 130T A .

AL 4 R DL BN s 40 S o AT A PN
BIHLXT AT BA S 35™ A= 1F 0] 52 0

AN, HE AT BA A BA R B AL —
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HAERA R RN . WNHTSCHT IR, 76 I
AT EHMHES T, BN S8 r= g, it
T A PR BB A T 8 A B TR AN ML 25, 7 30 46 % R A
MLEERT, 2GS A S W 2 F Bk 5
B A EFR BT RMERT R, T2, Bl
AT BN e 5 8 %o T A PR 38 B AL A 4 0 1 B
B AHJE, 5 Y FOLPE T RE S ol 1A BA K A (]
AR EAF B0, HEGERAREAE, #E—
#2538 A BA IR L (Jarvenpaa et al., 2004), iX
A WA v 7 A A 40P 8 B — 2 I FHELS £si ak
B R AL 2 BTl ok By d Ak, He 2 40T A 3K e
i 50 F X T BB N FSSIAIL A S e 230k 55 . 2R b
AT A5 20 40 5T R

AR5 TR ST T e = 40 5 ) 141 BA
PRSI ALY 1E 1) 520, L3S Fh i 1 a50n 2 3 U A,
BB 3K — 5 I A 5 2 17, 1T A i 480 3 3] 1 1) 37
YER, BlaRIE A SE, A 8L ke 2 17 )
WYEM .

1 BT 55 52 22 1 7 1AL BA P 350 sh L 3 46 rp 949
YEFI M BT R S TS — 8, B 44E 55 AT A
HRARNBE TR, BT LIF B 52 BN
Lo RE A B 22 4 56 2R 5 A VE4T B (D’ Innocenzo
etal., 2016) IRIFFIRIRAF B IS, XM T AT
HER 0 BETT IR AT S TR IR, 7RI BE AN T (1) 32 e A
GEP ST 2R ES S, XFESWEEL
B H ERRK . BB RFOCRTT R, M2 5 A
AR N BB AL R SULFA A AR 32 T X R 2%
FIAE S5 M AL 2 1, PR BT 45 52 2% 1 7 g 400 1A A o
TIE DL, A S R AR A A BT 55 2 4= M 4 O ) i
5 UL AT A 22 545 X6 AT A P B S AL Y 2 )
Ft, w452 W B A

G 6. T4 E Ak IE R Y 5 U T 0
AT A P9 & S AL A 5200
322 EMFEBEEXTSXTE A G 7 5 70

T e 5 T AR T A AE 9 TT LA W 3
1953 4F, f%H KI5 E BRI S 5450517
L, S HET BN R M — G A, B 51 TR
S & H 8 B A 77 1 (Berkowitz, 1953), TEPLIR T
T, —REOUT R E E RS I, PR TR
BT[] . Zhu 25(2018)3 i SCHk =i, &
T AT 7T BE 23 1 W — LE AN RIS, 40 . U
ZYR . TR, FIBAEE . T
BURESE, IR AH G 2% 5 R RTINSO T L 28 F

Feo P, AHTSE E R PR AR S = S 7 1 40 A
A A 1 Ry R A

41 1k (social loafing) R 42 3% 3k 7778 T [41 A
WAt & H Bl R, Steiner (1972)fk 545 HiE
Sy Bt A VAT BN G 5% 5 F 8, A AR R 5%
JIFEBE T R, A ARTE A BA A Y 52 Br 2R 3 (actual
performance) 5 ¥ 7£ % Pl (potential performance)ff
HERRERRSE . BRI SEREENMER
TP 722 5, (EL A A 2 2 0 1] K R A — e 141 BA
PG, 38 I 5k AT A v BT A A A SRR R 3 g 1A BA A
SIEREE, PR AT R G AL B, Sy 2
FEA P A TAE SRS 5% 1 T 3 (9 72 B (Pefiarroja
et al.,, 2017), HEZEX —Mik, FATKHES1E LN
oA BRI AT 53T

FAAHCBEEUE DT, 7 58 R 2 3 BAT AL 25
5 AL B 5 48 Jin i1 T 22 )5 [ (Varshney, 2019), £ 40
AR B A BN T A% 5% (Karau & Williams, 1997) . 45
S 51 A8 (Murphy et al., 2003)ZE X 4260 E
[0 RN o N B N B e = W S S (4
FEAFFEIEAE DG, R A 4R gt T —
FhitE 2 | HES TN TR, EXEE
T, ABNNEETT R L I SAE Y HOW I 4, #E
ESQE TN R o oy P RS K P R £ B )
— PP LT, X FAT R R RBEAR T A
Y 2L B8 F1 M55 4+ 71 (George, 1992), A WFE & BA,
P AL 23 1 Ak T 2 BA 36 T B R0 0380 T A 5 Tl
(Pefarroja et al., 2017; Hoon & Tan, 2008). [ It
AW FEIA A AT B 234 A 10 185 02327 Ok 141 BA G 5%
KPR, 25 1, WL S0 R .

A 7 HE LA BN A4 Tl A A 2 1 Ak
X AT BRBERI A £1 16] 5200

X i A R0 AE K A8 AT BA e AT e 2 i Ak,
TEILAE Y IREET, AT LAAR R 25 B Hb ] W s W6 2 i
GUTEARTIE, AHAE KA AT BA b, AT BA K 5 % VA i
FLR ORI R AR B, Nz b PR B A, B
D30 BT R B ME LA PEAY, A 1E PN G4 22 0 3 A L
HOAE T HARE G, FEBIBMES LA A%
71(Chidambaram & Tung, 2005; Perry et al., 2016),
AT 25 8 T A 0 A 22 B RS 0 (R RS o SXRE,
A K LM B 5, X TR BB B 2, A Ak
HAE BBk, I BA R SIS AR i P RE MRtk . 27
b, ATAR BN TS A A

AL 8. P B 4BL: I fi 8 T A 52 240 T 0



%8 M UASTE S5 R AL B S a0 T 1 L T SRS - Bk T RS PSS A 3R O LA 1777
GRS AL 10 P B DU T o 8] 55 22 20400 X

fE AST BSHESRT, HIB\N oS MR AR
W) T H 2L 0 A BA 3k 72 AL | (DeSanctis & Poole,
1994), FETF b, ABFRETIAXRIPRIER 75—
A, HBA PR oE o AN SRS . 455 0P 28 (task
conflict)F15& & 1% (relationship conflict) (8k4
& 2017; Pinkley, 2013), Hi1, KR EE A
BARE 03 Z [ AE IR IR . AN . AR Jr Tl = A AN AH
HME, IR E K . BE . AR 4 (Jehn,
1995), 2EAR A 3 A Ry 5¢ R v 5% — B 4 T i+
SH TR, WHEAT B B 4 2L AR B (- R
BRLT, #ATT, 2010; 4% 4%, 2020),

PSR P b oW Y R e
PERH % 2 — (Kocolowski, 2010), FIHAAFERISIA
K, AR BRrE W BR, TAEZR G R4
SEER, BUR TC A B IO B B, AN e
Az et PR AR BEPE £ A (Wright & Hobfoll, 2004) .
WG ERS 5REA S T 805 A4
PR 2 G TR B R, MRS S ek
AHARL R G B N4, 22T E AR Hh
G251 AL S (Bergman et al., 2012), JEW7 =4 %%
. BEAEIE . M H, B BRI AF
arist, AU 3 A A 25 57, WU RLU ) FA
B9 U5 70 BC 285 SR 1 A 25BN 344 in (Bunderson et al.,
2016; Greer & van Kleef, 2010), 7EILEEE T, K
7 3 A B ARAS T 2 R IR AN A 7, T s A )
H WA BRI A B, MEADIL. Rl
S5 T TH 19 22 5 AR T A PR s B 5, Ak T OR
A B\ G 5% (Greer et al., 2017), ArAn] LIAS R0

i

AL 9. KDL IAT BA S 5 AR i O R i 5
Xif AT BA G850 A 1] 500

X Fofr ey A 200 E HE UL AT BA o B AT RE AR AL,
X R O R g T A By R A AE R 8L AT BA o
(Gilson et al., 2014; Liao, 2016). &R,
A N 25 5 W AT A 370 e 3 I 3 SRR A 7 R U5
BT HA R R, A RIE S K& (Cramton, 2001),
M L 420 BA B 5% %) SO AR 5% 2 R IR B AN XE R
FEAE M EARA — B0, F 25 50 5 B2 A5 AT 5 )
T RHOC R WP RN G S Ah, MR o) R
IR T O B R AR IER, IA AR AT RO AR, wh
WS KA (EEM, BT E, 20060), 4% F, A
AN BF ST Ay

KR ERMFZ

ARG I A B BT 55 52 2% 1 A 1 1) T Ay B AR
th, SRR B R B T e R R T
Yyhe, BI, A AAE T8I T8 2 2 A M AR 55 i,
EA T TS 0 A BRI SE, AT Y
FEAE RN SR WIAT TR, EIIT R 2T S, AT
ARG BRRNEETE R, P B A 2 B AT
N B 2 1 38 e 5 5 1E (D Innocenzo et al.,
2016). 17 K251 A BAGE & 2 th T2 N B 24 1T 55
ALY, BT LA i 5 4 F A 4 23 1 i A 2 Fn iR
o [RIBEE ARG BE IR AR A7 BEIE, XS 5 A1
23 A =2 AT i P A 90 B T U R A S U,
LR A 77 AR T 2 () BRI %, X FEEE
ATt SmemeRpR, 7o, s
ML, 5215 PSS IE G T
[ SR OC R, MITROC R LSS X REARFF LR b
S M FETE(Hobfoll, 2002), I Hilk & & A B T FA%
G TAL 2B AR B pL, X B34 A DLAE R B 5
33 TR ¥ (40 Shive et al., 2010), % b, AJ153|
R A AT AR

R 11 55 5 e B i S S
ST RIIE R th =R M R2 A
33 MREHRZ: EMAREZERANSENEE

T B S 70 601 4 R % 31 5 5% 1

Naik F1 Kim (2010)% EAST (Extended AST)
S HERGIA T MER R A, I ETER
2 136 B (Charlier et al., 2016; Robert, 2013), iX
PEME TR AT UL AT ] AST 4307 52 400 141 BA 3 22 400 5
HEANRZRAERILE . BAREL, ABFF 4k
KL = Rt SR ss T, Hoh k=4S
RFBALILEM, BRI R ARLH,
1255 AR RS 5N A ST . AT IR
HARRUT NG B8R A5 040
I M RZLREFIAS (A N R S Y Hh A DL XA R S
AR IE S, [ B O TR AR e S TR AR
A LA A G T e, B —P L, B
22 A1 BN i 40 R 55 8 B AE < XU ) SRR H Y
PEAEH . AR BIS AL AR 3 iR,
331 EHFEEEXTES IS IE 5 750

A0 BA 3 == AT AR RE 5 AN
BIHLAFE DL 5 R R R Rk
BEUT =AW K, LSS n T
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KL BA HBA
SEmRMG || —
"""""""" L ke
=T
A oo
Vi%liz‘sbm\
SRR

JEEZT

K3 WFFERLER R B

25 EIMERARE R, HpgEs s e
PBEIRAIAL 2 IR, A B T ARSI R A
Wi st DR AF FIAE AP BE IR, By R WSRO, AR BEUR
WA, MIARAS IR A 2 A TR RN, =, 3t
=T A B T T A N, A
R T TARRE Sy, i a4 S A SRl 2 6
TRARWE, X =R 2 nw 2R TR TN
RSN, H =, HIRIABER A ARSI = 9 A
R A O AR S8 B T AR AR 55, e 2 4R
RN G B B MA SRR o i, AT
FEHE AR A

AL 12: HEAULAT AL 52 54T e o A
FIAS A N FR S AL A A SR A2 TE [ 500

J381, AT BN R S 5 3w s 1 & i 4
DA B3 7 A 2 IR A, R B A AT RES
R GV N BB S HLFISCRE R . SR, 3 R A A0
PERR G B A RUE B, IR E R, D
L AR A Z R BATR L, 53 T AR SR 1 458 o
PLAERE 5 K7 1 TARSh AL RIAL AR/, T REHH BT
Fempg s, &b, nIE BT FS e

AL 13 P B DU 18 4 52 20 e %A
RURE RIS Y AR S ALY 1E [ 52 e, LSk i 4 %
BEfE U AL, BUEA— i S 2 A, A AL
PR B IE 15 98 /R, B Im ARUE, TATBARE A1)
P 38 B AR

TAERAE RSN, A0 TARRHERELE 2 T
PRI F G B0 BRI BE T AR MR 19 52 8L
(Hackman & Oldman, 1975), 1 R #Z.0 TAERRIEZ
— F AT 55 H AR 1 D1 T 58 U AR XS ZH 4L
A NRYF M B2 BE (DeVaro et al., 2007), 345 T.IA
A GRS, 2 AR B T AR B R X
PN B A 2377 HE R, ALt ™ A2 AR

) 7 SCJBRRI T AT B A SR O BEIR S, 4f i 3  HE
TAES . BAREIABSR B, WAt2 (58 T
FEERE, A TEMBI TAENE XL, A8 TR
fofi ey RN HR AV A [V JRR, 4k T A Bh T3 s HE g A T
YERY W TE ST HL(Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978), H 4k,
PRI, AT s AL T 500 Ao
A (Vroom, 1964), Grant (2008) 7 11 28 164
PO, M0 TR H A A TAERE S Xl AT
Wy, ]2 WU (R 53 i R R E D)
FH (15 B RE 8 45 At A SF v 48 1) P oo 38
LKA 25 AR, BUR A7 AR ATE £ 1y i
(ARG 1o AR, BNBEE S HEMMA T, B
GUERELFRET, PAELZ WAL,
BB TAERIA S, BB AC TENE
X, A TSI — TR, RRAEZS
P[] RO 7 25 W ISORN 22 48 A BB Y B e, TR R
T 8 DA JH 25 ) R AL BB G R 1 R R, 3
U85 T R 1 0 R 8 5 RN AT 55 5 B Tl Ol
HIRE SR T B N, S 1sm L= 4 S~ A A
WA BERYF I S BE o &5 L, WIAR BT BT A
SRR 14 AT 45 BB IE 1 0 Y 4L = 40 S
AR RE RIS A N R Z AL 5
332 EHEMKEERTEIAMEEH f1 R0
ARTRFTALI G| 57 1) A A8 2 A 67 o
(workload) Al T/ £ & (job anxiety), T4E i fai8 1Y
BARRE T S 28 T AT 55 (F 8, 2,
2017), MIGFHIEAAHICHANE, B TRENAE
FRE, AR BEAE S fE e [ R ) 9%
VBB, R ASAF ANy 96U A6 At Dy T8 09 43 TG
(Hobfoll, 1989), Rtz 4 e R @, 5T
LB IR AT 55, 0T BAE BB S B) 2
g Aag @B RC e SR EE S, A
TS B ORI I, TEKEY K, TRz
B AR S far
T AR RS A R B T T AR DC A AR 28 FE
TR A TE AR O FRAR S (Baruch & Lambert, 2007),
A AR AR 2 T, il 2 R T
2377 2k TAE# JE (Hobson & Beach, 2000), itk n]
VI, w280 5 7 22 A A g 5 e [) 43 e 40
A, o ik E B B R N AR £ 1) AT 5
FAAT TAEE . AR 28, ST ER
W TR SRR CRIL, By, 2021), Mmidk
EZXUFHEFEAEEESS, BREEX,
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X ] 8 S A 01 TR R R

EE TAEM AT S GO, B TR 2 T AR
T 2 T R FORS ), A — R LR T
BT O BRI, DA = A O B ) S50 v IR
55 R FERARAEBIE, YRORBIR R AR, Ak
W& B IRARAE R SR WG, A P A AT T 3R AT A ¢
5K ST BE By LSS 7, AT SR B A £ A A 87 4
A AR AT BB FRAR TAESi3UK F-(Hobfoll, 1989), T.
A BT 51 T AR 285 B F0AT A A T AR % T A
H (Mccarthy et al., 2016), ¥ 1E &S FHS
(Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996), ZHZH /) 51 T.%F &
[R5 () DA 5 0 W 25 5 e B A 2 b 53 TR 1 2
BRI, T 7 A B 2 N 2 i — A0 s i B b1 T4
TRAS BTN, TER AT S 2 R AR AT
o XAAFHN T SLUERF SR MRS, 110, McCarthy
SE(2016) 50 IE 1 T A £5 BT & AT 55 D88 Y 1 55
Gy A~ o VN s TE D = (1

AR 15 HEADLIAT BN =2 20400 5 5 A £ A
T AE AR ST MRG0 H: B 1 R

— 7 TR B 1 T BN R UL A B ) e A
TR TAE A A T AE SR . X Eh, B
1 BAAE R — BBt it S 54, S R B i 9% 105 D
BLgs, W4 AR R P, 3T LS A 4L 52 504
TR o E 0 SR P AR SO R R T —
I FE, FTRESSH R AH SRR o i T2k 38 Y 4]
A 40 4 iy S A AT 3 Y k>, T L A 3 S
) e (45 53 M LA S e it TAEAE %5, X
J B T TAE ST o i HL, TR RS, 34
TIRBA KRG EA R BT, RARE
S BR B FEUR AZ BRI U, AL
AT B G 5] kb T %ok FAE 58 0 N R b
(Hobfoll, 1989), F4h, HFXTFHFHNTER
o A, R LA BA Y AR AN SR EE G 3 B AT RE A
BEREIR, HORTTRE2x AR A LY KB AR, ff 5
THELA A4 TAE S FEE T, XA R 8UR
T A B B IR 4. SORE, FRATTT LIS B 40
T i

AR 16 BN L R 5 3 =2 40 S X TAE
B g AT AR £E S T s, L3R O 9 00
U A, BRI — @ I A A0, T B 00 e )
o PR E R, B IE R UG, A R S A )
EmETER

FAbh, PUATEBAE S5 B BT AT GEE ST T

PR (B RTA T, Al AT IS 1) T S AR R 1) B
ROR, W AR A A B e, X AR —
R JE b 58 1 5% DR R AR AU Ay (05 | R A
DAL Bk, RS R E A E R L
55 7 e AT 0T 51 A B R AR FR Y 1
AR 2R b, AT AT O i A

PR N7 AT 55 A A 1 S U
AR B AT A A PR S7 16 2

4 BEREHEXLEET

41 BB

AR ET ASTHIE, RHAZ)Z RS M
PRI T AU AT A S T 5 x4 5 A BA SRR
MRS R B N AEDLTI AN T4, #5dke 3t
T BT GO RSB S AF B
AR A B 5 K2 100 A1 BA %) S8 iy PR B L4307 ) Rl
FRAEH RS BT S B HESE

B, i A IE  A Ay e 4 X i AU
1 BA G 850 A IE TR AN, 2 W T 5 40 FT
FEAE R B T AR, 0L A BA =2 X4
SRR TGN o —J7 1, HE 40U A e =52 2040
538 3k AT B 2SR 2% R AT BA P sl AL IE THT 52 i AT BA
£y O NUN N d e e e S T i N e
AT BN EB S ALY OC & ol (8] U BUR /R, B3
IR —E I S AT, AT BA UL Ak ) I [ 9 5 4R
1, BRI A5, A BA M 300 R 2 17 1) 98 45 1R
H, 15552 2= 1 ) 98 747 e =2 504005 % ] BA AR g
AN A N EB S ML IE T . 55— I, R
1 B\ 22 00 il 4 2P AR OC R b S A T
W) AT A sk, A IO o A 1 g 0 4 o = 5 %
*h o AL OC R W s 1Y ST S, AT 55 A2 e v D)
B ) 5 T A0 T A 2 AR S R i 3R Y £
-4l

ok, ad e T o 52 204 T 445 SR AR & R i)
HLHI B OF 52 2 F A BAZ 0k, TR X 20 T e
K F AN BRI . Locke (2003)32 HH 415
SALER L L m R FRECE AT R
i, B G S R — N )RR R, A
RE R, 48 A BA 3 22 204 5 A (R i 3 A7
RGN o — 71T, 40 A A 3 =2 20 400 2
T A VR 8RR RS A N S B AL IE T S MR AR SR
1 BAHE 00 14 7 3 22 20400 5 A AR50 DA A P 3
LR s U BT R, BIERE—E I



1780 O B R 2 it R

o530 %

FES 2T, A BN U R B E 1 TR, Bk
A S5, PRSI R R S e, 5
T IE ) R S 2 T X RSB A AR
HRAHLIFE I . 53— J7 T, ML AT AL 52 x4
Wt TR A 5 T AR £ A s A R i, 7
oA B 004 7 M 22 U8 5 5 T 0 for D T A £ )
KFRE URESVER, BIRE— 2 6 A 5 20T,
FAT A 401 Ak 8 £ ) 9 AR L, BRI R S,
FAT AR $OA P A B () R VR, AT 55 S 1 47 )
7 5 A X A 7 far R0 A A BB A7 ] S

2 40 P BAIF 5% 40030 — T A R 1%, A Ak
P 4035 A R UL T A, T e = 540 F 5 A
— HAETRRAEA 6] 1B 5 T i il o o R4
AT A 0 e =2 4 7 1 L 2 i O SR Y 45
JEAR TR B Zm, TR ] LR A A R R, Y
BT REIS )  Hes ATR E RIE A AT BA,
TEAR TR AR BE (4 B T 2 BRE R AR 4k, =X
ST A HE AL A R BRI R e, A A L
AT, 5 He 22 2040 T & AR F 0 3 R A 1
LE ARG R G853 AT i 40 A L = 540 R 1) 5
me) ML A Ak, A BD TR DG 2R A i — A0 R
=2 040 T 6 K 0L AT BA 1 B33 5 SR 5% 3 7 A A e
FENA, AN AR T) QIR PR AL T 2 g 1 Hhe
S ATTAE 28 L KRR I () SEUE SRS © 75 A1, AST B2 A
[t DAk, gz H FE BB AR ST MAS
BT, J5 k0223 WA TR 0 f B2 X i B0
17T 5858, AWK AST FRIE sTkosT i . 1 35
SRGH AR i, I H oM AST BRIER T 52 K43
it TR A
42 ZETEBT

TEH R L/, T E A S E S
RAR T M APLEE BB A T, AT 2 80 4001 A A
E BB RN ST E &L T
BINA BB, AR T T i 4L BA 40 fe]
R AGB FE A AR R o A A U R UL
BA I UNfAl 8 7 IR AR B T2 (50, FRIEE E
00T BAAE Hh B (8, ARSI IR B — g
WM B TR ER L EN, AMRAE—-ERE L
fif U T R 0L A A 6 A, SO AL AR T
T EAAS S WER, &8k A H A
R AL AR AT o UL B A R LB
WG WP B L =2 25 AL A At e 5%, FRUR 88 il 61 T
K IR TR N TAEE S5, Wi M se Bl A

BN AR HIE, 5 2L St v B ok —
LG T, AT U B L AUR T
RIS, AR AR WA (1) i B U A A T
VLB B 9 32 B, IO P45 T 24 9 R #0L:, >R B
S 5 T AR AR A AT BA SR, 2 455 90 30 8y B et 4
2, sfl 5t T2 5 5 MRIE =, §Tik
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The double-edged sword of shared leader ship in virtual teams:
A perspective from adaptive structuration theory

LIU Songbo, CHENG lJinkai, WANG Xi

(School of Labor and Human Resources, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: With remote working becoming a norm following the global pandemic, workers increasingly need
to work in virtual teams supported by collaborative technologies. While the literature has highlighted the
relevance of shared leadership for virtual teams, empirical research appears to focus on the positive effects
of shared leadership on virtual teamwork at the team level while neglecting the negative effects of shared
leadership on virtual team work at the individual level. This paper argues that shared leadership is a
double-edged sword in relation to virtual team leadership in terms of both team and individual performance.
Using adaptive structuration theory, we propose a study to show that shared leadership in virtual teams is
not only positively related to team performance and individual performance through the mechanisms of
intrinsic motivation and self-efficacy, but also negatively related to team performance and individual
performance through the mechanisms of social loafing, relationship conflict, workload and job anxiety. The
study also examines how team virtuality, task complexity and task significance moderate these relationships.
Our proposed research not only extends our understanding of the influence mechanisms and boundary
conditions of shared leadership in virtual teams, but also provides suggestions to organizations for
improving leadership and performance in virtual team contexts.

Key words: virtual teams, shared leadership, team performance, individual performance, adaptive structuration theory





