LBR2EHE 2014, Vol. 46, No.11, 1691-1703
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2014.01691

(XA 22 57

FT RSB, 1 201620)

SeTAL SR, T DAL S A B OC R PR 4E g v A A8 e, DA e BEAS B 45 40 M 2 18 O B )22
P AR R, SRDT T AR 4R IR 55 BTSRRI o G WSO DL 2% S SR 46 DI ATBA 210 321
PRI AR, 32 2200 GE 2 05 T 0 B 1 A B B R AT T SRR 6 . WSS R B AR RS PERY T T,
KRN 2 BEATE A A 258 T3 52 W AT 55 BTG e ke B b A A, 45 R M 2 AR (% 10 19 205 4 150 ) 85 )2
AE ) P T S A ARG 5 ) S AT 55 SO R R 4 R R, AR E R IR 2 BEAS S YR FETE 1 2578 01 50 5
Rod R AR M ©, s SR BEESHESA By TR 18 458 1 19 /E RILA o

LR 1, AL MR, HaBEAR, (B8

B849: C93

1 515

1% 4 % 71 (Emotional Intelligence, & FX EI)J&
I ORI N TE B 4, XA e T2 m 2
5, JFRef X (5 848 = B C B E MIT3 Y fe
717 (Salovey & Mayer, 1990), ‘& J& 18 25 1% BAH /Y
€ 71 A0 1 45 i (Goleman, 1995; Bar-On, 2006;
Cooper & Sawaf, 1997; Dulewicz, Higgs, & Slaski,
2003; Petrides & Furnham, 2001; Boyatzis, 2009), JG
R R, 1EEE JIHe N 43K (Van Rooy & Vis-
wesvaran, 2004; Joseph & Newman, 2010; O’boyle Jr,
Humphrey, Pollack, Hawver, & Story, 2011; 5K#1E,
TRE, 2011), SR, XHEL R J1LLERER T EMH
Ta, VbR REVE SR A T 4 4 I R Y
FEIRARWESS o A UT AR FR S0 50 J iy At D) A
#451453:47 4 (Hur, van den Berg, & Wilderom, 2011) .
BERTE 455 71(Koman & Swoff, 2008) . k43 /4
U (Miners, 2008)%5 Ay H A A8 w1 AR 7R DL
fiE J1(Coté & Miners, 2006). 4L L>(Rode et al.,
2007). 51 L1465 J1(Sy, Tram, & O’Hara, 2006)%5
SR AS LAY, DL AR SO A BAE %0 B
5 b A A28 R Y I 5 4 A #5580 (Chien Farh, Seo,
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& Tesluk, 2012), LA K MBS 240 B7 ff JE (Giardini &
Frese, 2008), i T 5802 HE HE
AREYRFR, TFTERA A BB TS 4R 1 Si8ue
Wi, (HAE R G0 5 4558 AR A |, B Rl
v R = A5 R 98 R R D i B ERIE, 7RISR
LA L = 28k .

T2 ) SR TR R e G B T A AR . AR RS
BEpyANIE], ml LB IS 2R ) A4 E 6 53 e
X —RMbZt, FEEAMAFEZNELT,; =
Rttt G, 8 5T R RE LS
AR YR E 2R R R R BT R R s
AR — 2R AY AL 5 (Coté & Miners, 2006; Rode
et al., 2007; Hur et al., 2011), if i H & pAAR
AR B A AR R AR AR, D
NI 22 3 Wt A B 25 T ST T R T . B 4
T E RIS, RG] Atz Frta2e . A2
L5 Y 2 S s SR R AT O BRI AIF ST AR, T
WG F BRI . TERS R b & S A Ak 25 I 2%
FIE MMk, HRTIE#) 2 H T Z224FH s,
DL TE] 225 R 07 450388 T8 I 1% V52 A DR 1) ] T (Adler &
Kwon, 2002). #Rifi, 7E1HLE% I8k, R4 12 H
tH 2 S IS AT VA T ST B9 AR (Miners, 2008),
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A, FE A WA (D)IEEE
tramte e AL 55 508 (O 2 20 B T k4%
TR TTEH . i T A BT 28T 3 %
B TRE MR T IR, AT AR it
TR 22 A, WM 3~6 A, 5%
AT BA B 7 36 ik 3 [ 55 ) A g o s H AT 55 A9 4L
WL SR FRGT, T RAERAL M 2 IR T T TR L]
Ao AR TR A ) 5 R A 7 vk, TERAU S g 77
S NREATHETE HA SRR OL S, R A R A
ZIR PR R, BIFFT 4 A B AT S i N AL,
SCEG AT LS R AT R A, IFXIRESE i Rt
AR

2 SCERZRIE SR

21 HERNESHSER

Fh2x 25 S 410 T A A 2 5 0 e HGE T )
A JIME 2 (Scott, 1988; Barnes, 1954), #1243 X 2% 11 ff
RAEE R, udEt ity . AR ShH-ThE
F ORI 553 H14F (Mizruchi, 1994; Tichy, Tushman,
& Fombrun, 1979; Scott, 1988)F&Ai I #: a7 E kK,
Tk B G T A At 2 I 45 B 9 SEVARL T IR i ) MR
MEZE NP HT 70 o AE N —FIRESAE S, Ao R 2541
F2 R AT Bl SO ST SR (AT DL AN A BRI
ZHRIYHL, A F AL EZ)F g —
YK R EHAOR P25, R ST X SR
RIS A 2L, LA RS AR S 5 S5 i A R 45 v
SARLT BN o AR —Fh T, HEEARIK
At 23 0GR G AL R T B SRR AE B B
fi Ry, PRI E B H R AS I SR A B S HRHE,
T2 SR 22 ] 1) O R S5 ), LA 20 BT 1) E
S R AR EHRIA AN BRESS AL . A TR A 2 50
Bm e . NSRS . Ao 2L £ 12
P T —Bh B AN 24T 0 1977 (Mitchell, 1974
Galaskiewicz & Wasserman, 1993), HEZBEMAE
UM R B B GBI AR, H Rt
SR XA Pk ST SR R S, e T LA
A AR Sy il (49 0 5 LA KA AR S VA S BT R AT
A M 512 (Galaskiewicz & Wasserman, 1993; Scott,
1988),

LS EARTE SR | LGB AR )
RENH bR . S A A 15 5 A rh AR A AR T
(Galaskiewicz & Wasserman, 1993; Coleman, 1988;

Granovetter, 1985), ‘& &4t MZ&WE5E b )2 i H
IS . AT SRS R, FE R
KRS R R 4% Hh 9380 F (Kilduff & Brass, 2010).
SRR EXAL S BEARFE T X, BN S
W 26 P 2538 A7 TE 431 (Adler & Kwon 2002), {H2%f
ERARWIIG T —28) Ry, B2
PEA A HER T, HA IR B 42 558,
XS I SR 38 AT B A2 06 & i AR 9 (Moran,
2005), ASHF5E L) Nahapiet Fl1 Ghoshal (1998)%} 56 %
PEAE AR TNEE AL 2 AR E O BEAl, %
RUT AR 45 8 1R TAE 55 i 80d 72 vh 4y 3
M, BRI, BRI OC R YR B AR 1Y
RN NZIR R R, FE I AR = ] i 2k
9N PR A2 11 % Ji& H Y 4% Bl kL 23 6 28 (Moran, 2005
Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998). Z5 4 M4t & AR A 1)
e NI Z BB IE Z [A] < 5 A N TC K7 1Y e 4 1),
F LR AT B ] Y X 4% B R R A A AR BBk
(Moran, 2005; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) . 2 & 2§ £
FHARTE], ARSI L A REE
1 X J5 2 B K 55 £ 41 ]2 K (Nahapiet & Ghoshal,
1998; Moran, 2005). XJ . T4 [ it £ B AW 5 2
K, LB A Z R B, ABFRTEA
PRJZ WG R R VAL BEAS, 72 M BN Z T G451
PEAL S BEOAR, DiRiE A, LIUE#H N2
WA, SRR A TEMATE 25 1 AT 55 41
RO R T i PE
22 XEAMHSEXRBHTRNTIER
22.1 BHEEHNEXREEHSER

H A A e B R 4 R e L — 2k X
RURE SRR DL Mayer 1 Salovey %5 MU . K&
FE SCIN G 458 1R 1 2 I B DGR ), B F %
BLE LN . B A PR Koz T A e kA
MREST . ) MRS R, LI Bar-On Fl
Goleman 4§ 03, X 2@ SHEESE 15N
530 SIE i 3] 5517 25 15 JER O T 40T 1Y BB g B TR R
i, W45 1 (Coté & Hideg, 2011), FE 1453 |
hE g EEhME L SR AR, AR
FhERIR TS8R 1, W SEz 2 X E&, ENT#W
Ko B 5515 25 18 IR AR O GBU  IN 2, B2 X 3 Tk
FIINHIHE 1 10728 & (Zeidner, Matthews, & Roberts,
2004), XF T ANAF G515 B AT A 0 B T A e
YER o ABIFFE R T 2E 7 ) BB S0z 3 S B i B

KAEMASTEA RS WA TSR 2 —,
BRI FE S G I C RARE, S5 ANA R TT
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17, R AR AT B 2 )8 k2 A0 AR R TR R
()45 1 )¢ Z (Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998), 178 1E
EAE R P ST Ok A B AT, 4t Sl R
FEAE R X5 AU B, Ab T R — 2H S/ SRR AR Y
S35 N R HR A2 5 R 1 BAR R BUE X (Moran,
2005; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998; Kramer, 2006), #I:
22 K R TG B H i 55 R R I o R MEAE & Y
AEPAFEE . RN S, RRMASRAFE
RIRAE) BEFREEPRAN 7 T, ) RE BRSO R A
(A RFR . ABERR . FFHRER . kX
FAE) BHOO AR, BRBE FE AR IR AR, ¢
RRBERERER RS AR R ST
ASEAARZ T S B, H A OCTET H AT B BE A~
5 HAB R 5 O FR SO P, 7RG REA FEA
LA MBS IS, IS [ 2R R

Tz B LS4 ) AR S BG4
LN NP RS I LR A S SN SE Tl N S R
(Bar-On, 2006; Goleman, 1995), {HJ&ATE FE 4
YRS BT, HEOC RE LS APRC R IE /E
ENNEET, RDEWOR G4 X T N B
THES R T, SR EX S MR . 4t
LML, M GE s BHR T3, BEASIT
T8, W R BEE 0 B AR B Se s Gk 173
# (Burt, Kilduff, & Tasselli, 2013), 15255 J1 324730
HIE BRI Z —, B BR WAt 2 M4
L Mg R, DU L TR A . AR IR SC
&, BRI BURTETE AR 1 5t a4 Z ik 1
% $54M(Miners, 2008), fR/DF H BRI EA14E
GR . ABFFEIE R 1 E T IZ M AN PREE AT
Wb, MWRAEFSKEZN I — I M A B, 5
BB RO R AL S AR

B\, MR BB RESIEN AR, M
XP T, s 2R 3 BAA R s 4 A i S 4
fie J1(Mayer, Roberts, & Barsade, 2008). A |- 5101 fE
A AT BB BN B H AT TR S 45 E B R,
AR A B2 R AR SR, IFAE I B A 25 T i
fE o MNP Bk s = A E AN RE £ IEH TAE
P/ YN (R (WS BTG = S AN & /N A S S A G I E
Fo At A BT B AR TE SRR, b
fTIRE ik 45 ok h el ezt . ANbnEshid v, &%
SR 1 VL AT R LTS B N AR, ()
IFTEAMB O BT REFEIG . XS TAEX 4, 11
T EREE M R AR, I S I 258 ) &
FEA IR

HIWR, =EEE IHEBEGHPAFMNGNE . A
M5, s8R )% BA TR 4 /E M (Goleman,
1995, 1998; Goleman, Boyatsiz, & Mccer, 2002), 7E
PN TAE M TSm A 2, TAEH
SPERIRAMILTAF B, 2 F 3T R AN n]
ML, RI XA FAT A E, Rk sdtE H
br, BRI AGAE, a2 RS T, LK
PAF LN SRIEHR 13 R HATT A L,
RAG 258 1 B A TAERVE S h &% Fear AT, ME
DUARPE RN 75 5 1 BRAC A G 2, JFFEREE TR
T, B R ERPEYT, BRI RFE T, X TR
SESP B ER A AN SR K238, AR 3R LRI
W, HANERFEREMN, BA RIFAERM, I3
W R A BAAST H0 55 0 B N T 25 5 AR A AT

=, ISR B ER S NEE, TAEM
LR, A SRS . HRTE S
B, DAL AR T 1% 184 2 7, Sl T
PGS JUOr M R B, R AR A S e TR
P 204 Bl vp2€ (Schlaerth, Ensari, & Christian,
2013), A7 7E i e In) 5k A P BB A A0 DX 34T 55
T FME L P58, BXE 2R w8 e iy [l R AT 3l
GTEL, AR, R AR DR it B R TR 22 7
LR Rz, ARSI FEMAN, WRJmHI4 )% &
PAR B wh 5 X7 #5432 91 37, IFHE S Il g e
IATERAE h g rh 22 3 K, SE 4 15 1L
AT R R A AT B S 2 B R SRR I, DA
MY 52 P 5,

AT, SRR AR 4N S T T
DL, DA R G AR B OC FRAHAL A A e P 1Y 28
THL A, S AR, Bt A
[F A2 N, R SRR Rl R 2 IR AL
R AR, GFE% . AR FIRE 2 ¢ R ALk
JRE R TR, B AT R AR T O AR R B R Y U ) K
JEo PR, $RHBRR 1 TR T IE MmO R P
RSN
222 XEMUHESEXREEFEHHN

Fh 2 P28 B LR AIE X A7 3l 3 7 2B 1R B 45
At S TEARW T B F B 4 Z —(Carpenter, Li, &
Jiang, 2012; Adler & Kwon, 2002), 57 EH, &
AT B D) (Seibert, Kraimer, & Liden, 2001),
K2 M 3R B (Lin, 1999), 4 %Y T./E 1% & (Bian,
1997; Granovetter, 1973), MK T AESi5L(Sparrowe,
Liden, Wayne, & Kraimer, 2001), 2\ % 0§51
B (Gulati, 1995), 20217 541§ (Tsai & Ghoshal,
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1998), 11X 285 & & (Westlund & Adam, 2010)2548
HEFEE, Moran (2005)i i3 #R 1T SR A 45 14
PE 5 56 BB XA R RGN RZ i, $8 Ak S
T 207 R, BRI RR R AR R IR
XA HA5 E PR W BARVE R o ARIF9E FS R e R
AT S BEA KT I H BN sPASAAT 55 Bk 15

Sk 52 1A [R) A i 4 50 H A BA S B A4
BT — RS, W4T A 2 2K %R (Lin,
1999): — & ELIEBCR, XRTIRAT RN AT A%
), LG R I H S m i fE e, e
TARAE S5 HH B A BE, DL R 4h Al N2k i) 3¢
R shmh AR B A . EEERRIEAZ A OB, MARE
% F e ARG, A PR HE AR R R R T A
CR R, IR IR, SRR R A MBI
AHE O R, EEARE AT R A OC T AR
220, RO (S R A MR SR, Y
fiff DR [ R IE 2R N5 o TN R IR S PR L 3R 7R 20 —
Vi R A A = I 3 o S B U A NI = k2 3 A 1 E 22
BRARA BRI, FEUEARIURR B e F A R AR IR
KEH, DAGHE =T RRANERRE, DA =
TR, EEEN T, AR T AR A
FE R 1 N B8 E AR 2 T A A B it R U, i
AL RIEMZ L, SRR R R BRI A
E5 . IR AU, TB] 2 G IR U] T R ) R
FER) R A S PRAE, PO s Be R [ O K
AN A A SRR 1, B AT R A W R A
WA, —BIEW T ARSI,

FE A AT H 58 it B b, MA B 55 SOk 7
BT 24D H s P 2 . — 200 H A Py S
ST, WA E T SRR EOE I FITR A, X
T E A B AR T AR A, o A A B TAEIRAS
TRRAS I R AT, O BT A e A BRI,
SRIBUHI R 47 8h, il TAESERE, Mg R 42,
AT B4 b 58 A T AR . — A DG PRI RE 1Y
FAR . N NAT S BT EHAT 55 7 5 5 245 iU
37 5% 5 H A R 5 S [RS8 R TAE, B AT S5 A
e W) BARE R A 3562 o A OGS R B BT 2
AR A 2E L I REFTEAAOCTORE . ULEE L A
RT3, M E )55 A e i i 4R . —
AN B AAE SRS BY 3% T BN A 1E, BE
A TR B e b 1 AT 45 A S A AR R, A
NS P ) )5 SRR 22 55, 38 30 R ME R RE A 21 At A
() 3 SRS B, JCREXT A O TARAT 55 A 3058
S B B HESIAE T o AR 88 B T A i 2

MR R R, HhE. &8 . B, KRS
PRI — e PR EE b B4R A T B HA s O b BT AL
F AN S T35 H o HA Bl 5% 6% g B AT IR, 4534
NSRRI BN, AR R vh Ay vl RE 42 Hh B A
) IR AL e 7 58, AT e L LR SR G R B 80K - o

Zr el gn, 1 H A BN T AR R, [
ZEE AW GRS o AR o 2 rh g 5 1Y) sl R B
B T 5 HARAT S & 1) R R B ARE MR R i,
KRB, KA TR B E 2R R Mt
SXGEA) B Bl T N £ AR A BT 22 (i A R,
X SR e 2 AR MR IR B S S W STBOKF o
I ER R 22 O R APEAE 2 BEAIE [ 52 W T 55 54K
223 BHEEH. XREBHSEXMESER

Sia i 12 AR TR TSR S S
NS, REFHYIER, XROC R AL HAE ST K
ML T Z R BEIR, SR AR LA B TR
BAF L SE I TARAE S5 o 458 C OISR 268 Tt
SR U AE F (Van Rooy & Viswesvaran, 2004;
Joseph & Newman, 2010; O’boyle Jr et al., 2011; 7
WERE, THE, 2011), 4RI 3: RAMAHSTAR
METELEE IVER TAE S S h /A8 6

gi bRk, AWFIN BB H TAEE 5T,
THER 1. MERR S R ST AR LA 55 G302
[IAAFEANIE 1 IR C R

HI1/H3 H2/H3
B MARIE RIS VA | 590
\ ) — 7

~
it 1 i ] 2
1 (H3 )

23 HMMEHSERNERBATER

SR SR A BRI SR — D EEYE
BE, XN F At S 2 a5 R AR, ff R B E A
MZ BB ICZ M 5 NTCR Mgk, F 8
T8 A7 2h 35 Z (] %) X 28 3 3 02 75 A 7E B v (Moran,
2005; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998). 72 R £ HF 5%
S, A PIFPEUR 34T (Wasserman & Faust, 1994):
— SRR S AT, B T ST 4 ) AR
FZCTEA A T2 T AR, R AR
HLC 2 S Hr, B HE SAESE DL TR O B X 25 R
P, FEOGE ARSI A Z RIAYER R SR o
TEREAR I8 A, SER AT S AR O T B3 I
28 N BRI TR, B T B B A8 bR P 2% %
FEFM 28 3846 . 78 A IO R, 454
PEAL S TEA S e T A FRAE R p A, WA A
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EFEARAE W25 0 BE R 28 )2 9145 (Freeman, 1979;
Scott, 2000), AN 5T EFXF i FE A 5T Z W% 46 1 Kk
AR EE % 08, AR BT Zb 4 25 W 284 9 AT 5l
BRSNS, B G AT Ak 0 45 Y R AR S5 A
FEE X 288 1 54T 55 BTAUZ 0] OC ZR 58 B2 A 52 1]
A T[] — PAT A B AN TRI A (AR ]G T — SRR 5, Al
TR SR PR AT 23 A I AT BRSO3 BT A7 1Y e &5 4
PERE S BEA LA B Ry 23 BT 8457, B S T BAJZ IR R 72
i, RIRATEE Z MR RN AR, Ao R 2g T
PLor R Z2 0268, anigif ™ A AR BT (Klein,
Lim, Saltz, & Mayer, 2004; Sparrowe et al., 2001),
LR N Z )7 5 TARA G5 B . A B AN
T8 51 S5 BRI R 25 257 (Mliners, 2008) . ASHF5T 2%
KUERIBN A NZ 028 T 58 it [l it B4R 55, 2
AFEST S TAEM GRS, SR HE ARy T i b Bl
AV PR S5 e e, X RO 5 1 ) 2% 1 P A W)
B o PIZEEE B RE S WL HEAE A 1R AR, ARBFSE T
TH 0 24 %85 J3 0 i A A P 2 A P A 25 TR AR

2 ) O 2% 9 BE AR W28 P AR T AR B
7] R0 AH A2 i FNIBE 2R 1) 5 4% 7 B (Sparrowe et al.,
2001), = 5 BE A W28 BEAT 45 4T 3 LA R AR
— & A RO 5 T ARAE: 55 o FEl %4 2L A i B AR A
155, HIBASA Ao 5545 8 L R B sS4 il |
FAE 2], SR BERE ey T ik 58 U S5 S IO, —
ERARBEAF XA, TAELFRBERRA
W V)3 RN R, A BT A DA B0 AR B T, R
FEROC R, MR BZ BIAE AT, EATHE B 5 [
RS B IR R 32 o eI 258 ) B e 4 A A
R IR I, A B T AT 2 b
(Miners, 2008), Jf- & B S BE M AR, &
LR TR B, SIS R,
M SE B N H bR A, I B 7 1R 1)
ZRIAEE T W MAZ Bl Bk 2 100, (5 8 A8 # A R HE,
FHE 27 S RSN AL, AR DU Sy 1) 5 T e
TAE, HIAGEHERZ ARG . T TAEPIRD AL
TEFNIRH, )0 2 ] ST R S 25 Rl O R HL 2t
AR RAETEM M ZE B, m B4 T35 1A
FE T DA AT 28 AH 5C BB 1 AR AIE 19 D0 3 ot 43 100
b g, JFSMAE TR REFER, HE
Z B P AL PR R BR AR, A ATTAR MRS AE = 2 T i )
2R AT A — AR A TR A AR B A B BE IR, X
F (s B AGE I B Y 95 S e 4 B AT Y B 80K
SN0 v B S ) R 2% R A [ A

AU, v E T R 25 e R R £ AT B R

BEZER . FEMAERCRIILE, SEEE N
HE TN AT, R el A c s
SEMATE N @ R R 4. S5 TERE 2B
S (5 ) D00 245 %85 32 ) 5 2= X 1) 30 5 52 M S A5 4 7
SEF5 GO R, 1) 100 465 2 B BRI 2
T AR5 B A 15 R o (8] 2 AW
JE VA RN AR BT

| BBy Hiatt 290 | -
%{_J N\ ~ J
i1 1 By ] 2
2 (L1 ,L2 )

BT R, DYERMU S IEE R e —
T2 AYAH R (Mayer, Salovey, & Caruso, 2004; Zeidner
et al., 2004; Wong & Law, 2002), 1fii 5 TAEGRL
BAE—E W AH % (Tett, Jackson, & Rothstein, 1991;
Salgado, 1997; Barrick & Mount, 1991), [F]H} %
2 M 2845 — 5 52 W (Burt, Jannotta, & Mahoney,
1998; Mehra, Kilduff, & Brass, 2001; Klein et al., 2004;
Thompson, 2005), A&~ UFFE HP 4580 BT 2 2 45 i
ZIMM SR, AN 50 ki A8 X e i
A4l .
3 WFETTIE
3.1 X

FEACK A F iR mss 5 D BEge g, Hrp
PUANBEGCR AR (R =22 4), — B9 o A+ F
FAWF—24), 210 72z A B3 BRI R 3~6
NI 46 DHIBN, HIBAFIHAE, 4.57 Ao R
EIRPIE R 21.45 %, RKRAER N 25 %, HB/NMER
K19 % Ho, Bk 23.9%, Ltk 76.1%.
32 METR

145 )1, R Wong Hl Law (2002) 8 22 1
IR T W FBETER SRR B AL SCEEA
FIERR, BARE4NYER, 300 IES B IRITAL
G VEAS . B RS2 R, 16 45
Ho Dtk e 5 A F <Ak % R, kS5
MR, AR DL A& YRR AE BE 430 0.78
0.88., 0.84 Fl1 0.86, fRMBEMIFEH 0.85,

KRS TEA, FE W48 AN R B O1 YOG &R
R A 28 5. MR, XA S AR
B3R O ZR 0 U 2 52 i 1) LT A BA S AR OG R
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AR o A R 28] b 5 3 A 1T BA e LAt i 53 56
FAREAT I, X AT A A G R 0T d B A S5 8K
U ATOL, AT AR A4 G 2R Jo a4 SR S B b fig DA
AT S5 A A 5 A A e A B 03 A O R i R AT
S OC R o ) HE 2R PR (Mayer, Davis, & Schoor-
man, 1995), A5 K Simons Fil Peterson (2000)
FH A 04 20 P9 A A o 3R 000 o A 1Y 06 R A E S HEAS
(FEAARIAET HNFEEN B SFEEZR, X
il 22 S AE LR RR BE BARER T MR o6 R b A & ¢
Ao MeHEERHA] 5 A% H (AR T B 03 AR B
o o T, FRATTERHA 5 1% b (B) 58 A5 AT X 7 45 ) IR
e AT BA B 53 22 8] ) O 2R T dk o 00k R DA << 446 AN > 5]
“RUET, R 7 MEE. AU R RN
JEH 0.87,

SERBVERT S 0EAR . I 1 IO 24 280 38 Of Ay 2 45 4
PEALSSTEAS . TR E e 2 e BIBA N, HE B
AN TR B (AE, in-degree)#E £ 51, AR5 HiTHE
D) 2% i, 7 [10] 2 P 286 50 (P i T 322 £ ) 22 TR LA V) 45 2
MR E T 5 K& 802 f1 i e #i (Scott, 2000,
Wasserman & Faust, 1994), A 57 H &9 B X
ST /N 1 HL A B D ik T TR R 25 ) i B v, AR
23 WAt TR B AT AR S, B R AR
CEUPIAN BRI, IR RN ELRAAAE, BIECR
TR BELATETE(Klein et al., 2004; Miners, 2008),
SR S LG P B RS S B, e A 2 B i AR
B8 LR A B BB LU A, L A R 7 1) )
2R A, B BR IR R,

£ %4553, *JH Lam, Chen F1 Schaubrocck
(2002) 3 iy B I AT 55 Bl . b Rt 3 A5k
H, 435X A~ NIEE A e TT L 34 N AE# A &l
SEMMAAESS . XA AN REHLAE 55 SE U AR G, I
AT AR E R F BB IR R R, RA S AR
Fo EFEEEIT IS, A A5
JEZH A B PE 2 T34 . PR R B R 55 Bk
FIPEAN ELAT 3558 1 — B P 7y = 0.90), ARHF5E
R A EAR(E R 0.93,

M. iz T E PR PR (IPIP) i1~ 1 (Gold-
berg, 1992), 52#& %) IPIP fL45 50 >4k H (http://ipip.
ori.org/New IPIP-50-item-scale.htm), Ji T~ il & T
ANYERE A, A0 A . BN . LRI
PR RO RE LR EYE, BAYEEE ] 10 A4 B
i AR MR HE R IR 4 NS5 H, 320 5%
5 BV 5 o PN 4 N Y N | v 07 887 [ T 2
KA 5 HEE. U ESEEREESHHN 078,

0.68. 0.81. 0.72 F10.80,
33 HRER

T SRR AR . A BB R LA BATE
KEEB— D ANAMIEITH , B AL FE T — K
MEFEFREE o e H 2 AR s CAA AT ) IR 2R
T, TRER R A SR 60% e T 11 H 1 ghid #2 A
SRR . TEREANTE D, R DR T 4
M0 —Z ARG, 5B —’HRKR . 4
ZUFSIH ; 2o A R r ik A, IR
FLLE I, I R B3k 17 7 o A A B AR 4% 3
Bl 72K, [l e S2 NI o A A 0058 U R
HOXS B —E I IRFEE I E . TELR B H B Z R
&, AR NEHADE I T HOBCE 3E 1Y 1AT BA AR
(Hackman & Vidmar, 1970; Wheelan, 2009), JE iitt
23 P25 06 F 0 NE B IR, LA R 33 5 AR B %) ]
BAREAR (4 2R &, ASBIF 5 4331 H T A A9 B0 il 7
3~6 NI,

Tt ] 22 HEA St R o 3T H S Rl A PR
PRz AR, IREESEBR RN 16 JH 22
i, B 2 WREE 90 min), R A LEHED P B
Bo: SH—BrBm 5~6 Ji, AU YHR M E, T
I RRA T T ERARA SRS | A A PE 5 i AT i,
It LA R SEZE P s — > 58 B N A DI H 75 24
WRLL T A, anfaf LHFJe ., [mInt, 7EiRa ik LlE
RRMPEXS G2, % FH B e v A A T B
FLAEAT T SRR RO NI IR ST
W2, BT Bk ARl X AT BE AL 2 4 (2
WRIGAEZ WY, H> IR S5 5 AT BEPL T 2H) o 565 —Fir
B o~11 J&, DLag Az 3 H 920 o 32 301 H 920 B
oy = FEAAT, QP50 H MR . SRS
o Hor, WEAIRTT 2~3 JEHA], A4 i FE
PRITR, i RIS bR b AL, BE b AL Al AL,
il M PPH AR 7 58, A I i S P Ak 3R S FH AR
KERL . SHEIAY 3~4 JEIIFE], F B B R
B AR TT G ST, AL HG R AT S . WA
GRSy Dy . AL . AN . B E IS E, B
AR FRTT 3~4 JEIFIR], AL ARG R P s i e A
T, o B DPE s, WH g Rl (K A
LI ppt IERAEDR AL F A% 20~30 min WRE]ESETHR),
AT A M o TR BB, BR T AR S ZAh,
POMAE R BT A Stz ), R4 AT BN T )
FEAZHT B Y R, WA AE Y IR A T 3 G 4
DI PR B0 H BE 8% 4 R B2 R TT Ji&, 38 3 PR AR
HAREK o PRI H 7E PR > i e v S it 23 32 BE
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GBI, R T (48 DM PR AR AE PRI
FeF bk e (R 0 SRR 2, DR S0P ) [ 22
HE E AR B S WA .

B A BT SRR AR o B Y 43 T U L
AR LI R 58 A, VR B AT 1 HsF () A ol
2 MAESL . B—UOREAMNL R, WH IE
ATFERTT, RA ARG X, EFEIAE G
B IEER SIS o B T RE AR AR G R,
FEX RS TRA, 510 W 28 5 B AT 55 Bl
AT . AT— Rk B A ARG X, JE
ASFE AR R T E D J7 PPl (A~ 075 % 35T H A A
PIBR B CAMA T A AR5 3 B C B R A T3] 4) o
T R AR S (5 E BB T IR A B[] 34 75 22
TEUR G #E AT K8 TAE), @i 5 AR HA
WA T, Fo0 .85 B S5 UMEA REIA ¢
AT S5 o MR AL BT WARIE T 9 2
U sh 1 R H % 30 DL AN R e R Y
AR MRS AL T ORERE, B REARIIE T T BA PRI 45 C &
(T AR, A4S AT A B3 78 H PRI FE 40 15 8
34 FitotR

F 2z Gt o o BF 4 SPSS 19.0,
Mplus 6.11 L4 % Pajek (3= FH T 1A BA 4 i1 ) 2% 2% i
N R R I T e ST E L 1 DU 25 WA TEN S B
2N TN A 1 8 P B o TR W] G 285 VT AT 1 | =
I3 AT AZ IR M4

4 WERER

HITA S R
ke B oY R AR R S MR, B M
Mplus 6.11 FRUFFESR HIZ U 11 A48 B A A (S
DAEYERE | 4 DR U . CRMAE SR
FUES G, I 44 DA BT BaEtE R 30 43
Hras 3 iR, v4(847) = 1311.49, */df=1.55, RMSEA =
0.05, CFI = 0.89, IR METE 0.24~0.96 Z[1], HHB
1E 0.01 /K BR324 SRR, ARBFIT R4
AR EA BT SRR . AR TR A R I
JE B BIAMBAR L S 7O A A EOR (L 1),
MAE BB B 45 R, AR5 45 I i T 2 S i 4
P A B i ml bk

P 1 AN AR A R B S
TR WERE, WS 5 XA SRAL
TEAHE(r = 0.28, p < 0.01), XREMAHSEASES
GAFAER (= 0.29, p < 0.01), TR J1 51F%
SABAEAEA K (r = 0.15, p < 0.05), BT AR
WEFR AL T I SR
4.2 (RIZEIE
4.2.1  EXRAO PR AL

iz A Mplus 6.11 BRI R 1~3, 3% 2 2R
W10 2 K IR T AR AR AL R R . SR
B, PERSHIABARIL 5] AR A SRR S, 1
RN ERAMHSHEARBFEMI(B = 043, p <

4.1

*k1 BTEWTEHE. REEMEXRE
SO SO 4%H

75 N -

A5 5 A4 R M L) R e 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Level-1
1 51 1.76 043 029 - ~  -0.13 0.09 025 -0.06 024 0.03 006 032" 019 -0.03 0.15
2 AR 2145 124 1.01 - —0.12 - 025 0.4 0.07 -0.02 0.18 -0.03 0.10 —0.01 —0.02 -0.40"
3 Hhm 341 071 0.3 4 005 003 078 023 035 0.07 025 020 029 0.13 0.04 001
4 HAMH 3.81 0.54 0.26 4 013 0.07 0307 0.68 0.32° 0.08 0.11 0.34" 043" 0417 0.06 -0.08
5 ZWIFEE 373 0.64  0.28 4 002 0.05 0357 0247 081 0.11 009 022 0.04 012 0.16 -0.18
6 T 3.6 0.64 0.32 4 011 003 0.06 023" -003 0.72 033" 041" 0.15 032" -0.13 -0.10
7 HERREME 313 076 0.35 4 000 0.06 0.17° 0.15° 0.00 0.15° 0.80 0.41" 0.32° 0.39”7 0.04 —0.05
8 MG T 382 043 023 16 0.04 0.01 0.24" 0.317 0.267 0417 0.197 0.85 034 044" 0.05 0.04
9 KHRMH S v " . . .

?;fm = 601 0.84 0.59 5 0.197 0.04 0.13 0.197 0.08 0.18" 0.13 0.28" 0.87 0.84"-0.05 0.05

AN
10 {E5%5 415 055 043 3 0.18" —0.02 0.11 0.217 —0.08 0.15° 0.12 0.15° 0297 0.93 0.05 0.12
Level-2
11 A BA KA 4.57 - 1.22 - - - - - - - - - - - - -0.12
12 FiR 45 8%

SR 0.73 _ 0.22 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

JE

TE: MER%S: B =1, & =2; NALHFEZEIEERL, WALZ L RRNZEZ /IR (n = 46), IIALZ T AME)REAE

H IR (n = 210); p<0.05, "p < 0.01(LAF A,
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F2 EHEAREAIEFRELRBLE R0 =210)

*3 BREATEESTOIERELREER

KRR SR A £ 55% 15585k

Predictor Estimate SE Estimate SE Predictor Estimate SE
Intercept 2.458" 1.069 2.461" 0.765 [#] 22 20N

141 AR -0.031 0.055 0.029 0.035 Intercept 4.148" 0.057

il 0.330" 0.149 0.143 0.099 A1 BAARAR 0.022 0.054

AR 0.026 0.036 -0.008 0.029 51 0.191 0.099

PNERER 0.034 0.079 0.060 0.055 AR 0.000 0.034

A 0.118 0.115 0.146 0.075 PR 0.115" 0.049

2R TP R ~0.006 0.091 -0.155" 0.068 "AM 0.076 0.057

FAT L 0.049 0.110 0.027 0.059 LW -0.177" 0.056

(YR 0.075 0.071 0.034 0.047 TR 0.006 0.059

ARG 1 0.425" 0.148 0.051 0.105 FEa- Y e —0.037 0.042

KRR YA 0.150" 0.052 MESTE Dl -0.039 0.093

VE INHUSAR B =, AR U B KT, A R PRI 5 A 0.229 0.22

22 PRI A B ) 5 S (R 2 D) A G5 ) <3518 I 24 % 0.521" 0.246
GES %

0.01), KRMEM SVEASEFGMBBEMSRE = P 01297 0.030

o ESTE D! 0.056 0.050

0.15, p < 0.05), 45FKW], 1ELER 18 et i o 0157 0,026

OB GRS R B h, OC R T i B O B T R
TIPTS5 AL, R 1A 2 # AR 2050

1% 3 iz F} Monte Carlo simulation procedure
47K (Bauer, Preacher, & Gil, 2006), KAt
J- RE 8 . ik 1] 422 2800 SO 43 A 1) I X PR R AE 124 7]
i (Preacher, Zyphur, & Zhang, 2010; M-545, #EE
%, 2013). SEit o i 45 8 WoR (G2 H Monte
Carlo replications flIEE 5000 %), 7E5 il A BA KA |
PRI AR AR SRR T, T LR T I e R
FEESTEANEH TS ST RN AE A 0.06 (SE =
0.03, p < 0.05), 95%/KF Ay E A5 X 1E] CI 4(0.02,
0.14), AL 0, BEHIHR RO 3% o 5 R LT, 1
258 TR 55 BB R SR 1 O RPEAE SRR
AR S B, B 3 15 B 5IE
422 BRATHMEE

 WE ST R R A i S R R A, R tkis
Mplus6.11 #4722 JZBIAYHr IS 50 R 4 A8 T
LR, NS 288 01 LIRS A A 2 T
TR 1 54T 55 Bl Z A 26 R TG At 1 (Enders &
Tofighi, 2007; Hofmann & Gavin, 1998; Shi, Johnson,
Liu, & Wang, 2013), EARES I Hridferh, 52
LGP PRI RIAERS, J2 2 450 AT AR . 2 1
AT AS R (M L AR L RTINS, = 2
1) A5 et (AT ARRASE RIS 1 X 24 285 B kA TR ) ~F-3% . 3%
3 R R BT E R . NGt RE, &
16 ) £ %85 J3E T B BILARE 238 (A ARV 2848 0 U AT 55
ORI . (= 0.52, p < 0.05), 5% 4 132IHE,

7. Level 1, n=210; Level 2, n = 46,

J T AR T AR 4 1 SRS SRR,
iz I Mplus 6.11 3 — 2053 B 1A [6] 5 18] [0 2 25 B2 T
(DAE S bR i 22 R )16 2678 1 FUE 55 BV R & o
FEFs il A BARILASE | P51 L AR AP SRR AT R
B RSB L (n = 90)I-E 255 J1 0 E 55 SR 31
SR B3 (B=-0.22, SE = 0.15, p > 0.05), H%F
AT LS (n = 120)1F5 4550 10T 55 BUU i 5 ) i
#(B=0.28, SE=0.13, p < 0.05), Wald 25103
B, FEPEiil A OCAR REFTHR N, e IR 3 5 1) Do 2% 26
B IS4 T3 55 SOt RS A E 5 2 5 (F =
6.30, df =1, p <0.05). &l 3 42 % 1) M 4% %% FE XHE 25
B I 5T 55 SRR R WY 1 285 5 0 fa 3 (Frazier,
Tix, & Barron, 2004), MEHFE, mfIL8 B &0 MR
B NG 1 5155 B2 05 2R 5 1A A

46
455
E\% 45
ﬁ 4.45
—— REEE %
4.4 - (KBRS
435
EEHEE N mEEE N
3
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5 BFGTIIE U R

o N AR L 2 I - S e A A N U 7
T AR 45 JIRAT 55 Bk p st B o R B AL
T, L 3~6 N AT BA 58 B 22 i i) 9~11
i B T B AT 55 s e, 0 P I IR] S 1A
P BT KA SEARNERZ AL &),
AP S AR (B BNZ TR AR i) . AR 55 SR A28 o
FERITR S T B THE S AR B2 1 15 268 1 52
SRR R, S5 R I, FEFE AT AR T
P, (DI J1IE S R A SHEA, (2)%
AP S AR IE M WAL S5 S350, Q)R REM ST
AIEEER IEM TS SR NS5, (4554
Pt 2 BRI 2 0 W) R T S M 25 1 S AT S5 Bk
IR B T A (R AR 2 B E .

AW 7T AR 285 5 T R 25 58 AR5 R A it 37 46
BN —AWEFHESE, I — 1 0 M BE R T 15 26
BIVERIRIE, 20 BIE sTER AR BLAE A 5 T o
— 7 THI 2 X 45 R W s s sk . BAR AT =
R (WBFRETRRS TR J1E IPLHI BT 52 w55 2 AN
B, TETEARE 1 SUIE IR TR sioR . a8
JIVE R R ETE T + 245 R U T R 2 i F 98k
R, B4R Z BT A B AR DS 258 1 5 A
KAG f 2 [ () T BAAE G o VA b, XS 258 J14E
YRR TR, DL WIRSE S5 1A Bl TG 458 0 R ¥ A
FHAE R BIFFE B AR 55 (Miners, 2008) . AR5
ETIRER T 5ES G KER, — N T2
WA RO TS IR BRI R, O —JriE
PN J2 R 5 AR A B R T A 4B I A B T R
THEE ITER, BFE TIEER JEHVLS 0
U

(2)iz H ¥ 2R 3 F 7 W 501 268 0 [n) f,
TEREAME L8 I BB B —E Al . 48
FIETEAE S S & B K A (Zeidner et al.,
2004), N SEZ B X EF, BaH AR RE
MIEE ST, SR LA R AR B & TR C R
o R HEATER T . #h S 28 A0 AR B — A AE 4R,
W —Fh b . B EIRIE R WE R T
SEARMBIDC FRRMEE . S R RN AT . A5
BT AREER IR Gk, Rtz k2 2%
T A AL S AR, LM AR T T E
28 TR AL Ia) 8, X ARSI S 288 B it
58 FRE R n 2z,

37 By 48 JIVE LS, A A BF
YR AR R IR, T ELAR LR AT R A i

B 1. Miners (2008)7E A2 W T 4R J11HY
YERMLE, IR IR G STEARH 44
DR £ HvuCs B A 1) FE 1R 25 8 0 /E I TAT 55 St i
A A A A AR TS RANER,
A AR AT BA A J2 T B R T AN AR ] A9 OC R FRAE
FENS 468 I AE T I R v e ) B AR A £, O RS
TR0 G R PR S BEARTENS 468 D152 WA 55 il
P A A A O, DT A A 25 R A 2
TEAS B 2 T 1] 1 9 52 AR 458 1 5 AT 55 Sk
IRFR . EERA IR A B 2EnE . At
LB — D BRAS A E R R A RG4S
FIVE ML ST, A5 i Ji 2] B S A T,
R T AR ] O R B A M e 25 A it
B RS2, AR R SIS T, PR
RERVTT OGS IS, AR BN 268 I VE Al BT &
R

T3 —J7 T, XSRS A —E # 5T
ko ARG T F 2RI AR TR F AR Z 1]
PORFR, BIAR D AR R, ik Fnae s . 4
P BRI, bl BELCETA G X HE
I (Kramer, 2006) . {4 > S 0F 58 2 TRV T B
Fof 4k 2 W 28 52 IRl (Burt et al., 1998; Mehra et al.,
2001; Klein et al., 2004; Thompson, 2005) . A< 57 1
PSRV RN ETEM, T ahE s R
JIRHE, MWHEOU A BRI T B X S AR B 1Y
son, Ok UG 48 1 R i A AR S AR 22 e 7R
FERMEERNE, HRUETIIT, X— & IAEHE A
1A A A REBUIS A R FR B ) i T —20 . B2
DAFERFIE B IR, s BEARFIIE 465 0145 A XA~ AL
5 A AE B E 52 (Coleman, 1988; Granovetter,
1973; Goleman, 1995), {HEIF A LG % IEEA]
XA B D5 2 B AR 2 . ARG 468 J1 R
FEWAFIL AR, RIENIERN— IR TE
e NI A &2 e R R, BEL
BRI N PR R A REHEEN, REABRK
FREBHE AR R T E & A SR, dh SR
SR B B A S A ARG . AR T DA A S
AT, X — K TEMREANAT A A e AN [ 72
FER Y oy e LR G, et TS
AR R

SERE TR FEARIAE WA . — 5, T
YEF AT VR FIBLSI 38 s, A FRATTXTH 468 T4k
FHIFERA T S M IR, X R TR REH T4 3 52
B BT EALR RS L, BFsE R
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W, = ELR AT E T 5k W b A al 51 4
SRR, A B F 6 O R M S TR,
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T RN 8 e X — L, A 2
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il NN TR Z ORI S i R, IR £
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1 5 AT A A 5k R AT 2 WA K — H A A AL B K
N2 BN S50 o5 — ] LAMAE S AR AT, il
SURLE o IREA N e Bt b E VAR € S U LI
A PRI AT R B —Fh Oy U T ARIEIE RS
FEl, B SE A A A eSOk s, AR T
TR TR AL SR, G HAE K ZE 4
Ay R E R L5 AN, (HE e WA
XA NAE S AR A 3 R W I A AR,
W AR B E, LERIRAY TS 25 R ] — Lt
ER o SRR AR AT 4, R AR RIEIE 234K,
EARAT5| AT A8 i, BT E R mmIbIEEE S
MARAZMM LR,

HR SV AL B SR S X TP &
B, ARBT AL S K RIS RE 4 E J1 REEH
e EEREW, 5 BSR4 & AR
SR SR AT 4R 1 S5 BRLZ BN R R . X
— KRB T H LU NERA BT 7R o XA
o7 2% B SR BURS it 2 43 B 05, 0 e 40 ) IR
% TAED VLR ) N I A R A8 it 265 D3 T AH .38
TEERAAE R 250, A6 TARRX b 25k A3 H il 20 41
WA R 8 T2 S X RIE @SR, T $2 8 Mk
Jih % T2 ) g 37 9 & JR AR IE A 56 &R 2% 45 77 5L,
R 5L TAE G TIVE R R RS 5k . HoA 441
AL T H B TIEE R IIMER KNS, RTAR
AIREFE A FIIE 4 S 2k B8 B bR . W=
FHL ) B8, 1 4 0 1 v AR M & 44 L N A A
fEo XN ANMT, ANEIRAE AR AT AN %
TR R AT AE TN, 5 AT BB 53 s A 2, . R
2, M ASREE TAE EdE S, Eid

5l SR TAE AR B AR, b B Ak AT BA Y
LRV S BER ST B . ROAWTSEERI, Akl
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BOTRVE, —Aa] LIRS 19 77 2O T A BRI
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TEN SIS T K, ] ISR R ABL T 500 H 21 /4 1A
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WAHERR L. WHEE IR AR 20 ZEMDL,
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DA ZERI AN 52705 o ARk, Joigtdk
il LT A 2 O IR EAIE 5, ERAR DA B 8 #h2x
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Individual Emotional Intelligence on Task Performance:
A Social Network Perspective

ZHANG Huihua

(Management School, Shanghai University of International Business and Economics, Shanghai 201620 China)

Abstract

Previous studies have provided sufficient evidence that emotional intelligence (EI) can predict important
work outcomes, including performance. However, we found that the extant research on why and under what
conditions EI can predict performance is relatively weak after reviewing the research on EI. Two limitations exit
in extant studies in the functional mechanism of EI. One is the ignorance of the context in which the role of EI
plays. The other is the lack of an interdisciplinary approach to examine how EI influences the performance. To
narrow the gaps, our research employs the social network approach to investigate the relation between individual
EI and task performance under the team project background. Specifically, based on the social capital conceptual
framework, we examine the mediation effect of relational social capital on the relation between individual EI
and task performance, and cross-level moderation effect of structural social capital on the random slope for
individual EI predicting task performance.

Our theoretical model was tested using data from 46 teams composed of 210 individuals. All subjects who
were undergraduates and postgraduates in a China university were required to participate and finish a team
project in given time. Survey data were collected at two time points separated by 2 months. At Time 1, subjects
responded to measures of personality and EI. Two months later, At Time 2, subjects responded to measures of
relational social capital (perceived intra-group trust) and structural social capital (the density of team consulting
network), and teammates rated subjects’ task performance in their own team. Confirmatory factor analysis,
social network analysis, multiple regression analysis and multilevel modeling analysis were conducted by using
Mplus6.11, SPSS19.0 and Pajek software.

Analyses of multisource and lagged data firstly indicated positive correlations between individual EI and
relational social capital, and between relational social capital and task performance. Secondly, it showed that
relational social capital mediated the relation of individual EI with task performance. Finally, our findings
demonstrated that the cross-level moderation effect of structural social capital (the density of team consulting
network) on the random slope for individual EI predicting task performance is significant, and the relation
between individual EI and task performance was stronger when the density of consulting network was greater.
All of the above results were obtained on the condition of controlling personality.

The finding suggests that relational social capital is an important pathway of how individual EI influences
performance. It also indicates that the advantage of structural social capital can strengthen the relationship of EI
with performance. Based on the social network perspective and the concept of social capital, the research
answered two important questions about the functional mechanism of EI. Our research gives significantly
practical and theoretical insights. Specifically, we offer both organizational and individual facts to better their
performances. Organizations should provide communication platforms and interaction environment to build
structural social capital for employees. Individuals should improving and making full use of EI to develop
high-quality online and offline relationships. Theoretically, this study not only provides a guideline on study of
EI by applying the social network approach, but also enhances our understanding the functional mechanism of EI.
Key words emotional intelligence; social network perspective; social capital; task performance



