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A S AFAESRIG AR 7 BIASIR] oA X 25 SR A R RN )2 AP 2257 (RSB ARG S8l
St T AN A AR B A AR R RS AT 2 A s B T 3 g 200 1 A RSB A A R AN
A HURIHEAT B 9 H A, (ARG T P IR RN —F AT L, R T “HIBA
BRI AR+ 11 A B UR FH S R A% 1 [T A S REXk [T A 45 SRR M o A R A B ™ 3K —
ISR AIUECN R

[BIRz: SN L X3RO eV E R I, BhIRATAIL 1 51 5 rhastiie il 1 . £ 1E 305
M dl, FATEXS AR AR Z AT Tk, H5EREE A, S 3R
7 WA TBHE SR 2 A AE L X IBRIE N, BATVON AR A 0 2O X — 70 W R FR UG AT A T2
S S R IR R, FEEA RPN KL, BATERRLE T “ BT &
AT A BEIEA P R A WL 18] R 75 A7 AE SR 5 R AN R 2 BIUAN 5] F 50k 4 AR B 10 2002 14
RETAAEZET? 7 X,

R1 PR EREL

BIRERR PRYRES B 95% & 15 [X [H]
TR—RD—TTP Path TR—RD X Path RD—TTP 0.152 [0112, 0191]
TR—RU—TTP Path 1r-ry X Path gy-11p 0.183 [0.142,0.223]

Path g-rp X Pathgp-rrp -

DIFF(RD VS R -0.031 -0.088, 0.

(RD VS RU) et o X Path 0.03 [-0.088, 0.026]
TR—RD—TCR Path 1r-rp X Path ro-7cn 0.222 [0.177,0.266]
TR—RU~—TCR Path rr-ry X Path ry-tcn 0.119 [0.085, 0.153]

Path rg-rp X Path gp-tcr -
DIFF(RD VS RU) et path o 0.103 [0.047,0.159]
TR—RD—TIP Path 1r-ap X Path rp-mp 0.228 [0.183,0.273]
TR—RU—TIP Path rr-ay X Path gy 0.150 [0.113,0.187]
. X i -
DIFF(RD VS RU) Path rp-po X Pathep-ip 0.078 [0.019, 0.136]

Path rg-gy X Path gy-mip

vE: TR= HIP\xBE, RD= BIBAZEIEIF A, TTP = BTSSR, RU= FIBANEIEAIH, TCR= HIB\AliE
71, TIP = BIBABIFGiRL



HHAN RN ZE A IR 45 R 1 R, (1) FIBABEIE I R AE 1B & 8 5 BT %5 534
F] ) FR A RN (B = 0.152, 95%CI = [0.112, 0.191])55 T F1 BN Ze 5 F 78 FH BA 8.5 [ AT 45
SR B T A BN (B = 0.183, 95%CI = [0.142, 0.223]), 1H W 8] Y 2 72 (8 = -0.031, 95%Cl =
[-0.088, 0.026]) AN w35 (2) BN BE 5 &AL HIRA S -5 A1 A6l 77 18] ) Hh /i 35082 (B = 0.222,
95%ClI = [0.177, 0.266] )5 T~ [41 B\ B 51 F 75 18N S f8 -5 BT RA B3 7 18] 1) o A R82(8 = 0.119,
95%CI = [0.085, 0.153]), H.#H# a2 5 (8 = 0.103, 95%Cl = [0.047, 0.159]) &t & ; (3D HIPA
BRI F AL A BA S S5 P BA BT S8 ] 1) R A 30 (8 = 0.228, 95%CI = [0.183, 0.273]) 3% T
P A B R FH AE 141 A s J8 5 T B B 3 5 30 1) 114 vh A 2%0R4(8 = 0.150, 95%Cl = [0.113, 0.187]),
H M 8] 2% 5 (8 = 0.078, 95%CI = [0.019, 0.136]) &% -

gx b, HBNGRIEFT A« A1 BV A2 T BA s -5 T RAE 55 S350 8] 1) A ROSEAS A7 AE
72 55 BN BEIRTT R A B B J5R FH 7 [ A sz S8 55 [T A3 7 [B] P HR A 3B A7 7 S 3 22 5
BN RS T [T A 92 5R) FH 2 11 B\ S S8 5 TR B 4 3 B ) A SN AR A Y 2 2 5, 30OA
A BHE I AR BN 1 AR TR [FI, FRAESCER I “ 4.4 fb A t—— ) 2 e ie”
AR AT TANF, A SR HLHI AR OC P 2 S =F 8 A4

HBA 2

BUREDL: EE MRS S R WX TN BB, A E R, (HCEAAAE— S
IRz AN & 5O AT 8B 2, RO IR TR T S 3 R Bk T R HS
By, BRATINEE SRAEASEE AR H A 2 A HE A e — B T BB B

B 1. MBS “HATTa iR ESIR” KE, EKRBGIENE. BIARIEHE.
BNk i BRI CHBAAE &) HIBARCR S m A E B BN #2 (Processes)
SR Z BARAKIEN, 5EAR BIABIRARF, kAR &7 [ AR 58 SR B AR # 4 5 e v A
A7~ i (Outcomes). FUWAEZ XS HIBAIEAE . BIBGHURZS . BB H(RRE . SiR0)1E I 5
E o BN R 9 IR  2 BN A R R BB, XA L3 R S 5 mi 2 FI A SR, R0 SR
BAEHBNA = o B B AR BN RS, AR 78 BRIk, TR SR T 1L .
Al SR N L R, fn: Cohen,S. G. & Bailey, D. E. What makes teams work: Group
effectiveness research from the shop floor to the executive suite. Journal of
Management,1997,23:239-290.

IRz REA e L o4 R B, 51 S 3ATE— P B g S R p AR B N, R AT RE

R 70 B
LG AN LR R, BATEFEE I L 7TAAERPAM K, I BUR IAE
AT

(D . RSB, BB TOE S, EERXLE AR,

A LRI E e T EAUR KR K, BATEFHE R A NIEHT AR R A A, Bk, 3K
ATREEAR R R RE, AHEMEH “BIGERE” 3, K “BIAEIET AR REN “ [
BABRIEIT A7 5 K “ EHBA BT AR " Ry “HIBNBTIEAI 7 o BRI T

T, AR RE AR X 7 BB R . BIBAGE R, T i B A S S8 5 B BA B T
K BIBABIEFI . HIBNEE R (HIBMESS SRk HIBNENIE F) . BIBAVEIR S0 1ok R AL
SAF, BLRBIBABRIEIT A P BN B8 A2 B B S8 5 RIBA G SR 18l i A e o 141
BAILRE ” — i if i A7 R BIBA BT R MRS AN & 5HEECL, bR “HIERE” —
] B A R i A S A8 - TR RE- B EE D) X3 iR 3, K iR 51 3



) AR B TT ), s 1 IRAIAT R EAR T BN BRI & [ BA B2 U5R) F 78 T BA S 85 4]
A2 S 1B] AR I H

5, ARWRFAEXS AERIBASE R A UG AL B AT Ay AN R B I AN A “ I FE (Process) 7
FIRL A L, T A f5%E Fischer £5(2017)7E (Journal of Management) Jiff & % 3C & rh 25 Y 1 [
PABEVRIF R 1 BIBA BT A AL 240 RAE AL DA . AMO B8R AN SRR 5 SC & (A8 B4 2K
fl (RLIAME LD , “HAGEEHK” GF T AT EGRRANGIENYIGEEE, WET
S A2 SR R D2, WAIBNE =) “HIBAGHIRRI A 7 G5 1A BT S 4f R A5 AR F ]
PATR IR WIAa A &, U T 52 0 A BA S5 R L. Bl B3k, nBIAG . At 5T BT R I
R A A A FIRE R S I 3R B ) 8 Uy BWALEAE S, AU IRBREEIER . B
B ARIASC IR S H IR, 38 5 5] R8s

[F) Bof 25 B AR B SRS HE 50 A L IR SO H BB ¢ A1 A BT A B 2.
HAGIE, fFtbit “HLURERm TR 7, FRATHAE RO & 8 BB SO “ 1B
BERABNBIEI R FIH KB RPIRFR: —DBUTa it .

B FEAR T 4 ) IR A A A L 0 8

Hla: [RS8 5 BN SR K AFLE IEAH G K R

Hib: 1B S [T A B3 5F B A AR TE A R R R

(2) #E—L%. MVEAESR, X R BRI gw DA R T

WERE, OV EERSRBHAEAGEZ L, RERMARET “dE
(Processes) ” MLAHEAT AL & 4328, K HIBA SR ot &y (A1 ARG I A A B N [A1 A 5%
PRI —2RA B RAEH, S RO HES R DIERT 7 4% . Rk, FRA TR A e
FiE. BIBNERX AN B MBI B IR R X — KRR, NHHEIAS . (ASF%
Fischer %5(2017)7E (Journal of Management) Ft /3% 3C & Hh H TN SR & BB IR
FIFH (U6 A8 B 5 ZRAEZE DL J AMO BV R SIIE R 72 3C 2 Hh 148 B 43 3 (R 1 A 1),
KFFARER T BN G AR R E . B RSRIR L FIBNODLEIE . FIBA KRR [P He 3 7k
W A B AT SRR A A R A BE . U SR RE 0% A Ak T B &5 AR A S LRI

AR

R1 BEAKSHE

HIBNBSUETT A BIRA:21, BN AVE R, Fridtss, BIAEZR, HIBOREER, S
BIABRIEAIA AR, FIBGAE, TARmE, BIBESS, HROKW, RIEE

2% Fischer et al., 2017; Blumberg F1 Pringle, 1982; Jiang et al., 2012; [ E AR ESH, 2017; Nowicki, 2001;
Park et al., 2003; Kellner et al., 2019



Team Developing team resources Leveraging general team resources

e Team mental model e Collective team identification
similarity (Ayoko & Chua, (Kearney, Gebert & Voelpel,
2014) 2009)

e Team learning (Edmondson, ° Team service climate (Hunter,
2003) Neqben. Perry, Witt, Penney &

e Team-level career mentoring Weinberger, 2013) .
(Williams, Scandura & e Team empowerment (Kirkman,
Gavin, 2009) Tesluk & Rosen, 2004)

e Team coaching (Hackman & ¢ Group solidarity (Houghton,
Wageman, 2005)* Pearce, Manz, Courtright &

Stewart, 2015)

Dimensions Variables
Capacity to perform Ability, age, health, knowledge, skills, intelligence, level of education, endurance, stamina, energy level,
motor skills
Willingness to perform Motivation, job satisfaction, job status, anxiety, legitimacy of participation, attitude, perceived task

characteristics, job involvement, ego involvement, self-image, personality, norms, values, perceived role
expectations, feelings ol equity

Opportunity to perform Tools, equipment, materials, and supplies; working conditions; actions of coworkers; leader behavior;
mentorism; organizational policies, rules, and procedures; information; time; pay

¥l 1 Fischer 4:(2017)f£ (Journal of Management) FT &3 (% & Blumberg #1 Pringle(1982)# {Academy of
Management Review) BTk % 3C & H45 H 1938 2445

AR AT T 5 AR AR 5 B 1 A S R85 P B PR SR B AR I RONAE 7 A4S, o
5 ANFITE R 7T i 0 55 [ BA S K855 At 52 9 N TAT A B 50M) FH A2 B 280 R RANEAEL, A R T )
s B b R T R BN AET T 59, I FR—-MARbRNYLERESZ
NARAAZEA R, KA Hunter 5(2004) izt A 0 _ 2 iz

v Jnn(n =D /m+m(m-1)r s

ITERD 5 HIBRIX 5 A FFEA 252 m 2 1 BN s 85 BB IR o6 R RSB R Kk, 34k 2
AR BRATALE 0 A1 AR B A AU S o 500 SR (R8O, TR, 50 o DR T A R 356 I 1 1) 2
RAE S, RICEHHE 74 b B 5 T BA 58 U5 FH 26 5 RSB AR KR 2.0 L AE S
fith 32 v 531 i [ Az S5 T A AR 56 R IKIKONAAEL 5 A, 5 ASFITTE BRI 72 rh 3518 55 [ BA s 8 5
A S 0 N T A 5 950 FH AR B8 RO RONARL, DRI, 53 3 2 [ A 2080 2R %) R0 A1 A 6t 2597 A
R K P=AEsg A o B 5B A RSB S BB S & A BA R G R IR 3L 9 Ay, 2N fH
A kgD 20 teAh, BB PSR i B A A ARG TR A 7310 0 5 7 HA AR & (WE 5551
RO BN B RBNAR, SR TT o T AN IR SCERECRIRE A B R 32 52
WHE S, w5 BB HEATEAE T B o B AT BA s R T A W 5 P %) = RO 36 B 1 Ak
NS TO TR TR I ER AR AT TR AR 56

NN T

O HIBRRBRSE TR FIARCR 5, BI85 B BB IR 5% & 1) ou s b 5 R ik
2 FoR, 2t 4 RBOR AR H 5k+10 [IFRuE, Egger’ s [a1H REG 611 p (A EZE(p > 0.1),
R R R 2 AR Q St B % (p <0.001), H 17 KT 75%, &HIFIIA
SR T A G YA FH RSB AT A 7 I P, S R B AL A B AT 20 B o 2 N A AT 45 SR B
HH A Sz S8 15 (41 B\ 25 950 FH (p = 0.442, p < 0.001)F77E P FE I IEAH G K &R



@ HIERHIBNR SR R BN, B 0T HRA S 85 A1 A BRI O¢ R T
RNLAY M 45 AN 3 Frow, BT BT A Sz S8 5 (1 A B2 R F 1 9% SR A7 A S 25 1T 7 FH (b
=0.0061, p < 0.05), E AR A BB S IS0 T 50T HIBA B B sEmabkom R4 3 L
Xof A sS85 [ A B2 0 R FH 5 R I AR P 2 2% 4.3 (b = 0.0039, p <0.1), FAARIALE
A 3 SCAE v s ) SO TS S5 AT BA s R BB s BRI 3= SORT [T BA s R85 AT BA B8 YRR FH o
AMFAAEH 2144 8.3 (b = 0.0079, p < 0.1), FARRILNFARI I S e 1) S 1 5~
P A B JEL PRI PR B s B ) xof T A J S8 5 T A B R FH () SR R I E AN 3 (b =
0.0008, p > 0.1).

@ AERHAIBNR S & FIASCRE, P @ s R 4 s, BTk, &
By mplus BEHTHEAT 1 7CE5H9 7 FRBE AL BRAT 23 AT 5 TR A BRI o 040 AT S5 A U RE R TR (Y B AR
SRS R 1 s, RS 1 A S SEE e [ B BE IS A BA B2 I5R s 0 [ AT 55 530
P A5 7 P A G SRR A B R, B f 30 A 35 50 R 5 o = 0.415, df = 1, CFI = 0.999,
RMSEA = 0.000, SRMR = 0.006. 14" RSiAs i 45 F w2k 5 Frow, B BHIE I A AE B SO
HRBES 53 (p = 0.152, Cl = [0.112, 0.191]). HIPAi& J1(p = 0.222, CI = [0.177, 0.266])-
H B GIHT 538 (p = 0.228, CI = [0.183, 0.273]) IR £ 535 Hh A VE FH s [ A B2 050R) A 2 2 A A [
PS5 BIT25 9% (p = 0.183, CI = [0.142, 0.223]). HIB\fliE 11(p = 0.119, CI = [0.085,
0.153]). HIBAEIHTE%(p = 0.150, Cl = [0.113, 0.187]) % K-

2 B85 BTN IR % A B e o M R

95% Cl Egger i

Bl k N r sOD ——— I? Nf
R r lower  upper Q ° MR p

BN EFIFH 27 2581 0.387 0442 0352 0.329 0542 2459097 90.86% 5411  -1.656  0.464

M "SRR p<0.10, T FoR p<0.05, 7 HIR p<0.01, 7T iR p<0.001; k BRMAFTAER, N KRR, rE&RREN
BIREBIERMAXRE p ERLERNERZBIERMXRE, SD RrtsilEZ, QM T EHH BERRIEMEE, lower
Fom 95%CI [ R F, upper 7R 95%CI ) S, 12 R IR 7 2 1) ) 350 S 22 S T 72 26 O RS K /NI AR S T 4 b, Nfs Rk
A ZBUE, Egger’ s intercept ML T R EEER BMA MG R

R 3 E SO A1 S S8 P BA BRI FH 5% A 1R 18 15 4

BB e NS FHNIE X KAL)

Ak

k b p b p b p b p
[ BA B2 5 F1 27 0.0061" 0.0413 0.0039" 0.0568 0.0079" 0.0531 0.0008 0.687

FEb FORFIARY, p RRBEME, "8 p<010 ; 7 Fo) p<005 ; T Fox p<0.01 ; 7 FoR p<0.001,

K4 BREMRALOERE

1 2 3 4 5 6
HBR & 1
E[UNAI T 0.511 1
(k, N) (34,3802)
1 BA 2 5 FH 0.442 0.245 1
(k, N) (27,2581) (4,393)
HBMT55 534 0.436 0.45 0.531 1
(k, N) (23,2078) (3,213) (5,451)
B 7y 0.46 0.561 0.428 0.209° 1
(k, N) (28,2484) (9,839) (8,656) (3,648)
[ B 1% 0.393 0.537 0.456 0.53° 0.438° 1
(k, N) (23,2862) (9,1164) (4,353) (3,763) (5,671)

VD RbRASRIE A O R EOR B A7, a: Somech(2006), Yu F1 Frenke(2013), 7% %%(2022); b: Samardzic i1 Woerkom(2015),
F/R5(2018), H P 1455$(2020); c: Rong A1 Liu(2021), 5KENFIEHT-(2018), XI55 (2013), xI/Hf{4i45(2019), Bharadwaj #
Menon(2000).



E I W VR oL ]

AR R V) 482 BT 95% & {5 [X 4]
H8a: [A1BA s J— A BA 52 I K — HI AT 55 53k 0.152 [0.112,0.191]
H8b: [ A [z 18— 1 BA B2 IR & — B BA B3 7 0.222 [0.177,0.266]
H8c: [A1BA s J— A BA 52 I & — HI A G HT 53k 0.228 [0.183, 0.273]
H9a: [ BA s K — A1 BA % 5 F — HI AT 55 53k 0.183 [0.142, 0.223]
HOb: [ A =z 58— [ BA 55 5 FH — 1 BA B3 7 0.119 [0.085, 0.153]
H9c: [ BA sz K — A BA % 5 ) FH — I A G 8T 53k 0.150 [0.113,0.187]

T I A SR T B TRA S0 50 Bt AT BA B2 R R 2 i s SR T %0, el T “ HATRA B8
PRI B 2 WA & 7 Bh T SR R A AR A SRR IR B, RIS N A 2 (4 T A
W R AR “BINBHIRRIH 7 R B 5, Sarl 7 # Bt 00 (31 A s 8 5 1 BA B8 J5 ]
FH PR 2808 5307« Y35 280 3 A LA R A A RS 56 45 R R 32 B S 3 o) o IRVER RUSIE B
I INARAY, A A BA 5 B85 AT A B8 J50R) FH 10 A5 B TE AR DG DG R AR, S ALy
PR ARAR T S BN A2 SRR 25 R AR PR AR, DA A [T A 5 5] FH A 11 BA S B8 5 T A
58 HIBANGIIE T BN KT SR Al 2 1 w2 A AE R e

Bboh, IRAES AN E L RIOE W, NEEXFNNERIR, FRAOTEXFAEHZ R
7 AT, AARWE 6 Frn, (1D BIBNBIEFF R AE BB BT S5 Sk Al A
BN (B = 0.152, 95%CI = [0.112, 0.191])55 T [ B 75 Y51 FH 7E A S J8.5 ] AT 25 Gk ] 1)
HARURL(B = 0.183, 95%CI = [0.142, 0.223]), {HPFF ] % 55 (8 = -0.031, 95%CI = [-0.088,
0.026]) i35 ;  (2) HHIBN B & AE RN I S8 [ BA Gl i 7 (R s A 8082 (8 = 0.222, 95%Cl
= [0.177, 0.266])5: T~ A1 BA 55 Y5 A1 F 7 1 AR 85 B B A1 3E 7 18] A 2082(8 = 0.119, 95%Cl
=[0.085, 0.153]), H.P## Al % 5 (8 = 0.103, 95%CI = [0.047, 0.159]) &%  (3) HIBN I
RAE BN S 85 A BB SR Rl A~ RRi (B = 0.228, 95%CI1 = [0.183, 0.273])5: T [H1BA ¥
TR R A BA 2 855 [ BA B 3T SR (] () R A 282 (B = 0.150, 95%CI = [0.113, 0.187]), H &
8] ) % 57 (8 = 0.078, 95%CI = [0.019, 0.136]) &% -

R6 PN ERER

KR TR B 95% & {5 [X [a]
TR—RD—TTP Pathmro X Path a1 0.152 [0.112,0.191]
TR—RU—TTP Path 1z sy X Path gy 11 0.183 [0.142, 0.223]
DIFF(RD VS RU) Path r-so X Path ao-rre - -0.031 [-0.088, 0.026 ]

Path tr-ry X Path gy-11p
TR—~RD—TCR Path 1z o X Path rp -er 0.222 [0.177, 0.266]
TR—RU—TCR Path 1z -y X Path ry-ter 0.119 [0.085, 0.153]
DIFF(RD VS RU) Path r-rp X Path ap-rcn - 0.103 [0.047,0.159]
Path r-gry X Path gy-1cr
TR—RD—TIP Path 1r-o X Path ro-mp 0.228 [0.183,0.273]
TR—RU—TIP Path vy X Path gy -me 0.150 [0.113,0.187]

Path tr-rp X Pathpp-1ip -
DIFF(RD VS RU) TRORD RoTTe 0.078 [0.019, 0.136]
Path rr-ry X Path ry-mip

E: TR= HA&E, RD= HIBAEIEI &, TTP = HIAMESSA, RU= RIBNEIEFIA, TCR= R\ G
71, TIP = RBABIH Gk



(DA LHET AMO 2 327 Fisher(2017)7E JOM |k R # , 5 Cohen I Bailey(1997)
FRIAEFE AN IR

SR AR T B R A TRATTHR I AN Y Cohen AT Bailey(1997) 42 # 5Tk, 5] S#£ K
115 21 4 R I EA RO AU B SRS 2, Sl EE . £ Bk (1D« (2) ik
TATANEBE TAH K IR WRR, FRE BT & BIBAGE IR 2 S0, =8 5 DA
J BARRINAZ B AT TR, DRI AH SO . BT SRR T AMO BERY K18 4
PR ER) Cohen H1 Bailey(1997) )2 S 78 s F 2 SR AE SR - AP I, IEWERT S,
Cohen #1 Bailey(1997) 5 Z 51~ 1-P-O, 1A 72 FH £ HikT AMO £7%Y, 41 Cohen #1
Bailey(1997)7/EffF 70 &% “job satisfaction” iX—AF @44 A £ “behavioral outcomes” iX— 4%
FRKHE, WEA % AMO BRI SCHERH “job satisfaction” 2545 ¢ “attitude” 145 & & 4 4N
AZE| M(motivation) ™, WFEWIFATIE. HE, AEMKEm FRE, SUsRERT
HEAERE ST Bl Ml Jamisimst, PG EATME A « B - FHE T & AT R
FIR-HIRAG R 1255 IPO HATE .

B 2. BIBASSEAEy—FhEIBALRE, RTRE oM AR B AS, i n] e 2 32 3 H AR AL
FERUSZMR . R SCH HA M “ RS B B RE. . S 7 FEANEIE, S beiF “ U
Wi TARZSRE” , = ohEECS . EBHSGEH .

[BIR: SR E AR BIE R WL . 7RSI 5 b —Fede th BN S S8 5 vh o A B 2 ) F RE A
EMEAER G, BAMEDRBIH “gn” —m A%, TRIMEBE D HIRIR BT 7122,
R “LAERIL. BEON T L AFAEIEMIERR R o (HERR T A 5 5B S S
HEe, Bk, BANEExHE B0 17 PrRE, K HEsOoy « B8-S BIA BT
TR R EBIBNER IR R —Bona Bt ” , PARIMASCH TR FE N 2, 8 Gu R 5
Ko

B 3: GIATTa MBSk, A 2 Rk B S AR Dy H At A RE RTINSO 2 A0
K BN S AR A BT RAGE FE 45 2R 7 AR SCR A BB

BIN: RSN B K AR BRI WX S BRI RN s, JATHEE T <R
Rk, mEH “RBIABIOT R A BIAEIRAH 7 o Bk, BATR FBUR 85 I\
M BN B R AT AL AN 45 SR OC R AT T Geit, AR RN 95 R SCiikeh, H6A7 56 R 1Al
BA S R [TBA B YR TT R\FI R 2/, Herfr 29 RS SCHR (51.79%) 4 HIBA S S8 Ay 141 A B U5 T
FNAFIHTR, 3 FSCHR (5.4%) R HIBA S BRI A B ISOT AR FH 2R, Hoay 24 TRk
AR A S 85 BN B I AR I REROG &R Cn BTN S RBAE R 1Y, BIBABR IO R AL &
e o

B 4: SCEARG RN X 20 79 I BN SIS0 AL A AN B BA B A RS A, IR AMO HEZES%E
BARHET 1R, Bk = LB HE, EBOSPIERRIBAE RS AR RRIE. R
S5 S Y ) B A O P
BIRZ: SR LR MEITEY, ERZIENE “EI 17 #% TRIMR KR, 5153
MIEFRERE RN FEAEA, RESRIETTTH I, 8RB X IR I A “ xR
PAIEFEROMES . PR RFPAE. RIUSESCE WA B B S A B . 7

T, AR RUE AR X 7 BB R . BIBAGE R, T i ] BA S S8 55 B A B3 5T
K BIBABIEFI . HIBNEE R (HIBMES SRk HIBNENIE F) . BIBAVEIEI S0 1ok R AL
SAE, BLEITAR . A A B AE A A s R85 P BA S R B R AR R o T A < TR 7R
—IAR A IR AR FIBA R AR B AL & SRS I RAE “ PGS RE” ] P



HA R IR G R T, R BRI T 2 AR Ty ), R T IRAA R R R
FEFH AR~ IR BN B2 [ A s S8 -5 B &5 SR m] rR A E IR E

T, AHFTAERT AE B BAEE SR AR A B kAT 2 SR D I A2 AN “id AR (Process) 7
FIRR AR A, TR % Fischer £5(2017)7E (Journal of Management) Jif & 3 30 2 th 45 H () [
AT IR 2 BN B2 I8 FH AR 46 28 1 53 R AE AL DL K AMO 38 FHSISUEAFF 97 32 & HH 1) AR & 4y
ek (RTAE 2, “HIABHEK” GF T AT ELG R RANFIRNYIGZE,
T F A SRR IR, BRI > “HINEIEFH” A& 7T AT HEiF
RAFANH F B A BRI 620 &, O T 5 ma B A SR BHL. Wl 2R, BAREIIAHEIB
SR o AT TSR L oy S FIHESE 5 18 52 B 1 58 ORI oy B AFAEM R, HABSE
MRIBFE NG HEHAIA SR H 1, &5 R .

KT BEPRSH

HIBABHEIF R ST, BBV FVE R, AniRdt=s, HIHZR, HIBVGOERE, Bk
HIBABHUEAA AR, HIBAIE, TAEGFE, HIBEL, EEKE, RTSE

%7 Fischer et al., 2017; Blumberg F1 Pringle, 1982; Jiang et al., 2012; [ E I NESH, 2017; Nowicki, 2001;
Park et al., 2003; Kellner et al., 2019

Team Developing team resources Leveraging general team resources

e Team mental model e Collective team identification
similarity (Ayoko & Chua, (Kearney, Gebert & Voelpel,
2014) 2009)

e Team learning (Edmondson, * Team service climate (Hunter,
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Management Review) Ff & 38 30 & H 45 H AR & 25451

B 5: FERA T West(1996) 42 H 11 “ FIBA s B &, HIE L4442 “Team Reflexivity” ,
AR “Team Reflection” , FNAETESEH 4 EEFI KB R] P AE KL

(5] 7 - JE A1 B L 5K 1) R 5 R AL, 5 B FRAT T AR 5 SRR B I e PR FRATT S AESRSCE E
i B SCEEE o “Team Reflection” &~ “Team Reflexivity” .

B 6: S CHARS T AN TC T 95 33Tk, IXFIH 1 30 RiZefi. gt 4l
SCHR -



BIRz: JE&EH L X FE ST KBTS, Z1I e Bt S BT A 9 N SCHRBE B8 35 )
B TN R GE IR I T fift AR S0 3 R ) SIUE I FE o (BLAR SC A 25 25 S0 PR O N SR R A
TS H (OHERFERERE) BRI ZOR & COERAE ) o (OBEER) ORE
TE BT TE 52 SOk T g\ SCHR (¥ b 22077 30, 58 228 SCBRP A N T8 5 HT R SCRR F 15
BEAT TR, BAERRAE_EIR PN 17070 ik 78 thoRAE 225 SCHRJE 51 HS BT AT BN SR »

EEPUE
Blumberg, M., & Pringle, C. D. (1982). The missing opportunity in organizational research: Some implications for
a theory of work performance. The Academy of Management Review, 7(4), 560-569.

Fischer, T., Dietz, J., & Antonakis, J. (2017). Leadership process models: A review and synthesis. Journal of
Management, 43(6), 1726-1753.

Hunter, J., & Schmidt, F. (2004). Methods of meta-analysis corrected error and bias in research findings. London:
SAGE Publications Inc.

Jiang, K., Lepak, D. P, Hu, J., & Baer, J. C. (2012). How Does Human Resource Management Inflfluence
Organizational Outcomes? A Meta-analytic Investigation of Mediating Mechanisms. Academy of
Management Journal, 55(6), 1264-1294.

Kellner, A., Cafferkey, K., & Townsend, K. (2019). Ability, moti vation and opportunity theory: A formula for
employee per formance? In K. Townsend, K. Cafferkey, A. M. McDermott, & T. Dundon (Eds.), Elgar
introduction to theories of human resources and employment relations (pp. 311-323). Edward Elgar
Publishing.

Park, H. J., Mitsuhashi, H., Fey, C. F., & Bj&kman, 1. (2003). The effect of human resource management practices
on Japanese MNC subsidiary performance: A partial mediating model. International Journal of Human
Resource Management, 14(1), 1391-1406.

WREIARL, FRIE. (2017). T AMO HR A BN ) B B0 Al 03 AN N2 ST SEma ) SUE B 7S AEA
£ JH05),7-18.

Nowicki, M. D. 2001. Exploring the effect of a climate for service on the SHRM-firm performance relationship.

Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Cornell University.

E=%
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AT R T B IR b, B AU BT ITE AR R R R B “RIH” B EARBL (AT
FEFM N 1-2 ZUM A

IR RSN IR MM E @I 5N, JATE—SIRE TR TE:

(1) MR\ LERMEN, FRATEIINH T BB SIS A G205 R) AT & 15 A4
MRS AR, TR AR B AE [ BA B E T R ORI B BRI T 0 T B, BAR TS
AT/ R

(2) Ib4h, HTIEURROAMRK, &4 TR & & B AR S Ut B 570 S AH
NS SCHRRAON IE S, SCEM K. R, 4560 R @ s L, AR IE TR
M SR A A B3I T PR 15, DA INE WA R “ FBAR TR« BIBLE IR
M7 “BIBMESSL”  “BIALE 7”7 LA “BIBGIHTS0RL” A& “3H” (bundles)ffi A
W, R 2 s



(3) AUMBH, FA LRI BAFTA SR OO SCRREAT T 32, 3 — 2D SR
W EREIE. ST 7.
TR o A SR PR B AL



F 1 RIBABIEIT A HIBN B F 2800 i B A AR i) s SR BRI
25 (AN A& 7E X HARRI
B2 5] [T B B SR AE AR B4 240 50 (Ll b, EIBAEERIARURT (1A 2% =) Re (it i T A B R B4R (R AR AN B, A HTRA R AR . BER BHURAR 2
A Hife LA AR AL (Ellis et al., 2003). Hr—P k. (Bresman, 2010; FkEAL, 2007; Ellis et al., 2003) .
G s H A SEEA W R R M 5 AR A Gy E3h i ar I BIAEE FAT R T BB\ 5 AR5 4, R 8 41 A5 S K& e ST 1 A
- RIFHER, URINANMERES RGMEE  ZHE, F, EEfdfEd, B EEIR—ERIE 2 AN ER TEES. M
(Ancona & Caldwell, 1992). RANFE AR &5 555 (Hansen, 1999; Ancona & Caldwell, 1992).
1B\ B 53 SRR I — PR EmR S5 Mtk &, Bl
[ B P B 5 53 BT A (B Re SR  R R A S, BB I BA R R e Il 15
PR R HEE BIBAIEZE XTHIBN B ARAE S5 T Bk AEARRE B & BRI, DA R " o ! . ot
o h i o T SBACHE N TR A& A Z IR (Smith-Jentsch et al., 2005; Webber et al., 2000;
PATRVR A ORI A AT s ST R, 2 A
o ‘ . ‘ . Mohammed et al., 2000).
MR R, fe PSR 7K, 583 AT 55 (Hinsz, 1997).
% 5 BB 45 P B\AE HARAZ RG 2058 A F & 5 ARSI, 2 BB R N AT BA 1
BT BIBARER BRSO B T b R AR N
LR ER . . . FE FRERIEmHE BEZERINZR, ERIBNRIFTA R B S e AL =,
B B\ % WIZRSG 7 RRAEZR LS (Lewis, 2003). . . ) o
i it B h ST BRI TT & (Austin, 2003; Kyle & Benjamin, 2011).
- (Ability) 2% G B K 3R PR G R & Fh oy ki . SRR HAR R IBA IR L 2 RE A A1 BA i 03 B By 00 ) TERURD 22 30 7 e 1) [ BA A FCAth B8 22 1) 4]
-l’/\
fith,  Bh#E 41 e G, FAMR GO B S B AR AT U AR AR (Lin - BA R R A R, T A AT A RE A ) e iR R 48 B 7 R Y VR 15 31 K e (Bartol &
a5 & Lee, 2004), Srivastava, 2002; Lin & Lee, 2004 ).
¥ 7 A BA AR B A AR L B A, 25 B LS BB S Bl e, getgxt
R B, gy D o ORI, JPIEATILR,
Tt HBMEE P . . AN I A FHR AT A S E A, K BN A () 2 BB I AR 1T A1
. e, He 4 M1 BN O & W BT &0 iR (Okhuysen & e k o o
IR ] H— RGBS ISR, BedE— 35 SR H A2 VRN RURD 2256 B3 VR (1 #1 J2 (Okhuysen
Eisenhardt, 2002). ] .
& Eisenhardt, 2002; Teigland & Wasko, 2003).
[T BA A 53 45 H T BABZE 2R HPAZLE (9 ), i) ek [ BA R Rkt AT BA 2 5, B 56 [ BA PR 1) Rt e P W e RO T e P R g
b = L ARAIUIR T SRS H g M B, HPe i =0, Elbd ot B SRR Rge, G THRREIBAEIR ., ik

e a) AT T v . B W A 25 (Frazier & Bowler,
2015).

P, Sk A ¥R 5 i % (Guzman & Espejo, 2019; Li et al., 2017; Z&k, Ik,
2016).
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A

HIBAAT B 4. ANA BAEIKAESE A B T IR R
PEUE A3 URE FE (Gardner et al., 2012).

1 A B8 52 6 48 bk G 1 A8 10 13l 7= F2 B (Tjosvold,
1988).

BT BN i 572 5% e S AR A 5 SR PR R, A3 1 [
A B B3 BSR4 R JF RAT R SR RE T (de la
Torre-Ruiz et al., 2014).

[ DA 52 %6) AT I AR 1 2, s Pt ] O i 1 M
oK 5 2 By (A RS 1 T H BRI E(Liu et
al., 2011).

P BA 52 57558 [T A 8 2 56 Bl 3 T0UAT: 55 B3 H A o g
AL FEE SRS DRI, 2R B & G711
5 B3k € (Bandura, 1977).

AT A Ve S5 U 48 1) S 7 1] BA B Bt 43 52 [ A P o5 ok
TR SR IF R A R AT 8 LT SR B 2 R
(Korsgaard et al., 1995),

AR PR B A S AE 1] A JZ T B4 S T BT A
B S SRAA NN 9 BB AR o, R T TBA B
GO RLER IR, SR A BRI IR ) — B R
(Rego et al., 2019).

T BN S5 K8 B 7 BT R ) FISR BB 57 T R A R B, Bt S B rb R 30 i)
M, GG N AR BT TR RO BRI, BT AR RS AR 0 B SRR
9 B A 75 B i e 1) 1) 58 DG B AH B 255 (Hoegl & Parboteeah, 2006).

(A1 A RS 57 18] PR Vs o P R o TG TR, A AT TR R 2 3 I R 51
& FF I BAE B BN TRYR, JySEELRIBA H bR — %% J1(Jones & George, 1998;
McAllister, 1995).

AT B\ e S 096 2 v, AT B 57 ) BRI — W SRS B S, I PRI — TR SR
TN R 3 S L BA % R DL SEER vk 5K B BR (Zhuet al., 2021; Lang et al.,
2008; de la Torre-Ruiz et al., 2014).

P BN 1Tt RV T I B A 1 AT B I, A T BA Js 5 18] FR)AH L
S PSR, FIBARR AL . ESIE RIS 5 AR A3, 6
LSE R IR AR BN R 45 2 AREE T O s L DL R AL 2 1
P9 (Newman et al., 2021; Ye et al., 2021).

P BA 2 i 1A B T A RS 570 AN s S B0 18 52 48 i R0 AT A ey B A 2 Ut 5
Heg, TR T AR M VR S BEURRT AT BA RO L, R T A BT B DA A R
75 2 AC B 2 FIBAK B RSl f 25, SEIL BRI ORI A (Zhu et al., 2019;
Katz-Navon & Erez, 2005; Gibson, 2001; Jex & Gudanowski, 1992) .

P BN PR SR v 2 — Fh &S BE T AR BRI B AT, AERIA B FE i B — € 1
FRElrt, BEfs RN AR AR I BA IR . BOR L BEASE BHR ASK I iR 3R
H #5(Dooley & Fryxell, 1999; Priem et al., 1995).

P BAR AR HIAR AR « — BI5GB T A BA R 52 ) ¥ Bk S A0 R 4 . EL g BB,
P BA K 0 [ A e 3 A B2 0K H bR 3L 7085 7, A BT 3271 AT AT 95 M0 B 5 R E B 2K
D AN s B SR URE FE, A BEUR AT 2 A XOM JH (Dawkins et al., 2015;
Walumbwa et al., 2011; West et al., 2009) .
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R e 3k BN YR A SR, BEEA (Fischer et al., 2017;
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B B\ 25 9 S TN G R [ BA &5 5 1) 243 $2 4L B ML (Motivation)  Hunter et al., 2013;
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TR WSEiiNa
K 56H KT 1982)
AT 55 P JE % %, 2018;
vy PRS0 00— 15 LA 5 0 56 A (FE
SR Gonzalez, 2021)
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Wang et al., 2021)
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N . SEILEET B AR PR, RIEEIREA) Hughes et al., 2018;
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SEJite K AR ik 5%, 2022)
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B AEIR TR FE Y AT R R B T AT IR I, 4 A I I Z A PRI, SEgerdfp
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AL ) 22 S ane] 2 B () R v R AR BUAR S o DRI, A @ T 4 A VR S8 E T RA S JE
(IR AL, T AN [FIAE FE AL ) B SR - 7R, A S S8 -5 [ DA R RE 71 (Ability)
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WL 8520 52 T H AR 58 B AR 26 A4 (A 2 2R AL 1945 JS.) (Appelbaum et al., 2000).
AMO HS BB T AR A Z R A RtE, A R 73R B A B 8 5 A Z IR g
ZHL-Blax BEARDCCUAR, TRBEFS, 2022; k%%, Wi#ikBH, 2014; Schippers et al., 2013; ZiHT,
k2, 2018), A& ST F BN & TR, X e BRI R 5 R FH TR R [ A5 SRR I
RO I (W49 22 4%, 2022; Fischer et al., 2017). BA B 5T A& 5R i A 32E 21 BN 2 8 05 2%
R, NEIBNGE R s SR A e LR, BhiESTRON K S A1H T3 T BN B IR A F 5 i
PR3t FA IR 1A RRI D A B GS R I e SR s LRI L2 2l , BORES RO K 5 01% K
32Tt (Fischer et al., 2017; Appelbaum et al., 2000). &2 7E S B AP Ee R A, —
J7T,  ABA RS O3 B0 = Bl 2% ST Ao AR, B BT A M 2 2206 A SR A i v 1 K (R T
% 2019), fEULIEFEH, BIASCA IS STRET) . AREEARE ). FREEIE N RE SR AN T
BTF, FN GRS 3 T & (K%, JiEiA8, 2014; Hoegl & Parboteeah, 2006), % —J7 i,
N A B bR SRS SRR, OB 1 A B TR MR L, 5
BEIFIE, 2 FEBE A A A SR A B 2 pieste [ BA 45 SR ML 2 30k AR R BIAL, [ BA B A o B
NFE S MR (BT, 5k &2, 2018; Schippers et al., 2007).

P A S LRI 2 B - 1 West(1996) #5418 (102 A1 BARR 03 3L RISt A1 BA H b SRBE . 7
A S HAT IS AR ST BB A R I BAE Bl B B A B BE S Y BT PR B AR AL
B AR DA A BA S SE SRR U SCHR, K T A R R 4 FH Ak 225 DR A BA B 0 R FH B % (]
PGS SR . i A B IR T &, 25T AMO #HUg % Fischer £5:(2017) 1]



I\ 2 54 R HE 42 (Fischer et al., 2017; Appelbaum et al., 2000; Blumberg & Pringle, 1982; Jiang
etal., 2012; Park et al., 2003), K¢ F73 Jy A BA B 5 (0] 6 5 e (41 A 445 SR 1) e ) B2 3R) AT A
BEUR A FH (00 2 52 e AT B 285 SR (R S LI L 22 B2 3R) o 728 i A AT A B8 YR ¥ Fe R0 D [T AL &5 SR )
G IRAERE B, BN 2] AR HES | BIBAAE H.id 12 £ 4155 (Edmondson, 2003;
Fischer et al., 2017; 5K%%, Wik B, 2014); J& & s R {2k P A 9% U5 1 58 R FH AR [T A &5 SR 1)
SRS AL 2 BE A, anAIPARLRRIE . QT %5 (Fischer et al., 2017; Yang et al., 2020;
BT, k&, 2018).

FAT IO sz JEL iz i AT A 48 SR v 4 4l 3 SR AL AT 55 5285 5 T A BB G i (P B4 5%, 2018),
B4 SCHR 25 X 4 T R 1 5 003 S (Lee et al., 2019), DA AT TR B A5 S 14 N
HIBME S5 Gk HIRAENE M BA B SR BRI S (D)BIBMES S, M= — R H bR
155 (158 0 (Gonzalez, 2021); (2)AIBNAIE 77, SGT BN i IRSS ik FE AR i 2
BB TIEFIO A, SR HT AU B R 7= 25 (Wang et al., 2021); (3)RIPAGIHT G, S ik ]
A B8 A ol B AN AL, At [T BA S AT H AR FE FE VPO, 2 B S St S 8UR (5K %% 4%,
2022).

FEBHES=: “2.4 FABNBREID”

FET AMO Hig, R TAT ARSI a2 Gt Sl =J7 R RE sz, [
FE 1032 S50 56 FH R MRS A2 IR IR 52 L1 (Appelbaum et al., 2000; Blumberg & Pringle,
1982; Fu et al., 2020; fH{=¥ 5%, 2021). A1RA e S i sz [ BA B2 IR K -fe 7 (A% 2 e 7).
P A B2 U5 R FH -Zh LA L2 (an TAERRMR A A5 SR AR, 3 i ok [ BA 25 2R (n A1 B 5%
GG HBNEE K1) P A . BT -

— 2 [ BA Jsz JEL 368 5k 5 v ) 2 T 7 £ 2% 1 [ BA BRI RN AT BAAT: 55 G 3k 5 T A6 =

S o (AR SRR ERA R B2 20 2 R, 5 Bl B A 22 48 56 v SR A5 B A0 R
KR8 45, 2019), R RS, AMYEIAR ARG R 250 DR, BB G
FIHNRBES e/ SR8 1 SMRIERIRE I WAH RS 252, A Bh T BB R R 52 ST H i RE
BN, AP HOE MR SRR S5 (53, ik W], 2014; Hoegl & Parboteeah,
2006). [FIFEHR, 4P KSR sy, F A AR IR T 5 & I WA R I, A
B T4 = A BA B 53 (R R RE A e 0 5 R R Gt AR RE 77, B ARVEREO A
= AL SRR (=05, TR 1ERN, 2023; Hoegl & Parboteeah, 2006) .

TR A S R s e 0 2 T S AL AL 2 2 5% 1K AT BA SRR F 6T [ AT 55 9 8505 141 BA
BIFT AR . B AR AR S SRR BIAIASS, #2717 BN BIE BAHARIK, GET
P A B8 573 ) FH BE N ==& A5 B IR AT AR 25 Va 8, 9 SEBLAI BN H bR 38T ST80K- et 75
ZHL (K, LS, 2022) 0 XA — B BUR BB B, A5 SR N b ist 12 [ DA R
(AR 2%, 58k TS 5% (Carter & West, 1998), #&F [ BA ik i1 TAF 5h 73 F0 61 i s »
17 SE AR b ) FH 4 AT A B2 0500T [ BE 55 Gk, AT BA BT 7K T4 - H B 22 ok (BT, 5K
& 2%, 2018; Hoch & Dulebohn, 2017; Schippers et al., 2013).

gx b, BB B s 5 PR 38 T A BME 55 SRl s3I B G122 AH DG 1) 1B 5%
Ttk BIBASIRAIA, Jft—0 o 17 o K 45 5 7= Hi (Blumberg & Pringle, 1982). HJ[4]
PA e KB R T It 52 e A BA SRR T A T A B R FE R [T A &5 5= A= s

WE 2 BHEN: XEaNZREN, HALXR T OB FIARER. AL
e, TR B
IR SRR SR AB AR, FRATRH SR 1 ) kAT TN B SR .



B L ERPIER. EEENE, BRI ST A ER. tha, BRGS0 r 2
0.355, /& ? EUCKHA psychmeta BHT /AT 4, LASE ISR HARH 4 IR E0E i 1F # i
.

[l A R IR B R . X RS, AR LIt 7 A
]2 IF) psychmeta £ (3T HS 515D S BdE k4T 7047 .

WSS RFH, RAIET HS J77:1 psychmeta 34T 70 B 7= A8 BE 45 5 A Al 7e 4518
5L ET M I S SR A B AR — 8. R

B H1. H2 B2I56IF; R H3 RERKAE; B H4 REFIKAE; X H5a. H5d
KRAFBNIHE, H5b. H5c. H5e 5 3I5E; % Hea. H6c. H6d. H6e A4S FILIIE, i3 Heb
BRNALE; % H7a. H7b. H7d. H7e REFIKAE, R¥ H7c 5 2561E .

K HET HS J77%1) psychmeta €Lt 47 73 A S 1 BAR SR /0 A 45 RS L an T~ CIESCH
W E T HNIIRA) -

R ATas RN, BB 85 BB TR I K (p = 0.540, p < 0.001). A B IEFIH (o
=0.506, p < 0.001). HIPMES4i%4(p = 0.501, p < 0.001). FIB\E1iE 11 (p = 0.553, p < 0.001).
HIBABI# 5134 (p = 0.388, p < 0.001) A3 AE7E AR AL LA ERIEADG, H1 5 H2 198130k, R
B 43 BT 45 TR 3 W [ A s S8 5 B B B8 R IR I R R5EJE (e = 0.526, p < 0.001) & T
A Sz S8 15 (41 B\ &5 BRI 5% 2R R (p = 0.476, p < 0.001), 1H1% % 5 3 A B (Qp = 1.177, p > 0.1),
H3 R 123K

R 2 FEH AR

95% CI

B k N r p SO ——M Q 2 Nfs  Egger’ stest(p)  Qp
lower  upper

HBNHWEIFRIFIF 61 6383 0449 0526 0249 0458 0594 497.682°" 87.94% 39637  0.342(0.773)

[ o\ 25 51 74 7424 0408 0476 0207 0.423 0529 4041507 81.94% 34027  0.875(0.448) sl
A BEIEIT & 34 3802 0460 0540 0221 0457 0.623 239.442™" 86.23% 12132  1.425(0.322)

[T A B H 27 2581 0434 0506 0289 0.385 0.626 253236  89.73% 5499 -1.915(0.400)

EilYNER ST 23 2078 0435 0501 0214 0399 0.603 124.432™" 82.32% 3821 -1.411(0.573) 4.116
ZilNalbE) 28 2484 0477 0553 0.174 0476 0.630 118136 77.14% 6483  -1.823(0.166)

1 BA BT 5% 23 2862 0.328 0388 0205 0.290 0.486 126.342™" 8259% 3181 1.104(0.228)

W kK RRATIREE, N RREARE, r RRREBIENHEXRE, o XRBIERIMHKXRL, SD XataiiZ, lower F1 upper 737

R 95%CI by T A, Q HRGE T REH B R MIEIEE, 17 IR I 8 1 OS2 57 1 7 AL RN/ AR 53 40 L, Nfs 7R 5%

ZARAMUE,

Egger Fribifit T R SEERZMAIIE R, Q& rn WA Qf, FR. ™ %5 p<0.00L.

ik 3 fras, BUTEEE T ETA R 5 J A B2 JEF] A (b = 0.006, p < 0.05)[)% RAE(E R #
WHER, % HIRA R B 5 H PAMT5 475 (b = 0.004, p < 0.1) 5% R I 1E L 53, Ak
BRI E R s ) SO TS ST A BA SO S R, B HA R 1S RS0 HE . B3 SO0 HTRA
S5 ABAGEF (b = 0.004, p<0.1). HIBMESSiR(b = 0.004, p < 0.1)56 F 15 1FE
W, BERTT R ESBAH S = 0.007, p < 0.05)[K R, HIARRIANE
A T SCAGTE v 5 (1) SCAG TS S5 T 1B S B/ F i, HSb. H5c. Hb5e 13 £ 3KF, H5a. H5d
RAFRBN SR ANFE TSI B 5844 3 SO0 DUR RN 386 )8 5 1E A, BE NI SUUR FTBA
S 85 I BA B YR A F (b = 0.008, p < 0.1)5¢ R AT VE L2 82, KIIBRE Z5mik 1 %)
B S S8 5 B BT 25 4 2% ] (b = 0.005, p < 0.05)15% &, #{X H6b 5 H7c 1353 #5.



3 H G RN S BT

255 BB R E X FHNIE X KAL)
==X
k b p b p b p b p

1B\ YR FF 33 0.003 0.411 0.001 0.606 0.0034 0.315 0.001 0.844
[ BA %5 Y5 F1] 27 0.006" 0.041 0.004 0.057 0.008’ 0.053 0.001 0.687
B BME 55 534 23 0.004" 0.091 0.004 0.088 0.003 0.339 0.005" 0.038
BN B3 7y 28 0.002 0.525 0.002 0.682 0.005 0.301 0.001 0.843
1B\ B #7535 23 0.006 0.186 0.007" 0.033 0.003 0.583 0.001 0.721

b FREERE, pEREZEME. T #R p<0.10, T FE p<0.05,

TCAHTEE A 7 FERL AL (R A AT SR B 2 B, A58 1 A BA S RELE ik [T A B8 R %
P BN %5 95 1) FH S0 T BN &5 SR i e AR R (2 = 2.395, df = 1, CFI = 0.999, RMSEA = 0.045,
SRMR = 0.016). /& ka 45 R ansR 5 Fros, BB B T KA BN B8 5 B T4 9120
5% 2 AN & 0.178, 95% CI = [0.141, 0.215], £ B S 8 5 A B3 22 8] ) i) 1) 432
BN AE 0.268, 95% CI = [0.222, 0.313], 7 H1BA s 85 F A G 37 452 2802 1] 0 1) 1) #2380 R A
0.280, 95% CI = [0.234, 0.327], ¥JIEIEMHTAMER, HINERREKF, RiX H8a-H8c 73
FIBGUE o [ BB 5 AE A B85 BT AT 55 G808 R T3R8 2 0.292, 95% CI =
[0.246, 0.339], 1t 1 B\ i F8-55 A BAGI 3 75 22 8] ) )42 34087 2 0.097, 95% CI = [0.064, 0.129],
TE [ B\ s J8 55 [ B 38 S50 2 180 6 ) TB) 4222508 2% 0.234, 95% CI = [0.191, 0.276], 34 K A% 1E ]
HAER, HINEREZE K, ik H9a-HIc 15 I %iE .

R4 G MRABTER

1 2 3 4 5 6
Ei[YNF35S 1
BN BRI R 0.540 1
(k,N) (34,3802)
[ BA 5 Y50 FH 0.506 0.316
(k, N) (27,2581) (4,393)
EiJINE R 0.501 0.529 0.697 1
(k,N) (23,2078) (3,213) (5,451)
EiUNE =P 0.553 0.658 0.443 0.322° 1
(k, N) (28,2484) (9,858) (6,515) (3,648)
[ BA BT 573 0.388 0.597 0.562 0.481° 0.525°
(k, N) (23,2862) (9,1359) (4,353) (3,724) (5,1207)

VD RbRASRIEFIAH I RECR B A A, a: Somech(2006), Yu #1 Frenke(2013), 57 45(2022); b: Wang 45(2020), /2
2:(2018), HZ'k4(2020); c: Rong A1 Liu(2021), 5KFNAIEHiF-(2018), XI#4%5(2013), 1| B4H4%(2019), Bharadwaj Al
Menon(2000).

HIBMESS 5134

%

FRIA - FHBA G /7

EilUNP IR

F A B2 A A

2 JUor M E A T R AR [ e AR BT



RS5O SR

BERR ) B RA 95% 15 X [H]
H8a: [ BA 5z . — A1 BA BRI K —~ HI BT 55 53 0.178 [0.141,0.215]
H8b: 41 B\ s 18— I BA 53 50T & — AT BA B3 7y 0.268 [0.222,0.313]
H8c: BN 5 8 — A1 BA BRI K — HIBA BB 53 0.280 [0.234,0.327]
HOa: [41 A 52 S8 — [T BA B3 I I — 1 A 55 513K 0.292 [0.246, 0.339]
HOb: 41 B\ Jse [ — FH BN 55 50 FH — A1 BA €113 0.097 [0.064, 0.129]
HOc: [T BA 5 S8 — 141 BA B2 Y5 F FH — I BA BB 3 0.234 [0.191,0.276 ]

HAERZ T dras Rk 6 Fon, (1) 7ERIBNR B SHMES S8 8, FRA R I
RO (A BONAE = 0.178, 95%CI = [0.141, 0.215])55 T BN EIEFI A (R RbSiAE
= 0.292, 95%CI = [0.246, 0.339]), HM#H EMZEREEH NN ZFE = -0.114, 95%CI =
[-0.173, 0.054]); (2)7E 1B\ 5 A RA i Jg1a], A A B & B A B80S (R RSl =
0.268, 95%CI = [0.222, 0.313])5& T A A T FI A (h 4 285 = 0.097, 95%Cl = [0.064,
0.129]), HHMHAESFBH(PNUNZRE =0.171, 95%CI = [0.115, 0.227]); (3)7EHIREA
B 5 BT Sk, BB\ SR & A RS (R RN AE = 0.280, 95%C1 = [0.234,
0.3271) 3% T HIPN R IEF A (FF A Z8ifE = 0.234, 95%CI = [0.191, 0.276]), {HEFHALE
(P A8 2 5 AH = 0.046, 95%CI = [-0.016, 0.110]).

£ 6 PR ERL

BERR T B 95% & {7 [X [H]
TR—RD—TTP Pathr-ro X Path gp-1rp 0.178 [0.141,0.215]
TR—RU—TTP Path rr-ry X Path gy-rrp 0.292 [0.246, 0.339]
DIFF(RD VS RU) ig;z:;f;ii;?::; -0.114 [-0.173, -0.054]
TR—RD—TCR Path rr-rp X Path gp-rcr 0.268 [0.222, 0.313]
TR—RU—TCR Path rr-ry X Path gy-rcr 0.097 [0.064,0.129]
DIFF(RD VS RU) iﬁlﬁj&fiiﬂ;?i:: 0.171 [0.115, 0.227]
TR—RD—TIP Path rr-ro X Path gp-1ip 0.280 [0.234,0.327]
TR—RU—TIP Path rr-ry X Pathgy-1ip 0.234 [0.191, 0.276]
DIFF(RD VS RU) Path rppp X Pathrp-mip - 0.046 [-0.016, 0.110]

Path gry X Path gy-1ip

vE: TR= PIBAKRE, RD = PIBARIEFF K, TTP = BIBMESS3, RU = FIRARIEFIH, TCR= HIBE]
i h, TIP = BIBAEIE S

B 2. ANRNER o WSO F O N RAR AT, R SR AU R R )
R A RRTE .

[BIRz: JE&UAM L S PENE . 1SRRG [ SO N SR AS B AT (R 1 RS i, BIR A
fCE A AR A, TR FANTSACHIEAEIFIE, 45% K UL K] BEAA TR 1 R
R PRIt BAFEIESCER i 7 32D, BB 7 AT RERT R 0 #r R A3t 4T
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