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1 55

afar e T LT ARG, W B LA S 4L
F&47 M (organizational citizenship behavior)%, — E
DR R I 2H 2347 S AN ) B8 548 B A5 2 BT 9T 1Y
o, Ry, RS T i, TS
21 408 1 R 4 1 ) A 5¢ & (employee-organization
relationship) (Tsui, Pearce, Porter, & Tripoli, 1997),
=5 K ) 4l 40 57 FF JE% (perceived  organizational
support) (Eisenberger, Huntington, Hutchison, &
Sowa, 1986), & BT & By 401 3 — &R J& 52 # ¢ &R
(leader-member exchange) (VEAK, fi5/NF, i,
2009)5%, 1 THBSRI KA TAEZS R .

Stamper 1 Masterson (2002)#2 i T NHE A S 45
JEH (perceived insider status)JHEE, M—AHTHY
FARERAR VTR T 51 T TARS . W A AR
T MR FRS 5 5 ¥ . Stamper il Masterson N #5 A
S B E SR 51X H CAE R H S8 51 BTk As
S N 25 ) 2 52 A% B2 R IR, B G T AR —
T 2H 20N BE % 3% 2 Al 5 At < Py AT AR RR B
(insider) B FFESE . Stamper 11 Mason (2002)43 17
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1371

TN By B 5 4 219N [\ (organizational
identity) 19 5 ] o flLATTIN A 3K T 2 2 R 4 ORI 1Y),
(9 RN B 0 SRR 238 in 5% T X 2 2L AT o (HY
BB B 03 I8 A1 R 1 2 T 22 A 2 51 XAl iy A
JE (IR B T, TZHZUIA R A A 2 ) 51 T X0 4
A B ARl (FRIE ..y —A 5L LA R E 3 &
EHA NN H AL NIAE —E DA
i Fnzs 0], 32 B A LEAE), (BEIF AN R X
NHA(ERGRHLUAR, AR AT A,
HEIFARE YA L),

AR R, BA R NERA S0 B
08 T HAT TR A G0N ], B 5 i T AE SRR T
ZHH L N ERATH(Chen & Aryee, 2007; Stamper &
Masterson, 2002; Wang, Lee, & Hui, 2006), 35 J&
= B 1E 4 21 ¥ (Armstrong-Stassen & Schlosser,
2011).

S B3 B A 8 5 AL 48 Sk % )
AHOG . A E A2 PR A R e — AR 3 Ay
(Hofstede, 1980), H A7 H4A 3= S ] (9~ 44 LA A 1A
1) B bR, PR AN B A 5 S U E B .
[FIAF, Y8 BRG] IR AR 2k [ A Y
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g B 51 BRI LR, Al Tt PR I X T i A A YT RN B0 S8R B A PR R R L AR

PR KA S (Robbins, 2003). 78X Fh SCk A
R, R TR A O RS E NS, 5%
FAL N BRGS0, 23 E s ma 2T
17 MR (Wang et al., 2006), X— S HEE] T —L
SCUERESE SRR, AN, TEAREE N (2009) &K, NHB
N B3 BN TE 9 T —FR 8 S e M B RAT R Z
[ B2 HP A AR o TEAR L Af/INT L B TR RIRE (2010)
B, WA GBS =20 R g
N FZ MRS A ER .

WEFE N B B AE S i b A 5 R AR
PR S MaT, P EZTIEA T AN ARY B,
B 57 BNIAE 2008 AF) L, et ] E bRy
BN & Ral, —BFmE, 20, &, Mg, =
S5 EA TR, R B T RERT T BEIE ) AY ST, AEIX
FREREE S, 73S I A — > 2 1) At 2 n e i1
DT A e A ORI Al < VA g gk, DT 2 3
R TAES R R, anfe] $2 55 52 TR A
B3 BN 2 A B T ) — A EE ), B
(] TR ] ol A LS B, USRS HIE AT,
HAEEZEE L,

ZH SR T (Becker, 1964)F WL AN, 48] L)
WA B TR TR, R bR RE VI SRS, Rt
TR ARSI A SO B R4S, N4 202U R
A BGEE . X0 T PRIBA TR B T 34T, g
WS BR 5 T 0.0 B ) (Rousseau, 1995), fHifhA]
WAFZH] T RAFXT AR IEAE AL ORI F A HA,
MATT 23 1G5 63 T 9 Ja 8%, (EA5 3R JH 002, A8
RTHHEFEKRERE - EHFEERE LN
(Kuvaas, 2008), £ 50 T RAMFia, 1R
FHAGEREZNZW, FI, A0 SR
LA (Becker, 1964) i %, i 45 B AU AE 91
TS RTINSO BN LR, I, ASCE
2R T N B O BORTTE AR AU e 9 AT
RS RAT R Z A PR, DL T 2H
() A BB IR VR

2 HISRIE

21 HEBAN G4 ERA

Stamper Il Masterson (2002)38 i, H1 T./8%1%)
<N B2k B T 51 T H 5 4 8122 0] i g
HXRRZBINH, iR TR THEZRKEE LIACPAC
EHAPNERA, WEIG TAER—RE HA N e
TR 38 b s b Y A B 0 S A R . A R F

AR HEAT T AR

Stamper £l Masterson (2002)%& B, 2417 F7&
REHR = L TN BB N S B o AU T R 52 B
rf & Fh I Al 45 2F (inducement) X T JE A 56 2L A &
TR (Wang, Tsui, Zhang, & Ma, 2003), Wang %5 A\
(2006) % B, JEAAY EAE SCHE, O BB JE AT R
(psychological contract fulfillment)f1Z 55 P35 Xt 51
TN S B B 25200 . Chen 1 Aryee
(2007) I IFFE R B, 734 (delegation) % 51 T /% PI
NS B ELAA G e, P G R 23 51 TAE 48
: (traditionality) A8 5 . TEAEE A (2009) % X i [
T — R A4 OC R BEHY R T B NN B
YA, P O RS2 B 0 TAE Gy . il
Armstrong-Stassen F1 Schlosser (2011)#)—Iififf 57 &
B, M 00 T () B 4 URR % i 2 A AT Y 7F 2
B ()R] [ CAEN ) R IAS P FE b a2 21 3248
AR B) AR B E 3 o8 U 1T A
B DTERE, 234 5 KT 1 P RN B A I

O A 15T NN B O3 S8 % TA 45 A A0 ot
(R 52 1] R BIFY 32 BERE T 4k 25 38 30 318 (Blau, 1964) .
TR, EA K NEBA SRR 51 T4 3%
PR 2 BN RAT R, AW TAE R 2247 R
(Stamper & Masterson, 2002); 5 1= i) T AR & 1,
GRL, HEUKRH, AN RITH, AUH1T 4 (Chen &
Aryee, 2007); 5 & A 7EZH 21 (Armstrong-Stassen
& Schlosser, 2011),
22 FEWNREFSITAERIRNEBASH M

TACE—A 2T R TS 5088,
EEBWK T A THRENWN—RINIT I ES
(Mainiero, 1986). Bfi 1137 5n S I G R L () A W42
1R, 38 B B AR B X IR R T B 2k — R
(Kanter, 1989; Pfeffer, Hatano, & Santalainen,1995;
Bennis, 1997), 445t 70%mHAC &R TH
S A 1Y B2 AL R (Spreitze & Doneson, 2008).
Konczak, Stelly 1 Trusty (2000)7ESZAX — &
A LA 4 T RAURBE ST AT X — i, JF A
FFR T2 . MRARAATH e L, FRAUKGES T
TR AT 0 TR — S A TR, 4t
AL FE$Z T #L J1 (delegation of authority) ., #&K$H 77T
(accountability) . [ 3= Pt R (self-directed decision
making). 73515 B (information sharing) . % 8% &
(skill development)lh 48 A #5i%L (coaching for
innovative performance)6 4EfE . Konczak %5 A
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(2000)34 % B AL IR R AT 47 A %68 B3 T B A 1
FE R RURVE EoR T AT FRURAE -

TATINR, BAURAE ST AT 2% T J& i Py
N B3 B A B s, LT 7« 40 Stamper
1 Masterson (2002)fJ74§ th, 51 T H A JBA 2] 41 41
AT B DTERE, A2t H O g — R
N, WERALUR S RT3 8 . A2 Hh 8ok — 8t
FRIUFNFR 3 i N2 O3 TR AL, ik SR B)
HAT R G4 0L LA IR A Z A LS,
M40 TS A CRH SN . EE R
ALEXF 1 TS BE AT R A PR, (Thomas . &
Velthouse, 1990), — 7, ZAURBESTFA1T R =k
HEHRTAZER, BT 0T, %465 THREK
HIHE . LI RMEE R PLE, XSl
B TRE A O 2 B H S A AEE . 55—,
AU B4 0 BT NI e & L T8 A0 51
MG EERE FEHBR TRAAC, L3 TH
ZUXF 1 T E A7 $% %8 i) 8 22 {5 5 (Zhang, Chen, &
Wang, 2007), X Ff#% 5T RERS 4R T 51 T 09 [ & fir
B, 1 HA 2 ik 51 TS b ] )2 52 2 21 21 L Ak
TR 5L, BURE A LU0 5L T ANl T &
3 SRR A 0 3R R B TR B O AE U 3RS
TN B] A A A FE JE (Stamper & Masterson, 2002),
Rk, AT, FERBURRRSURIT 23X 5 T
B AR N B 03 SR A BRAR B 52 el 66 T LA iR,
AT 1 MR

Bk 1. GRS #1750 TR A
HRN B3 IR0 TE AR G
23 HEBASHRMERURGENSITH—EH

AARITAHZEBPNER

LH LS RAT M 248 IR LL 0 AT 15 21 20 210 K Jily
ML E S B A AT i 52 T 3 IS A TR, XSt N 7R
A JE Ae 8 42 F A 1R 1 A &Kis 1 (Organ,
1988). A2k Sk, HEVA RAT AR e el
BB AT R R 20 258 4 ) 1Y HE R IE (Farh, Earle,
& Lin, 1997) X500 51 T 212108 B4 T R i i PR 2% i
FIBIF 5T AR T4t 2 52 i B (Blau, 1964), #54
LU RAT BRI LU0+ & 28 8 10 7= ),
AN B 5y T Gk 2 200 e T A s dt 1Y R L ) o A
PTG EE, ARAE T R, At 5 dth 2 i B A A
THL WA R NAL A RAT ). CA PR E
W, BIPNF . rEAT TAEM R . AU .
T & . 2H 21 37 £ | (Eisenberger et al., 1986;
Moorman, Blakely, & Nichoff, 1998; Rhoades &

Eisenberger, 2002)%#F X LHEVA RAT A H BT
E R (e.g., Konovsky & Organ, 1996; Lee &
Allen, 2002; Moorman & Blakely, 1995),

RSO S, RAURBEOT AT NG T IRiGiE T
{EAEFNTT (55, [RIBT 20 S X T JEm i 8 o
MHEZEES . — BXEF 590 5 TRk, 1E Xt
ARy, B TAEEm AT R SHE R
%71, VMae e sc b s L E AT ML
FRAT A w2 51 AT 3 1) — Bl A ) S 87 X
(EMEE, 2009). KL, FATAMEZAURGEST 1714
XPHAUAN RAT M EA E MW, 5—J7m, LAME
K TFAT R R DL T N RAT Sy s e H1L ) Y Bt
GENR, SURAT I RE L D TR 2V RiAT
Ry R, TR B A 5 TR AR ER L AR
A F [A] 422 Hb 52w 53 T #9417 29 (Cho & Dansereau,
2010; Smith, Organ, & Near, 1983; Wang, Law,
Hackett, Wang, & Chen, 2005). 251, AT %
UK B8 20T 47 R %) 51 T4 8L BRAT R i 52 it s
SR ELHER, MR 5T RN B BN Y AR
FHRALZ B

T, TS B S B9 L £ (Blau, 1964),
BA R ACERE A S BN T, P
F) T B2 BUBR AR 4T A7 A v (AR 30 0 28U A AT Y
BE . EAMFEAE, 1R R LR 2R HE 5 1Y
RN s e, D% T AR B A BR T Y T A 2%
o b oy 2 ZUBAR ) A RGs VR DTk, DL ER R
U AEACH R S E B T AT BRI, Wi e sk
B EZHLUARIT A

B, NERA B BN X 2N AT R A )
0] LA B3 T H R & (self-concept) (Rosenberg,
1979) 1) fA BEK A BE . BRI . N BB S5 8% 0
A BT R B TR A S 1B IR R A TR, YR O T
P AU IH JE R, fif B T A R By
(membership) # & #| H £ # & P (Rhoades,
Eisenberger, & Armeli, 2001), T i —Ff AR & 1H
(citizenship) (Graham, 1991)f%) H FIA I (Stamper &
Masterson, 2002), H2#E Festinger (1957)FJ S,
T 3REG A 2K ] (cognitive  dissonance), AAITAEFE
SUSMFE AR A7, B, S
N B3 ST 7 A R R B A 1) B 3R E A 5 I,
S B BT AAT R B T e TR A S A
B INEI R T AT, Bl SO A 3Gz
YERLAE F O TEAE . IAHSUA RAT M IE & AR FH X Ff
TAT A —Fh EARAY4T E L. Turner, Hogg, Oakes,
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Reicher il Wetherell (1987)th&#H, 4Nk (13
FE SCR AR — 0y F-Inp 2 R BL B 2 KA T,
F LA S B A T Flfh I LA T
AR (2003) W45 H, IRV AHL A S AR T,
SN 2 AU B ZN A U T ORI R R, IR B A
Flzs & T AR Z b, ESALUT . BEHET
&, AT HRMENA, BA&EAKTFNFRAS G
B 51 o H L H AR K E PR — 101,
I A AR EAE R B R TEAE, GESR R
LiRLbRifE, R ELZHHL AN RATH .

BT UL ERiR, AT FAUKAE ST F47 A [m)
TG TN [FAERMER S, XME S
BYT RS2, R O3 TR N B 0 SR 7 A B A 52
Wa, R O3 TR B 2 AV A RAT N, itk
AT 2R 2 MR

fRa% 20 51T AR B 00 O 7E 3248 2 AU
BEOUSAT N5 0 THLA RAT A ER PR T
EH .

24 EFHELAMBEMIATIER

ETHHMAGZHE - MAMEACE
AREJIMY . EER . XTHLUE M E R B R EE
(Pierce et al., 1989), ‘& J& b TX H O AE M—1 441
JARER AT B B FRVEAN . B T2 A B MR
SR T A, AGARNEMEX B B
CINEEOEE L =S RN DN o A S ISP o o SR 1
AMERA N FRLR, BT B R R 2
SRR B CAE — A8 420 0 e (8 Y A
(Pierce, Gardner, Cummings, & Dunham, 1989), &
THAR AEAFEN L, A A CE A &R
1T 71 (competence), B X 44100 5 2 M H K &
HRG 5 Pierce ZE A (198N l, ETFHLAMHE
KT B 0 T2 B 2 VORI 2 O & Rl SR Y
AR, DRI A ] K 2H 2R A AT AR 35, R 2H
LNTEAL, HEMPREH 2R B bR AN (B 1A R AE A AT
H & HEs MO EAR R R THL AN
R B 0 B BT — S IR ZR A D, i T2
(1) H 25 E 2R TR B OB AT 7 B I,
HR BRI A A0 )2 B T HAH 2L R R IR, TR
XA R R R IR E R AME R . BARWNE, MA
2 BRSSO R B X
R, WEARALEEAC . BE A D, BAaME
M ENE B O TN AR S, 2D
LFEHENM O, HI, BRI THAR A &1
PR FNZH SN BB B SRR 2 e s 3 O R

ZUrh Ry E B O, 3K RN B P IR S TR
BT WL AR W B 22 MAX A 2
FRFT, T P S SRR B 22 b S e 1 AR 2H 2
PR A AT

CA MBI FE R T I TSR B 250 H A,
BX R TR TSR TR R . HIURW . &
LA K2 200N RAT R BAT R Y52 1 (Bowling,
Eschleman, Qiang, Kirkendall, & Alarcon, 2010), H
B R T T 2L A B R WT 58 R 2 2ok oAk oy —
AR AR i B 45 R AZ FORBESE (De Cremer, van
Knippenberg, van Dijke, & Bos, 2006; Shamir, House,
& Arthur, 1993; van Knippenberg, van Knippenberg,
Cremer, & Hogg, 2004), DA WR % EITFHLM
HEETVE . A2, Pierce, Gardner, Dunham #l1
Cummings (1993)JAF 58 ZABIS, ffi15 %5 T 5
T LU A R 48 S35 TSR0 W] 5C &R 1Y
ULRER(SEI

WRTSCRT IR, AT N ERAE153 EHKF-
e Y T IR AR A A T AU AT, I
RAT R BATIE—IN Ny, BIEMRARTT N Z
HE—E M 2E8E, A T THZ A RAT AR EIE
A 1) BE 75 e 2 3 A0 S Bn i AT R 3 25 32 31— 2
AMARFMF S R A2 o PRE A ARAT S S
FLAEPIAS KA T, — e 2R AV, 5
— AN ZBETT (M BEA BRI R o G4 P AE A — 1 =
T (), XM — 15 (RE I, Ayl fiER
WU 2 AT 8l o LGN R AR B e T B AR AT
FITHLWAT N R, T 4200 3 250 Sk
T OV A CAE R SUR D B AT 7 A 08 PR,
FRATEPEHE TR A SGAHOR Y A2 &, B
TNEBANS B S HLAARITAZE R B
A B P 5 7 1 D T

S—J7 T, WA S BIKF R Y B T2sH
HLUL G B 5 28 A R EZ T, TR
FNAST I (Festinger, 1957), NESA B3 BAIKF 5
i 53 T2 fht 1] T 4% BT N AR N B 3 1) O AT 3,
1 33 o 2 B B0 ) B 5 e 4 S BB AT iE 2
23 5T TR B RERYEZI (1) A0 R AL T 2H 21
) H R R, ARAE B CRBIE AT H SR
B0, MG A SR T X HEUa M, m e
BLam iy AfE, TLMER, T aRAMELZ WA
ZUNRAT R (S, AR AT AH 20 H 25 L RAIL,
NN A CABEIEAE, .0 B S B9 A A REE XA
2h 4, BABENAY AR, BUEKRZ, B2
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ATRE R &R DA VA RAT . 55—y T,
Pierce % A(1993)F5 i, WREA 70 /L (AL L HF,
BT LU BRI A AS A 3L ] 52 ) A5 1Y %%
J1 25 RS R T 2L A B S MR R 2
Rank, Nelson, Allen 1 Xian (2009)7E i3t T 4121
(4 25 1 AR B R 5 51 TSR0 OC &R LA
g, FETHAR A AR 0 T2 WEE A & 1tT
o, HeAnERALET Y R, R EXTALUA M E, LI
2 Y TR I Ath A P S [ RS X)) B i, 1T 28 o 76 4
HREZY XL 5 T AMF O AURML, A2 2E Al AT 1)
FEMLAT M. Klein F1 House (1995)HL A Ay 728 & 15 451
FHREVRANE T A L0 [ GOKAR B TR A% 4
J&% (insecurity), JUH X 26 5y T HhAT — LL 5 i 17
M E H O I R 50 Ik o MERS o R IR AL
I8 5, FRATIN R NN B 0y IR R 2 D1 T R%
HIE] T AU ATT A BT R SR, PR R 5K A
R 2L 3 T2 8L [ B KPR 51 TR R 2 4 R,
FAATE AR AT A R B O, T A I 5 T AR
AUNRATH

HET L Eigik, FATH TR 3:

B 3: FET AL H X NERA B B
ALV RAT H Z R 2 R BA IE W R EH .
BRI 550 TRTHLN A SRR A,
M T AT AU H K mEE, N By ek
5 210 BRAT R 2Z 6] (A IEAH 56 6 R T 5 .

H— 0, BT RETHL A SR T NEA
B BN LA RAT N SE IR, 4T INF A By

A F A5 B AU AR 40347 AL T 8L R AT
Rz B R B T AEH, FRATIA N TAH LY
H B IZ A SO ARA JEVE T, B R S i gy
1F F (moderated mediation, Muller, Judd, & Yzerbyt,
2005). BAARMIE, —Jm, MR TR THAR A
Bk, 51X A O REE MR AE A b B £ a0
HEXTHLUEF], A ISR HAE, AT AR
RS 47 B 2 i A SO AT e e . AR
FE AR, BHGSR T AT <Py B B 50 1 B
AT B B A R R RSV R A %5 T, F S R
MLV A BEs R DTk, SR T LR
HANRATH I — T, M THETHLNAY
R, ST EMN AR (self-concept), 51 T X
FE I RBURAE ST 2 0 2 M 3 FR Y A
AL, 23 XA N BB 0 0 5 A5 0 W, g
MyeE HOWAT R, i 2, AT HRM SN,
M THRTHLN ASTE &, PS5 B
TE FE AR BE G 17 4 5 H A RAT I Z Y
A 08 TR

FT UL BBk, A5 B 4

fBa% 4: FET AL B X NN B A B FE
AU BE 6 17 0 5 4 21N RAT S Z Bl R A 3K
N R Em A REATEN . BARTE SR THET
HAR H KA A, 0 TR THHANA
BRI, RN B 4 S Y A A R R

ZEA UL AR, AR RELe BRI 1
Fos o

HEFAIL

EERURAE 17

S NE= 20 a5

NHARITH

BT AR B R

3 ik
31 HEAFIERF

AHIE R I IR) G PR 28 00 2%, Jiad 2R Tk
A . Hoh RBURAEST AT R . WA S
AT T2 2100 A 5 A8 il s, FEm
AN RAT IR FEWM . BIRmE, RN SS
HORE R E IR — R A AR R T, A
150 £ £ M 300 B EETE. ramMs 5558

Z R EIEIF A BES X —0 5 m . b s —4
FEE SRR — D REE, BHREE = N/MEEH,
s EAE A THFFE N BB HhE, Wy 7RSS, &
AMEEZE T HEA AR BIRRC, 7255 EH AN
LB T E? e TE AN BIEE PR A R FE R
&, hEEER. BT REEPEANET
J@ I, HEENACH TR PP A SE .
ZHE L TREE ARG Z )R, FHEES
[l ZA BT # o BATF UL TR A2 A9 Bl AL BT
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FAEH, ANt iE e AR5 S . RATMBR T —
BORVERLHY . 25 Hd 2 0980dE, &85 146 HA
WO AR HEAT 60% W N B A YE, TIRS EEW
A VERTE A 2.85 4F, T @AY R R 28.8
% . Z5FEEARRHE RN T AR AT 5 B
A RIFHRM:
32 M=EIR

ARSI BT TR) A HR 2 R Likert 5 88 f A%
K, MAEEARZEOBNAEH R (S) . Frf s R4
FHATHER 2 ok LT R MBI L G )

AR BN SITA: AV T, e,
5K HEFI R I 42 (2008) FF A i 3R, B &N A KL
Feo oS SR BERES . BOIEE. 25
Tk TAETR S5 6 DR, dh 24 55 H . 5%
Hinfem FEawlElaieasskkacn
B, IR FE TN, L EIR AT 7 5T IR TR
B TAE”, &4~ Cronbach’s o REUH 0.94,

NEANSH R : KANTEHH Stamper il
Masterson (2002)FF & %) N &8N B 47 B g S0 i 3%
BEML, 5 6 ©25H. Chen F1 Aryee (2007)7E
AT BIEFE A T iz R 0 SCRAS . 26411 2% H
AR RBGETER WAL, RE—DHIA <K
LU TR e B TR B T X AL, R
Cronbach’s o Z2%(°M 0.86,

ETFHLAWMBE: KAE Pierce % A(1989)
T R 10 9 St 3 1 o SC IR 3R AR Ok DUt T 4 4
) A 2 i 3R O il T B BT ) SEUE R
5% (Chen & Aryee, 2007), I 7% i B4 09 15 B
(0.91) o A SR HUbR #E 19 5 2 3] il B, Sk e

SCEHE A G, PR DT A — 44 50 B S, X
MG EERWH R, JHEEIE . X R
10 AN H, il IRAERAFRA G “ARR
fE#iFe 55, KA Cronbach’s o RECH 0.91.

HANRITA: AR Podsakoff, MacKenzie,
Moorman 1 Fetter (1990)£H 21N RAT A 1) H SC i
o mmRET 5 ADYEE, 3t 24 4% H, Rk
FEX T B HSN RAT AT EWIPE, mRr
Cronbach’s a %N 0.87.

EHTE: A THSARITHERTES 5%
1 EH A% EYCRMEA Y, T e EE IR AR
Al BB R M LBV RAT o IR BN 45 T fig )
HEMMEm, RIOEET FTESEESENSE
FR . T & M DL AR A S il A

4 4k

41 IEMEREF S

R T KB AIE ST P R ) 4 AR 22 A Y X 53
RO, WATE AT TR UEE B F 4381 (CFA) .
fITHE T —4 4 EF BRI GZEORAE S A7 R . 3
THLHY OBSE. WHBA S PIS, 414!
NERATH), —A 3 BIFEHICE OBSE 5 PIS &4
— T, PARCER R AR (A AR Ao — N
T)o CFA /A& Nk 1 iR, 45RE£M, A5
SRR 1 G PR A 5 R (g 40 B e (RS 1
SR 2 M, Adf=3, Ay =178.3, p<0.0001; FE# 1
SR 3 M, Adf=6, Ay’=1193.8, p<0.0001 ) (W3
D)o BRI HTEE R, AW i A A8 4
HA R X805 .

x 1 WIEMEF S SR (N =146)

i $ df xdf CFI RMSEA IFI RMR

FERL 12 Y P AR A 3747.70 1946 1.93 0.91 0.06 0.92 0.04

iR 2: =P FHIAI(OBSE 5 PIS A Jf) 3925.99 1949 2.01 0.86 0.08 0.88 0.06
BEARY 3. FRPR AR 4941.53 1952 2.53 0.68 0.10 0.69 0.07

4.2 IR ES T DR

2 WoR T &SR0 ME | beiE2E DL R s AR
MM RS . WA R BT RLAE H, AT
13 I8N 5 AU BE ST F1T R (7=0.60, p<0.01), ZH4!
NRATHG=0.24, p<0.01)ER W EM K. X MERBEE
HET RIS K
4.3 [EYEASH

BATHZ oot mIaR R TR 1 A 2,
FHVR M A 56 T B 3. AESEAT 1 PR 1R 3 45

Brit, Sk 1k 2 s A2 PR IR RE A 52 e, FRATAR I8
Aiken 1 West (1991)AEEIL, H5 F 28 B AJE AT AS B
B ST A Ak B P 3 die 245 3 38 BN . 5K
P Pr s RNk 3 M3k 4 s,

fiis 1 T2 AR BB G170 5 5L TN A B
DY BN IEAHC AR 3 R, TEMA RIS G, %
BB BE T A7 R 5 PN B 03 8% 1 22 [ 1 1 AH &
K F B F(S=0.62, p<0.01; F=21.10, p<0.01), K,
B 1 A5 3 T B SCRE o ABse 2 T NN B Ik
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Fz2 FBLEWMHE. mEEFHEXREE(n=146)
Gl M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. NJE TAER A 2.85 2.69
2. FlEtkn 1.41 0.49 -0.12
3. TR 28.80 5.60 0.54%% -0.07
4. REURBESURATH 3.72 0.65 -0.15 -0.01 0.02
5. BB B 0 3.99 0.72 0.002 0.04 0.01 0.60%*
6. FLTHLAMW A 3.58 0.69 0.01 -0.07 0.03 0.55%x* 0.55%*
7. HERNRATH 3.81 0.38 -0.07 -0.11 0.05 0.26%* 0.24%x* 0.16
[E: *p<0.05 **p<0.01

SR A BAUREE ST 1T 8 5 HLUVA RATS
Z A5 Z . AR SCHK IR Baron A1 Kenny (1986)1 5
LR E AR AL, B T A R R, BAUR B ST
AT HAEL A RAT R Z R A IE A OCOC R 3
(f=0.25, p<0.01; F=3.28, p<0.01), LAl LIFF], 7F
TINA W EBN B SN 2Z S5, PR B0 B 5 4 4L
N BRAT b 2 (8] A IE AH 56 56 & i 3% (8=0.15, p<0.05;
F=3.33, p<0.01), Mi#HZHIREEF1T 4 1952 w1
WA T (p=0.16, p>0.1), KW 75824 EH. B
w2158 T 8.

* 3 BENRGgESSFITA. ASASHEMFEALR
ITAEEASHER (n=146)

- m%4§ HEVARATH
' Oy S I 2
EHlTE
TR AR ] 0.12 -0.10 -0.12
a5 0.05 -0.12 -0.13
TIBAER -0.04 0.11 0.11
BT E
FEAURRE S FAT 0.62%* 0.25%% 0.16
RN ERA
PR B 17 3% 0.15%
F 21.10%* 3.28%* 3.33%%
R? 0.37 0.09 0.11
AR? 0.06%* 0.01*

TE: +p<0.1, * p< 0.05, ** p< 0.01

fiise 3 WU, FEF LY [ BT N ER A B 12k
A5 B RAT R 2Z 0] ¢ 2 1Y E A IE 10 /Y 9 55 4R
o 4500 T TR SR 3 AR5 v )= 234
AR . G5REW], WA SR S5 THAN
H B0 22 B0 5 41 800N RAT A Z (A7 7E 35 1 1E
FHK S ZR(£=0.19, p<0.01; F=4.16, p<0.01), K T 5
SRR IR T AR i, AR Split-Plot 43 Afr 712

HE— BRI R TR i, 23 T R T VR
(I 2(Cohen, Cohen, West, & Aiken, 1983). 5%
3 =% YO THETHLN ASRE, NEAS G
TN 5 ZH U\ RAT S 2Z 1) B 1A DG 56 R AR X P42
M T T ALY A, NESA S 5 4
ZUNRAT R Z (B TEAH G SC RAHXT BEDE . PR, i
W3 AF] T UESE

x4 NFMASHEM. HANRITAMETHLANE
BEFSER (n=146)

. HANRITAH
TE1 T2 L3

EHTE

)@ TAERT[H] -0.13 -0.13 —0.11

T M -0.14 -0.15 -0.15

TIB AR 0.08 0.08 0.07
BELE

RPN (=S| 0.20% 0.25%*

ETALMAR 0.02 0.07
VEREREE

; 3

Piipmiig

F 1.43 2.26% 3.67%*

R’ 0.01 0.04 0.10

AR? 0.03 0.05% 0.06**

H: * p<0.05, ** p< 0.01

TR SRS 4, B IRSYAHA4EH (Muller
et al, 2005; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007)/ 75 Ji,
AL, T AR VISR (a) BRAUBAES AT AN
T HAN RAT W EA &P (b) HETHH
(1 255 N B 0 B R 8 28 BLAE FH (T 2H 208
RATMEE; (o) WEBAS R HEUARET N
HAREZW; (d) YHETHIMN A GO
[E]RF, AR B 0 B b A R0 58 AN ] o FRAT]
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CIPANE S AN R e SOl NE= 8 S R E RAVN N e e [ PN U R EE (B

YHEE 2 BIR S SR, BAUAEST 17T S AL
RATHZ B IEASEE R B, P B Oy Bt
HAUANRAT WA BEH M, I a flc 752
W BATIHESE 3 KRR, ST4L8U0 [
55 RN B 03 BT 38 TAE FH (IO 4 8L 8 BA T o)
W, A b AR TR, b T 2RI
BN EIRAVER, BRATRLARR T 40 d. B8]
Ng, Ang FlI Chan (2008)fJBF5Y, FRATRMH T
Preacher %(2007)#& H M GeiT B E KK Ik, ke
A Yo BRI T L ZU A 0 KN i, TR
LU A I E— PR 22 B AE o — 4,
fCF I T A LU0 [ 25 3 — b5 o 22 1 5 1
JE A, AL R A A . S
HIH T RRAN R T A, A5 B OR, MR THAW
25 KPS, 2 H A 8500 T 5 O B 2 (8=0.13,
p<0.01), T YHETHLUY A AL, Zh A%
AL ES HOAN B 35 (6=-0.03, p>0.1). I, 55 T %
T A EACERE A B, 45 TITFAHLH A
L/ = A NS = 3 0 st S R S
w4158 T S

x5 AIFETHPNMERMKREER
AW R AR
p SD V4 P

BTHA AR

4.27 (" FHE M —A 45
7 22 I B8 IX 38
2.89 (X FHMEWHE— b5
T2 A B0 X 35

0.15 0.05 2.88  0.004

-0.03 0.04 -0.60  0.55

5 hHe

WA N By B R By A A& B Stamper Al
Masterson (2002)42 i, J&— ik 5t T 54415
ROCHHES . SRR, FElEhEERT
BTk AR D TR 28 FH R, fEFT4H S
AT RWTTERS, 5 B SURF 5T 5 SOk 46 1Y 52 e 2 42
) (Rousseau & Fried, 2001), AWFFEAIEZEH K
SEAE P E A S B IR AU AR 9T 4T X B
T NFSN BT 520, A 56 RN B30y IR RN AE
BRI BB 601 A7 R AN D T 2H 2108 RAT R 22 [l )
AEH, JFHEFET AL B EXF N FEA S B
MALARITHZEEER . DL NN S B
IR VE . G S, AP R I: NER
N B3 B AE B2 RO R 0 A7 A 8L RAT R
Z IR AER, FEF A2 F 2T B ek
HSHLNRATHZ AR FR . DN S %
ST H A RN B A TE 1] R R

Stamper Fll Masterson (2002)#& 1, ZHZ10] L1
aob— 2 N 7 R A S 5 e DL T RSN B
AT T Z2 N D) BRI A PR AR R th e — 2
B o BAR Y% 52 1) (Kuvaas, 2008), F 4 4144 5
TR RS THe AP I AR . £
HRATRAWRE, TERMAXCRPAERAEZENE
M, DAMERBFSR WAL, E8 AT M2 1 T
NS B3 J8% 0 . 4, Armstrong-Stassen £l Schlosser
QOIDMWFFR R I TN A C 28 T EEMA
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- R I, 2 A i K B RN B B
Eisenberger, Stinglhamber, Vandenberghe, Sucharski
I Rhoades (2002) B WF5E & B, A AY 48 S HF
(perceived supervisor support)¥% = Y 51 T 5 1] GEIA
A CRHBWEZN O . AT RIS —
L, IR RERAIE T AT 9 — AR T T ——
AR AEST FAT R —— X5 TP A B 3 IR 1
TR

TEMRAE N (2009) RO BIFFE AL AR B T 13— 28
Xt TN B Oy B R AR e, JF HL
AATTIN Ay 3 A 0 — 0 Ji A e BT A 5 1 %o P AT A
A Z MG . SCRPRRAER ] . EAfTH
JEPRE) T RAEF Al REE B PR, TIFRIEEA
PRUTRAGE R 53 TN NS BN N TR 2 4, 78
HIE IO FTA R o ST E TR0 B ik T AL
IR BE AT 10 5 TR, AR e EEAl B, A
LB TT R 23 52 e 19 LA TR B AR T 4005 52 AU
REAT R0 51 TN TR B 3 BT B IN T2 B DRI,
ARWFFETRAN T LAER DR RIE AR R . 51 —T7
T, SIS BT B AR A AU BB 047 A oA Y B o =
W, Sl A (delegation) th A —E AU X B . #7
AR FEST AT M i Konczak 2 A (2000)7E#Z A%
—MEERY R B, ARSI E R T 0T
) — 245 BRAT R o BUBBE S A7 Ry 23 1) % T AL i 2
ZUAIE . EAALATR DT R AR B B8R
5%, RN 5L AN B O S8R 7 A R 1Y) 5%
W EALSERAEAT . ARTHE . A FRE . 0
fFE . Fre kL) Lds S RIHSisk 6 MERE . 24X
TAERIPEZN . O —0m, (AFRATAN
At oA 2 2 ) 3 i 5% T 2H U OB
AR, ORI AL 1 T 2200 5 T AT #0%E
MfE=.

DI 56 T B AU BB U 47 R i A58 R 22 56 T
H B TR £ B AR B (I AR R . d18UK
WO RIFEMR, 110 5T HX 53 TAT 52 i iy iF 5%,
ABFFER VI IFUESE T X A AT MR 0 TAH N KAy
NI I, I B — 2P R BT X R e i R AR
P, RRSE I AR By Bk AR 3 . i H., PIAE
B N L-F- 3 5 B AU BE 947 R 2H AU R AT
oh B MR B AR S BRI, A S8 A 3 — T T Al
THBEXMHRE, ¥R T RAUREES 317 . H
U0 RAT M ELE I,

TE RN B 53 B 10T 20 2L 235 SR 748 1t i 5% ik 7
M, 5L —2(an, Stamper & Masterson,

2002), FATHIMFIT L5 LU, HFA B 0y B
23X TSV RAT = A R 2 ), AF5R )
SEeYT R T P B B B RIS R A E . S
— 5T, A SC T AN B 40 S8 Gn o] 52w B T 28
FEFNAT R A 98 2 B0 T AL e 3c e i LA o i AS
FN—F AR, BB Ok R A, 3647 175
B, A EA AR S B Y 51 T2 Jir LA
RI T2 WHANRIT R, SRR TR SH
Uz Mt sc i, WRE T H B —F [ R %R
Mo AT, AR ZHE IS NEA S
13 BN MR AR o o

A, FATIA R P B B T T 51 T
R BT S AE 3 Ll SV AR A G R B, HaX
Pl B AE 2 KB b s A LS BRI LN RoA T
R332 BN 51 T AT A B BRI . A1
TR R | CZHE NN, R CRERE”
i BTk, (HOLSEF U0 [ 28K, XA O tT
HRET EA R THL, g LUART A BEIE, H
2L H U0 AT A 2 [ BOM 24 U AR R 25 1Y
1 F, WAMASRIHBIREZWHLALNRIT R,
TR, X AR T 4N H B AR 5 T
T KT 1 PR N B 03 J8 1 T PR YRR 1) 2H 8O At AT Y
A AT FE AT AT e 23 E AT A0 B AN e i) B2 (343500
THE, sl 1R B B 2 LA RAT R .
R, RN BN 5 3 T2 A B AA e —
M2 BAEF o WF5E 45 AL IR T 5 T2 A %
BIRTAER . BT ZE L EE, EAERB U
WY, AR, NEB SO . A SIS RRIER)
XPARAT R (an, 2208 RAT A ) B 52 1 1T RE 25 37 2]
ARFFAECN, ST AZUN AR IE T . XA C
MY ERIR B9 OB B — i 45 2 o ARSRIAEAY
W] DL — SRR N SN 5 AR
RATHZ R R NTESIMER R, 03 AR
(self-efficacy). 2>/ (perceived justice)? .

AAIE S (1) 25 0T A ol 4 38 S R Al B Y
SR T HHLARAT RS AL A 36s
VEREZEARUE, QR E m il 354 7 0 R R R
AHIE 0 B S 7 SCTE T DA B3 TN RN B 003 8% R 1Y
1 B2 45 75 v [ Al 50 2 ] £ v D1 TR AL
RATH . AHFERE5IRRY, (1) 5 TRHE A
SEALUNEBART, TR 2 HA AR
178, M 4E3 FIAR 3 20 SUR AR (B 3G 1E, i
Al 9 N Y %% 7 A — S Y A N T B R A B
B AT 8, iR REEE I, 434X (delegation) |
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SR T2 5005, M 0 TAR BB . IAFME
R S W . B | A AR L (W O £ U 1 N
A CRERHALNIRA; Q)R I E Z A REURGE
AT N — Tl R = 5 RN B3 SR
MpERE 5 THHARIT AT, ERTRTEZL
A ER, 5T ER, M A FRHE IR
AWM TAE, [FIRHE 235 X 5 T R 5 9%,
PO TR RS Q)RR X TR T A8 A %
AR B TS, N B BRI U R
T AR AR R F R . 335 N Y S & T i
BT FA LU A SR, X FRTFHLNA
KA Y D T AR 38 25 A T 0 2 AR O AR
2, FRVFMATARAS R TRIR, B R U R IR
BT RS T2H U0 B 2K, DT A2 2 i ] 6% 20
UANRATH

AR BAFAE— 2 R4 . 55—, FEMFSE I
TH5 T, ASBESE IR T Y J2 B 8 T (cross-sectional ) Bff
78, LA RE B IEHERT S i Z M 2R E R, R
KSR AT LA 3 R Y 9] (longitudinal ) Y A 5% 5
TR VRN — s o ANk, AR T 22 TR A0 (40
SH 5 0TI B ), kT 3k 6 5 Rk e 22
(common method bias) "] gt K Ay R, 25—, M
AW A RE 401 A7 Ay 1Y ) 465 ot 3 ok 4 L
RIS TIEm, irriesik 5 A RGN E
HE, A BEAFETE 2128 I 22, -5 PP O 1] FR
Weo ANid, TERIHSHT R IRATR TR 2 o0 AL A 5L
P, FE— & R b AT DA B2 22 i 52 e . 56 =,
BB A R AL S HERAE s &,
I, A& TIESE, RATHLE LT
{35 1 T He A 19 SCAR 1 B2 75 22 1 — 20 i SE R
5o HM, AR IFEA T (146 A5 T & EC X
B AT /N, AHZEREAR TR /NS LT, 44
SRR B SCRF, o N 58 AR IS A 251 B
FEE BT EENE . KRR AR IT T L2348 4 o KR
ARPEHRETT 0. B, AU AREARER R N —
AL RIS —E R LR TSR A e
ANERRCRE o ik, XA R BEVLE R, —
FE EA ] T RIS B SMERRRE o ARk R BIFSE T LS
BN Z R 1 il s 2 2 8 AR 8 R A T o0 A

6 &L

I

\!

A IR T PN ES N B R A 2 A fE 40
AT M THBUA RAT A Z B/, AKX
HT ALY A REXF NS B A N ReAT

N Z B SR BIVTAE I . AR R HAAR R BLINR
B, Tk EAURBE VTR T A F) T4
DUT RN R O B0 o F2 4800 51 T B R AN RE 45
AT AZ, BT NS O ERUK PR . 5
=, BRI G B R A T A RAURBE
AT B TN RAT NI o B4 1 AL
MG FIE 00 3 A DAy el ek A B3 T A P SN 47 SRR
IR By TR VA RAT N . S =, ATk
BEE T HAR A X NEA S BN S H BN R
7 0 Z 0] B 5 2R HAT TE ) AR5 A o 01 T T4
U H GRS, B Oy O S U RAT
N Z RIS F B A . 250, FATidk K L T A
A4 LR N RN B 03 RN SR AU BE 40 A7 5
YL RAT o Z 1) Y A 2808 B I fi )8 9 4
o By TR T AU A REK-F s, A1 TR
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Empowering Leadership Behavior and Perceived Insider Status:
The Moderating Role of Organization-based Self-esteem

YIN Jun; WANG Hui; HUANG Ming-Peng
(Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)
Abstract

Perceived insider status (PIS) is defined as the extent to which an employee perceives him/herself as an
insider in a particular organization which has exhibited positive correlation with organizational commitment,
task performance and organizational citizenship behavior in previous studies. Underpinned by the organizational
investment model, the objective of the research is to develop a process model linking empowering leadership
behavior to organizational citizenship behavior (OCB) with the mediating role of perceived insider status (PIS).
The moderating effects of organization-based self-esteem (OBSE) on the relationship between PIS and OCB, as
well as on the mediating role of PIS are also investigated.

We tested this model with a dataset from a sample of 150 subordinate-supervisor dyads from the People’s
Republic of China. Two versions of questionnaires were mailed to the supervisors and subordinates respectively.
We asked all the participants to complete the questionnaires and return them directly to the researchers in
postage-paid envelopes that we provided to them. Participation in the study was voluntary, and confidentiality
was ensured. After deleting unmatched dyads, we obtained 146 dyads of subordinate and supervisor in the final
data set. Mediated and moderated regression was performed.

Results showed that empowering leadership behavior had significantly positive effect on PIS. OBSE
moderated the relation between PIS and OCB, and also moderated the mediating role of PIS. Furthermore, PIS
fully mediated the relation between empowering leadership behavior and OCB.

Our results demonstrated the importance of investing in employees to enhance the feeling of social

inclusion. Research implications and future research directions are also discussed.
Key words Empowering leadership behavior; Perceived insider status; Organizational citizenship behavior;

Organization-based self-esteem



