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1 [A)EE

B3 AT, AME R 2 TR i 5 A A
B3 T B 6 R — B2 AR OE RPN, (HE R
HTT, ISR S 5 > A A 1 7 i B
VB 52 e 8RR AR FHAILHIAR TH K RE U — B 45
& (Byron & Khazanchi, 2012; Friedman, 2009; Zhou
& Shalley, 2003). L1 Amabile 3 ft 9 A A< 22 E L
INHIEM PRIS (cognitive evaluation theory, Deci &
Ryan, 1985)Fit T H., AN il Nk shil
1413 77 (Amabile, 1996; Amabile, Hennessey, &
Grossman, 1986). 52 #1, L) Eisenberger N 1
27 2 2R W DL > £59-4%% 5 Biig (learned  industrious-
sness theory, Eisenberger, 1992) 4 3EAS ) FRISAK I,
AR Rl 25 38 3 i ST AT AT R S A Z R 6 R
i {2 44 A1 3 71 (Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001;
Eisenberger & Selbst, 1994), [K ik, 575 M FpHE 155
Sk B A R TRl 5 B D) 22 8] G R AR TH &
— AR AR RIS R, Hak, R AR
YR AN 2E 2] 2 YRR 5K N AE S AIL A 1% #5513
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1 Z 18] & Z 1Y N AE L BHL I (Amabile, 1988, 1996;
Eisenberger & Aselage, 2009; Eisenberger & Rhoades,
2001), {HEFXTNTESIHLS A1 1 Z M R T2
WFFEH0 & N TE SR A3 T 920 I T A 2.3 (Liu,
Chen, & Yao, 2011; Shalley & Perry- Smith, 2001),
FT I, George (200782 TEH A1 2% & —Fif
B—rp A HL], Bl NTEShPL, REREBIEZ K
PR bR R B 3 ) BT RUHILR] o J ade 5 3
WFFEE NI 2 XA — A5 RIZH S0P i 1 i
IIRIREAT T BER IR T AN R, SMESIPLA & —E
B3 77 (p.445) 0

George (2007) )WL S5 FATTHEfit T — 4~ &
R, B DMEA—Z B 4518 1l B i
B3 T3 DX o3 AN R A2 B0 DA ke, st 2 A%
ALl 5 BN 1 T 10 56 AR I R AR Y ) 3
FH, g b, Bl e SO S IR TR
FE A 5 19 3 5 (novel) 5 A H (useful) i 1] 2 (idea) 1Y
7242 (Amabile, 1996), Jf H & & #1E b —A>—4E
55 K LAWFFE (Unsworth, 2001), Shalley, Zhou #il
Oldham (2004)IA X F JE 4t 1 IF 58 B it AR n] fig

* AR 4 d IO H (71232001); IS HARBMEFE S 13T H (71071064)
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LW EEE T =K 7, o) Ah—LE ]
WG AR R, PMAR AT RE 3 i A —BUF R 458
Ay — N E R . RS ) e R, A
ST DI DX 43 A AN ) B 2 780 2 YR (George, 2007
Sternberg, 1999; Unsworth, 2001), N2 A11E 11
(radical creativity) Fl #7 i#f ¥ fi] & JJ (incremental
creativity) (Madjar, Greenberg, & Chen, 2011), A [A]
AR5 1A AR B XEFE FUANE R 2 Pk, DL AT

OO EE i, PR AT RE A AN [R] A9 BEBL ] (Amabile,

1996; Ford & Gioia, 2000; Unsworth, 2001). 40,
2615 1) B T8 M (novelty) 4R FEIRF, LT 2%
(interest) [ N FESH AL AT AB 2 EZ M PLE 2 1
YA 1E 1 R AE T M (usefulness)4EE B, I T2
F] (utilitarian) (14 Z5 2h HLIN AT i H = 2 A9 4 A& A
# (Gilson & Madjar, 2011), HEILFATTIN A SMERAL il
] figiE 1k N A S AL B i S i MR T, i Ak
FE SN HLINAT 1T Rl 14 42 2 il 5 0k 1 B g g oh
MASHE . BEAN, b T DMEIRE R A, —
g 3 2 B N Y A ELIR SR B R (ol 4n, T
GUH R . BTG IR TS 5 08
) SN TSR, TR EAE T R 27 1 22 Jjh %t
ANl 38 77 B9 52 Al G IF A AH R (Byron & Khazanchi,
2012; Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001), H T F 45k
(1) 2 il S 2 201 B8 S by B LI — o AR 2 il
Jith, PRIL, AS BSR40 53 1 ) 28 A0 Y SR A 1 R
T LI U N 1 BU80H B XT Bt T8 1 M 1) i
T3 R A 3 T 0 R e B N A O BRAIL R
JE, A A - 458, Byron Fl
Khazanchi (2012)$2 H [ 247 HAR 6 355 T B 5%
Jil 503 ) Z MR o DAE KRG Ak 3¢
AL K v AT AR B A5 B e (f31) a3 i o E ) AR R A
BE b2 40 A (E UL 9 /K BE (Schein, 1985; F M,
JeSCE, AR, RITE, 2011), HE IR AT HE D 4% 5
T S AR T B 2 20 A R 5L AR I 1 A
RIS, JEEE R S 5 T HLAEE a0
F o Deci (1975)48 th NAESIHLAG ™= A IR TAMAEXT %
SR WA B 2 SCRE R (DA, T AN shAIL ) 32 22
P = SOE-SUE /TP SibE L I (T AW ]
SER ] SR BRI S R 2 —, AR H RIS A A
hy E N E S TR T, M5 S B 4R S
D) 3= B o ) 25 28 4 e 4 U R O AR A
(Bass, 1999)., 4l . FATTIN Ay 28 45 AU G534 AT figid o
] G TR 257 35037 B 1 0 R A S %) ) DR 0 17 5 e
H5 TR SIHLA S B PRI 1 1 2 &R, 1T 38 5 AU 40

WA R RE G o 5 e R BT X S R4 I Y B B2
(expectancy) F1 T. H. ¥ (instrumentality) # 11 5% 0 H:
5 5 TANBALAG 2 A& e R o AR
EARLY o i E /S A A i KT R N B RV K TS S Ol b
WA IR AE R o

AR RS TR E LG LT A E
Se, AT X 40055 1A, R LG RCH T X
SEME AN 38 77 5 8 A T A TE 22 R AL AR
ROR, g LIRS i O T2 5 80iE 1 6 R 1
TSR TR LA, HIR, AW R ST
B80T I 55 5 1 1 0 3 7 RN T 1 ) T B O &R 4y
) 5% 3| A5 MR 45 5 A B RIS R B RE I, X — R B
Fw TS AT 2R 22 R e e mAE
e B3 TR AR, 8 =, i B S PR B
WS I, AT SMRSILAY iR
AR 7R T S0 I 5 S AT 5 e B TR A
I NTENLE, 8 THIB RN AN SHERNER
HIZE A AL AAFST 51 TANE T B R oY .

2 Hhie SRk

2.1 ARMECNE S A OE 5 B E R AL
Mumford F1 Gustafson (1988)45 t &1 1 14 1Y AH
AT LIRS B e 1 3 SR PR R R . (A
SURIH AT A BF 5T AR, Madjar 25 A (201 1)iE— 2
FEAAN 3 7 DX 53 Ry 5 W B T i )
1o H SR8 72 4E 5 A U A S8 e AR
56 A AN [A] BB AR R BORT A, T A 3 T U2
70T BT HE SR A R AT /D i 0 AR B 2 AU A
AT RN b B AL T A/ INER B B LE AR L B
Litchfield (2008) fif i 7 7 1 (novelty) Fl A~ 52
(impracticality) A2 5 il £ Al & 7 B9 A it Jg 4, i
M (usefulness) F1 5Z FH 4 (practicality) I 2 7 i 1
B3 18 EEARE . Gilson A1 Madjar (2011)3A Ay it
HEPER 3 7 8 T 2k (modification), PRI AT LL#S
ReASE PRI, TS MR 3 ) e T
(change), PRIT-HA T i 0 XUBS: FIAS B 2 1
Unsworth (2001) % A1l & 7 43 450 7 538 8 A
AN 3 W 5% T B IR AN SR T B A B B 1
PTG Bl DA R A2 P & il e AR A BIAE G 3, D
PRIFE T IS 300 B 3 ) 28R AT AR % A ] o Deci
F1 Ryan (1987)48 47K 897 A U5 T P A FEAS 114 Ji
, BIVP 7E 1 3K 3) (internal  drive) 5 4 75 W) 77 2
(external demands). PN7EBIHLIEHE A ARSE T X BT A
FW TAEA S 0248 | 25 FPR AR 1A 1 55 0 i) Jas
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B, MAMESIHLRTE AR T T A B TAE 3k
A5 30 B A 45 SR A R 0 A A 2 SR A 8%
JEE (Ryan & Deci, 2000), /X4 NTE 5 FMERIEL D
BymT DA & A 1, (A=A B A S 2R AL IR
A1 (Gilson & Madjar, 2011; Unsworth, 2001), 24/~
M IR N AE RO 3R St 4 A B T AR R e, Al BT
B, BEREsilmEy, S TR, N2 M
RN, T RS R AN S, Rz, Y
AMARFT R PRANT IR Z IR sk, Hog = R
T Ay SR BEAT R A AN RSN TR SR, R
BRIV ) 3 O A A BEUIR (Grant & Berry, 2011),
Taylor fl Greve (2006)\ Jy R4 2 i 14 A1 87 A 7T BE
BRAT AT 0 148, (L[] Bt P B 2 o 40 DU
Ao T AR BRSO SR iR AR, AR
AV BRD M JEE R AR T B T RE LA SN L B Bl 4 40 ok
BRIt A2 o Grant F1 Berry (201 1)) SCHk a1 i A& P4
HFER . BHERMERF VIR IIUESL T NTESh
BUXH 3 T3 A fE 1R, ARRLE X Al B & A 1
5T A0 8 R W AE S AL B3 ) =2 RDOF A e
MR SCOC R, H AT TN NAE S B T 5B
AP R3S M . Madjar 48 A (2011)1Y
TFFFEUESE T 1 ol 28 780 A9 ) 35 7 %) 6 A AS [l )0 B
FIEA Bl BRI AR AR 5k 7 9 R 2 5 N 7E B
HLAA 5K B PR 28 X6 28 B 1k B s g A 35 A9 I [ 5
My, AT 1 1 B 3 ) A0 A R T M AR RN 1
P R = 19 77 76 3 28 55 508 Sl AT A DG IR 114 R 22 60 ¥
eI A B R, (AR S kA T A
o, BT BARAHTRRATICE, 5 TR E A
BN 3 KU . AN 10 9 A 1 ) s M 3% s i I
R T WA 2 0 MR Skt 2 PP, R T TAEA
BH2GE(NESIN) A e R MIRSIN R, 52
AESZ, 53 T2 T DA BRI RURS: e S P 1 i 1)
T PTG B AN T TAEAR B I, il
AP ANER ShAIL I AT B2 E A . Sali iy —
TR 5T X bR AE T H 4 A S RF . Gilson Al
Madjar (2011) LA 5= 525 19 77 IESE T N 7 3 Hl
XoF S PR 3 1A 3 B IE MR, TS shAIL
A A R .

VLB A MOR DGR 25 3R W, ok F TAR
A5 1 e Sh AL MM B 3 i BRIk B Ay,
U8 F 45 A B 1 S e Sh LI 7 1 M ) 3 ) 1 R &
S, DAERFG UL B, RAE ANAR IR 2 2] 2
IRTERL il 58138 ) Z MO &R FAFAE 3 L, (HA AT #T
S Bl AL % 2 2 i 5 AR 1 ) Z ) SE R

4\ 7% & (Amabile, 1996; Deci, Koestner, & Ryan,
1999; Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001), K1k, J T #ff
E BUBUHT T 5 T8 2 SR A0 =AM TR LAY 5
B3 S A R Ty, R R T STRCHTE S
G T NTESIHLRAIMESI L R .
22 HYEFEM. SIS RITEES

INENPEA B F > A %% e — H R TE =
HPERAE 5 5 AR 3 7 0 R T ST B PRI R R IR .
BT IR TR A Rl A 72 R, PRI C T A
PR R R EAT 52 R R B WA, RO AT BB IS A T
fif BT 5 LR RIBE 1R . SR,
TR AR5 K 25 1 T4y — A 0 — 4 B (1)
Aok UABESE, B A ReSS A 1T E IR R BRI 1) A
R, SRR BT B AT I BFSE 458 . i1 Deci
F1 Ryan (1985)42 H I FNPEAT B AR 28 1 [EITR
18 AT 5K (Rousseau, 1712~1778)Y E i1 5
ANE B, I ARWAEE TERAH. A
IR B IR, AT TAEA B 19 24821
TRA A B0 18 VG Zh Y S5 ah 3 7, PRI AT RE 03
TR ST Rt 51 M A 1 7 i 2 e ML o TR i
F AR B — RS B A AR A R TR 5 2%
R, R T HES AR A FRSTE, IR ORI 5 2
ORGP, IRy, AN B 30 9 A0
ST L AR LA S Ann] ¢ AT 55 BRI S 2 24 A
BER A, B4R AR IR T 3 ) i ds 20 A Ak
F14H 4 J1(Bisenberger & Cameron, 1996; Eisenberger
& Shanock, 2003), & TR {E 3 X727 AR, AFIPE
BRI IA S v B 5 B 3R P AT O S AR
TESNHLA PR B R il A AL AR | e
FEAT 245 2005 /2 1, HNTESIHLIRBE Z 32 &
Z IS REAR . PRI, AR SR (9] 4n 2 Jal ) 5% 38 S 8
Jih i S A T AN R N AE S LER e TS T AR
HE A S FEAR T AR B TR e R0 AT I Y 0 2
(Deci & Ryan, 1985),

SINHPEN BEEANE, B Eisenberger (1992)##
B 2D A PSS T B UR T [ DR 32 LA 5N
> (Bentham, 1748~1832)%f X A 244 i Ty A1 WL,
AR AN AT Ry 2 R ANER S L N 5 Ak (Eisenberger &
Rhoades, 2001), [ fi 0] G855 A Bl T8 78 S0 i
X5 Ty P 1) 2 B 3 T AR FHALEE . SRERTDIR] 32
AT AT 2 5GR R L RE S, AR &
T T ARIE S NKIT s B R HE U
KM o A7 R 22 IR 5 AT AT 7T 43 3% 0% w1 AH 7],
AN 3EPEAT A [RIAE BT LA PR O - 14 285 SR i 9# A6 (Skinner,
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1953; Winston & Baker, 1985), HIt, ffiT4H{E4
FL b ) ] 2 Jah A BT 52 BN BV R IS 22 T
R H. N 7E ghHL(Eisenberger & Cameron, 1996), 3T
DR 32 A2, 1P S5 1 BRI MR Bk
A e AT 55 0, AT 2338 0 2 20 o T AR — 2
AU G G B (FT DA B ) o % — BARSE
YR 5350 (] 40 i KL ) BB 3 e 1) ) 22 il S
T 58X —AE 55 M SAL(OMEB B L) o Ml ) 151 5%
HAE, AR —TUE 55 B2 A KA & ST A AR
BRI G215 2 Rl ), A 2idad LR Y 22
6 8 SRR L 0 A0 W, 3 T AR B R R H BR AT
(Eisenberger, 1992; Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001),
A FIPEAT B N 2] 13055 ) B B X SRR
P B A )R 52 B H e AR Sl AL s i Ak R AL ) 5%
HH S P08 28 Tl Rk 5 e M 21 3 g AR 2 1 ) 3 )R] R
BA A FE RVE LS S ROoR . BT, LA
TR A3 i IR R A B R 2 A5 8% 07 B A A
PRV G 0HT X E R 9 A AN ) 2 8 1Y 1) it ) | 52
e AL 1) B 22 S A A FRCR o
221 SiEM. AEMN S RMIEENE N
INHITEA BEE (Deci & Ryan, 1985)iAJy, MA
WAESN ALY = A P8 T P B A B O B R . 28—
oo B A B T 38 A 0 e 2 5 PSR H A (locus of
causality) 0 . AR % H O 2 N — T3
B, 2347 B I R E S N AE Y, BRI 23 AR B
Wy ARYE, A SR NTESh L,
Z, UM SR A B AR S, 2k
13 0 SR R 25 S AMERY, T2 (R 50 3 IR B
ke LD B NTESIPL. 25 O B R A
TARMEAT IR A SR o AR AN E SR 3 & T
AR BY ARS8, HNTESIHLINBE Z 32 &5 ]z,
FOLFAIR T AR B AT, LN TESI LI 25 Fifi
Z AR
RGN B, A2 ) [m] i B A 15 B 1
(informational)-5 il 14 (controlling ) P g 4 o 244
Al 0 B DAy A S ) I 7 (B Jaly o e 52 5 e it T
55 HAT AR S BUAR B I 23 1 R B A IR
Je 2z, AR R B S A ) P Y I 7 (B0 2 Dl Bl
S R — PR T IR B REEAT A R )t
) 25 4t A AR 8 3 pke € RS 6 A2 (Deci & Ryan,
1985; Ryan, Mims, & Koestner, 1983), K Ilt, K&
PR RE XA (R S8 P 7 i e P
SN RAE T 2 78 T A A S BT T MR N
FEBNAILLL BB 5 i S e B35 ) o SR 2N 5 T 1Y

GUSCHIT S, — T, BT B R R S R
JE Y BTABRERRIR R, DRI T BE R D A e Sy 458
il 1 B8 15 75 O i — 2D R N ZE B L (Deci et al,,
1999); 1H 55 —J7 [, T G ny 22 il [7) B 3 ) g
il A B A TARh AR 0, 2R75 58 2 /02l
EWAH A TAEhRIGEL, Hms A BT
H N TE B HL(Eisenberger & Shanock, 2003; Ryan et
al., 1983). ABRAYIE, FWIRYSLEATTT LR AR
U AT A SSERF R ZE ) T A —BU4hie . — 2Lt
FEUESE T B TSy % i B2 & 1 #0% il & 19 N 7E
Bhitll(Eisenberger, Pierce, & Cameron., 1999; Eisen-
berger, Rhoades, & Cameron., 1999; Enzle & Ross,
1978), 3 b—SLqIF 58 A Sy G3 R4CHK il Rk i 2 Jily
(9 N AE S AL AR T IR 00 (Deci et al., 1999;
Harackiewicz, 1979). £ X1 HEA—EHIWFFEL5 L,
— Sl G BUSCR i FE TE A e O R R Pk
IR WG 7S, QS 09T T A Bl i 2 il 14
V1Y N TE Bl AL B 2 SR T B 1Y & 1 35 (Byron
& Khazanchi, 2012; Deci, Nezlek, & Sheinman, 1981;
Friedman, 2009; Ryan et al., 1983). Z5¢& iR BG4
B BAH AT FE 25 R v LAHEIRT, S50 B R N 7
SIHLANGE BRI 3E  f4R TH R A T — R AE R T
RE, 13X i BEZ 38 RE 5 45 LA 56 BLIA 0k T4
T B 451
222 TEAMSHIFTHIEM

NI R TR R & 47 b Qi N 2
AR, HAT He I PR, 2l i 1) TRl A6 Sy o HLA%
HilrE, s SFEATENPL R kZ, HXFh
SRR AR AR5 T 1 I, 2 Jl D e e ey £
MG s, 242 3E N TE S L EY $2 T (Deci et al.,
1999), FLIIBIFIE S B2 il i T i) N B A7 58 90 3 9
ARG g {7 S 2 45 T MEAR R AR B 1 Gk T 2 i
K ICE B KUK (Deci et al., 1981; Ryan et al.,
1983). P, A3 Bl ARTE VR 9 SR i a2 18 # F
SEBRIAET A, A0S BT XUAR AR AT BE 2 0 D1 T
XoF S RLH M B PPAN VA, I PR 2 e 5 N TE
SIHLLL SRl B S 3 H e &R o

DA R B WFSEUESE T 78 B AU 4005 8 LA 2 Fh 7
R R 53 R A BA B 3 77 (Gong, Huang, & Farh,
2009; Shin & Zhou, 2007), Xyt w5 ECH H M 4k
I 21 22 4 19 400-F 07 2R T S0 iR R A A R R O
(Jung & Avolio, 1999), K1 ] G& M 24~y i el 48
BT RS0 B D g Js 1 I T R . A, R
SOOI TR AR T — NS D ARk S, Y
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MO E e IN R SR 7 TS Al
i O R Y RS T D S e AR E R T
BT 405 2 A [F) R IR K 45 (Gardner & Avolio,
1998), X%t 2H ZUR 1T 3 09 M BN [R5 AT g ek
73 G T S RCH I il B2 9L (Deckop Mangel, &
Cirka., 1999), S ) TR HAL A« 22 55 2457/
2 il P o3 E ) BE o AR 5 HT 5% PR 92 (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), XM P AHE S R00 A A 3 Jn
PR AR e i, HOR, ST 1R 1O s
DTN TR B (1, 5] S 0% T B SEAR, 45
RK.OREH L, NIEm TR TG, HEMA
KA HE(ung & Avolio, 1999), W/ T 51 T 444K
e e R, f A B3 TS T R LA Bl I A 7 T AR
D7, AT B TIPS o) K S 5 T AR A X1~ N RE T 1)
Wik. Ja, GUFE DTSSR IR 1T 5 T g
FEREAT B S D AL, AP Y 5 SR A5 31 T
Z WS, i HAEGE ) A& R J7TH A 1 T AR LT 2 (1)
#5 B (Bass, 1985), b1 T.[H 1 A BEAA 2 2 55 £ 11
YK, — R L5947 H U M S RCHT T Y
PR RN . BT IR T IR AT, 75 S AR B4
FIEE T, STRCHEN TG AT RE M R < g ih e i
(A5 P 22 Dl T B T A 2 << SR 7 5 e 4 o M A
TidETt, A B T4 m 0 TR N TESBLS SEm
B3 7.

Rz, ARG T, G 20X 5
TR SR, A B sk = B 81T ), 48
F40 5 24 A8 S A (U0 DR I AN 03 T 232,
HAHEAT () 1 3308 T ) B2 0 2 e W B iR b gl 51 T
W R S S R TR AT AR R A X YT S AR
B T R B 2 il P FE it (Deckop et al., 1999),
T SE B o) 8 AR Sy <</ 55 /A5 A 11 1 4 T
I, MPEHT 55 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979),
TP AT SR PR AE S0 X R Y B TR R e s e AR
WEE WA . HeAh, BTS2 TR T
FE 1k, BT B3 T AN PEIE e r, 51 X H
JITAE R A8 BRI B A 2 TGk, PRI AS KR e
E BACHT AN R XS BB 7 BB A o 308 Bt TR AT,
FEARAR §o i G B T, SiRiCH I B A AT Bk ok
ISR e A 4 T P A S R o AN 2 <l S R 1
PR IR, MR T 51 TR N TEShAILLL &
Bl S R BMERE ). G iR iR ki

R la. A8 RG-S 8 5 SE8CH I 5 N FE 3
BLEYSC R, A8 580 SR 5 T SeRicH BT N TE BBl
A W F W IE R RON, R RS T, ST8oH

X NFESIHILAT ik 3 1Y B TR o
i 1b. AR 5 RG0S 8 1 SCH 5 o a v
BIE TR CR, AR SR IE R T SUSCH X 5 i
PN 1E 1A W3 W I RN, (RS R E BT,
SO T X S P ) 3 A ik 2 T B TR AR o
R e, A8 RIGH T 5 G808 0 28 5AE
i At NFE B HLSE e S PR QNS T« = AR A S S 4R
T, STRCHT I ) 1 )5 0 N AE Zh LR L 1] 5
RWERE T, AR R IEEE T, STRCH T i
A0 [1) 5% M) PN FE S AL T 422 171 1) 5 1) S A M B3 7
223 HAMEFHEM. SNMEN S EIE D
HWTESNHL A T TAEA B (0 AR ANE], HPER
SALAY AR TR TR B B A O T AREA & Z Ak
f BRI 2R BT KA, B8 e A 0 3 Jah s HH R 0 TF
(Amabile, 1993; Ryan & Deci, 2000), 2R, &%
Jil S ANER BB — A FZERUR, 2 I A IR &
A S E S HL(Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001),
Eisenberger il Shanock (2003)$8 4~ A X% fil 19 sz
I ANASAR A 6 2 il A B i fige g, T LI B e T
X2 il N 25 (RR 2 Jih T A1 4, Ban 26 1 5 %% 7138
SRS TN RN o > 151 %% 07 38 3 A
IS ) RA A NTIR Y, XA RGBT 2 i B
FE WU . IR S BRSO S5
T R 8% AR B R, R S5 T RIARAS TR A A
Jih e, R 8% 07 B RO R T 23 RIS, X A RO
PR D 25 3 BAMARTERE S 1Y B bR A 55 TR AT
WMEZRE Ty, [FAE, YRR TR RIS
S n] A4S B A, B XSS 7 B9 2l A S% )
RAG T Bl A b s 1, S BOMARTE Bl S AT 55
AR H £ 119 %% 71 (Eisenberger, 1992), i ~J
MES e, FE ARG A 2 TR A
SRS BIAL, AR ASTE 55 07 BIVAT 3545 10 B2 1Y 45
B VER—FN AT 1 53 BC i B2 (Gerhart, Rynes,
& Fulmer, 2009), S35 AL T 51 9 TAESTRLIN
KT, S ROH I Y STt R R T = 85 Y = Bk
CIRDEE Ea1p = VA A 7 N RPN K (AR S A RIS = G R (A4
DU it 5 R 7 P A5 500 (I AN 2 22 Dl ) o 40 aE 7] LA DB,
SRR I 1 St A A TR R R AN ER B AL .
AN, AR ) A S I BS, AnAR YHT AT 55
Ui I B 2 19 28 50 I s FE SR B AU i i s B
() (L s B8 P LA S22 3l ), 22 Jah ] DABR & i — 2K
HIRY 4544 (Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001), #il4n, &
A T e BT R IO W P 1 2 e S 3R S 14T
% 3O RE A M B9 #2 7 (Bisenberger, Mitchell,
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McDermitt, & Masterson, 1984), i 5 &2 15 Jili B
ROV D) 5 B0/ N 2 A TR B S Y 1 1A 55 P R R TR
= B (Eisenberger & Armeli, 1997; Eisenberger
& Selbst, 1994) I 131E55 T HIRIN Ty, Mk =A%
WA — 21 R 11 St 580 (191) 4 5 R B 28 B 1) o M 5 580 2 D
BHW R G BER R E, MRS 2 R T
WP — 24 i 1) & S50 1 B B2 SRl O K 1 2 o 4 ) 3
JE AT, BRI ARARN I AMESIHL, AT
BOZK G H K 42 5 (Eisenberger & Rhoades,
2001). 5 IR B B X AN R, H 2 B
T B SRACH L T B T AR SR A 1 R
TSR, kgl R T 1] 0 2l i B 2 D AR T
Z2 Ik B G5 H AR R AR T8 45 (191 4n AR XURS: 1) 5 KL
AR 52 7 2B R X EE Y B PR AT 55 58 iy 20),
PRI 5 T2 S Al 1 IR 2 A8 () S AR R e T B TR 2
I LA RS BN -1 4 56 2R B9 FI W . AR UESE 1
JiE LB ) H T ARG RCRA 8 1 AE AR
(Gong et al., 2009; Oldham & Cummings, 1996),
WM 257 2553 I 114 S5 it A T BB 23 % 51 T A 3 Ay 7 AR R
THT RN ONE o AHL 55— 5T, VR A BRI R i 2 —
BBt (Madjar et al., 2011; Shalley et al., 2004), £
I R AR B AT J5 A B B 3L 55 19 B 2%
(Axtell, Holman, & Wall, 2006)., Baer (2012)45 H! £
T 7K (RIGHT 0P ) Bt v 38 3 1) B8R, B 1
PRURALER S, PRI B AAS B PA T o S e TR AT
Wr, SURSCHNERGE T, SR iy 2wl Pk 1 3 ) AN
MR H LT AR 58 07 A L, S T A i e
B3 T B2 Ty 45 3 R A R A Lz o 3 R4 il
- A1 41 O 2R 380 4o St 80 T 1 3% S 1 v Ak 2 1 — 20
e 5% T8 3k R 0 R B B e il 1) S ER S AL,
ARSI IR 3 R e PE B3 T o 2 iR
PR

i 2a. GiRCH XTSRS ALA W 2 /Y 1E W)
A0

fix i 2b. L% I X ik PR B A
NAEEA|

i 2c. St RCHT I Ak A1 FR S AL R] 422 ) 2
PEANIE g 77 A 2 B A WS
224 RGEGSHIBTIER

EARE ARG AR, DIAEIFE R 2N K28 ) B
GUFAERN3E T3 AT B AR 4 I B B T A
{6,(Jung, 2001; Sosik, 1997), {H Kahaid, Sosik #lI
Avolio (2003)f)SE I 5T A1 & AE I & KI5 T,
5 oy B S s R 0 R R AR T S 2 AR

Mo X RUIFESE B RRIR G 5 T (U242 i) 3¢ & B 43
S [FFEA B A i & . Burns (1978)IA 38
Sy B4 32 BE3E 2 BRSO B T g o LT
28 5 RIS N AL H bR i B B R 5 SR
KZAN T B AR B, J7E T8k St
R 25T e I B9 2 il (Bass, 1985), M4 S 15314 %%
PSS, SUSCGHIMIASE T, XAhES 5 1) 1440 5 7 =X
TR A B A AR S TR, R
AL T SRH R 52 TANERSh ML BB R, M
T 50T B #e sh For i MRt g

1% 3a. 285 F40 TR 5 ST RCHT I 5 S e Bh
LIS R, 40335 138 5 BUAI 347 Al R, SR
P A TE SHHIL A 1 ) S50 3

% 3b. 3¢ G RST80T T 5 o a1k
Bl TR, GURH NAE 5 RIS AT N, 8t
ZCHT T X 4 1 1) 32 7 ) T [ 2800 AR

B 3c. 285 RGN T: 5 GUsUE M Y 38 H AR
W AN SHLEE W R T RS R I
T, SUCHTIM 8 1 A0 7E Sh AL TP A 7 9 I )
[SEE VAL
3 WS
31 HARIR

A5 2R FH 0] 46 18 25 325 4K BURIE 5 5080 ) ok B
FONER 24 RV A FIRI R TR T 4. 4
e B L SN Tk S i A
ko FEASAY 2 /N A, o R /N il
FHHT 49 £, wRA R T 192 4, FHAE
88.4 £ o AW MSTAERR K 11 47, 5 348, P
IR 6.5 4, FRATHERX AL i 5t TAE M5
X FEILTF LT HIE . Hoe, Riks) i il
JE G, bR Al A [ R B St T S s
HRE; Hk, TAEMEIR ik se bl TA LS RIS
e P s g R i P A 3 g, X PR UE T 3RATT T AT
i BIF 5% 45 285 3 B 5 53 T R S ) 286 80 1 3 g f) o6
F; o, R EA - IEFEMRRE, B R
BT LR SE B TARAT 55 i —Fh o X, (R & 54
B A7 AT DA MG AS S BT A A s —
s, SRR T AT I £ i S B O R R
BT SRR T S0, BEAR Al 32 Nl
HIL A S 2 WEBER, XBIET R TS5AFE
B REAE AT I H B B 8l MR35 1)
AT AU A SR I R — B TA R

AR A L. B R Y 7 X 52 B )
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B o Ay ik G R T v Al 2 T XA 9T 45 R A i 52
M, FRATTA B TR L4 RIS R DR AR R G . 5
TS EIESGTI . ARG | 225 RIS
WTESHAL . AMESIIL. TAERE 22t Bl ai. A
BUNRILA S N 2278, B3 BT T s i A i
FIATHT 4% o A3 &R B3 T 0045 45 91K Homs
AR TG b 78 B3 LN LARBH Ir 294
R IRAgS . MERE, #5956 5 T &
F1 LA S HEATUCEC . FRATTXT 400 24 3 T AUBATHY
FERMT MG, REWEIAERICE RS 364 &,
AR 91%.364 ARG Tk, ok 146
&, 1 40.1%, 91.5%LL EAgiENGE R L DL EHFE .
ARl 25 #1939 A, 15 10.7%, 25~29 % 103 A, &
28.3%, 30~39 % 109 A, 15 30%, 40~49 %/ 99 A, 4
27.2%, 50 Z VL L) 14 N, 1 3.8%. TH¥TE 2~3 4F
9145 N, 5 39.8%, 4~7 4F 94 A, i 25.9%, 8~15
52N, 14.2%, 15 4EDL RS 73 A, i 20.1%,
HAWATE 4 TLITH 235 A, 5 64.6%, 4 T~6 T
70 N, 5 19.2%, 6 T~8 T 22 A, i 6.0%, 8 T~1
T13 N, 53.6%, 1 71~2J7 15 N\, i 4.1%,2 J1 LA
FEON, H2.5%. 831204 FES 5 T A, K
B 85%, AEESAMAE LL 30~39 % LUK 40~49 %
KEGHIE 47.7%FH 40.2%), #5255 KL F#
B 97.2%, PR EEEM 2.8 A T E.
32 MEIR

AR SCR R I e e 2R Aok A F R A 3 0
TE A ELSCHR, v 1 80 PR 9 SO /Y — bk,
BATRA T HRUAER S BHIFEARRY o B S s 0
X R BPE SC, HHRTEESM 2R AT
AR ST, & ZEPRRLIESC, X L I3RS 5 e
S 2E S, R SCI G T R
3.2.1  S3ER M

K H Deckop % AN (19993, 3L 3 MEIH .
CTERATERAL, B3 T TAESTRLAY H2 i Bk G fth v] L
PR B = A, “FRIGA NGO 3R 1) 2 4 52
/AN (e mit4r); <358 B3R A TSRO 3R 1Y #r
MR (). MR 1~5 9 Likert
R, 1 FRTEEAMEE, 5 FREeFRE, A5
rhZ I R N — B RO 0.74
3.2.2 ANTEDN

KM Grant (2008)JF & MalE . 3t 4 AMEH,
e <P IR F I TAEAR ARS8, 1]
HRH 1~7 9% Likert 1838, 1 RREEANE, 7%
IR R o ASHIFSE iz I o Y N — B RO

0.89.
3.2.3 SNEFIM

K Ffl Grant 1 Berry (2011)f) )35 .3t 4 M8 H
W PR SA TR AT L ERAS T A i) M 2 DA T A5 21 B 7 1Y)
WA, R 1~7 9% Likert 3, 1 #FREEA
[F] 2, 7 3R 58 42 R B o ASBIF Y vzl i 9 P 3 — 3K
TERECH 0.74,
324 TEIAGSMZHETS

K Bass il Avolio (1995)f&71T it 58T AR
Z K Z 45 S0 ¥ (MLQ, Form 5X), 75 1 45 G
[a) 3t 20 AN @, A5 H T 4 ST S
IS8 o) 4IRS N = 7 N
Han: <5 T & e A f 5209 0 (5 00 {5
B0 MR S Hikit. 1| FRMEARXEE, 5%
TR BN FEASHIFSE P R N — B R B
H40.96, LART AT I /s 1) 46 1Y) 45 20 3 A T 245
S AR B IF A R B B B Y X 43 R4 (Bycio,
Hackett, & Allen, 1995), Kt 14 20 4~ H 155
() - B AE R AR B R4 A5 4 o Pl AR 7R 40 S B
PERA R — B2 A, AR T 34
HEZJZ R e R . N —BUE (r,), 4
WD), BRI 1CC ()R AL (2), Bl ICC (2)
(MRIGET:, B, BE5E57, 2008), 4T 45 W IR 1y
KA 0.92, F/MER 0.61, HEA 0.75, 1L
0k 0.80, HHt rye /NF 0.7 BIAEA 3 K ICC (1)
=0.28, ICC (2) = 0.78, X< WK A 2 181 19 508 5
G REHL RSB IE M 58 o BT 34
R Jily . B A 1 SN BHRD 1 A 4 o A B A
AERFFE IR 3 AR A ML, N ETRE
R — A RAE R TN AS 5, PR AT B T Hp
ARG I AR — AT YR . RO, 1R
Lo RIS B R, RIS 4 NEH, G0 WA
AT & M0 H Ar ks BIRH i RR A B4 27, B
KA S kit o1 Fm DORAIXFE, 5 FRm— B,
TEABIF N — 2 RECH 0.77. RA 5 as R
TR rog BRAE N 0.85, f/ME N 0.62, ¥1EHH90.73,
ALK 0.75, HiH rye /DT 0.7 B4R 4 K ICC
(1) =0.12, ICC (2) = 0.55, X IR )Z i 0 8%
PR A BNHL)Z MR EIEN .
325 &S

K Madjar 6 A (201 1) & R a4, P8 AR
FEREAS R B HAE 5 2R 0y AT 38 28 1E . Horp
WM T 3 AMEH, . B TR R R
e BEAEPE AR AR . BT, TEABRR TN



12 14 i B A GUEGHTINN BT SR B 3 J AR B ) B R 1887

— U RECH 0.89 Wi M BIKE )[R 3 AN H,
sz 0 THE K o O A AR PE (i TAE D7 =0
TR . BRAE), TEARDEI N — B R
0.87. IR 7 90it, 1 BARFTEEARTTE, T Fm
SR
32,6 EHITE

R T ik A Y — S TG G AR 1 5 I TR VA AR
AR R R OC R, FATE ed=h T AH2E
st PERI . DT AL R TR Hak, DU
FEMIIE 5T e BT AR 2% 1 X i R A 3 A B
i (Baer & Oldham, 2006; Tierney & Farmer, 2002),
ARIFFEIREARRH 24 ZAFEA, FHIL®EAT8
B TAERE Z AR il AR i, T AR 29t il it %
H Oldham, Cummings, Mischel, Schmidtke FI Zhou
ENA995) gl R, R 7 fitsr. FEARWIS
th, RN —BERECHY 072, &5, Madjar
ENQOTD) B FEUESE T A A B 15 75 S % S
B Ji A R, T SO TR R 3 A
WERW, HILAE A T B SRR MALZUA
Ao B RS2 A I R T Andrews AT Smith (1996)
MR, R 7 S35, TEARMGE Y, RN
— B RECH 0.77, HLUAF R E R ] Mael #1
Ashforth (1992)i 3, RM 7 fiitar AEARWISE,
RN — B RN 0.89,

4 WEFEESR

4.1 IIEERZERS

R T HEERGHRCHM . WTESIL. AMESIPL. 4B
AV SSRGS RPN ) . )
5 7 AN B EOR AR A DA AR, FRATTOI %k
PEIEAT I UEPE R 408, A4S Ptk SRR ) HL A
B H IR E AR ARG AR B E, iR A
BRI UG B, SN, AT & 45 3
AT il (parce )AL B, HAKY, isgk )y . B 504
e 1246 B A IR —A 6 H, B IR 414
H&EIF—15%8, MW 4 N %E AT R
—NEH o 258 R b R TR LG
H(4(231) = 478.64, NNFI = 0.95, CFI = 0.96,
RMSEA = 0.05), H A K7 f 23k 5 8K
o RO R I A5 R ER I L PR A R 400
FF T A LA BACBIAY 7S TR a (4 A 280k
P A i g TR A 1 o — AN T, A(237) =
1081.65, NNFI = 0.83, CFI = 0.86, RMSEA = 0.10);
AN FEAL b (G2 BRI T AL Sy BT —

AT, £(237) = 805.91, NNFI= 0.89, CFI = 0.90,
RMSEA = 0.09); /NHFHA ¢ (4G WAL Zk
TEFHL N —ADIN T, £ (237) = 789.96, NNFI= 0.89,
CFI =0.91, RMSEA = 0.09); HP-FHAI (A 4 H
M T R—H&, 4(252) = 3569.02, NNFI= 0.38,
CFI = 0.44, RMSEA = 0.21), DL 25 R RFARMFE
149 72 1 ) e LA A v Y IX 938U
4.2 fEIRGIT

G T FETENE . ARHEZE AR
o S i R SURCHT T S N Sh LA 20 1 A1)
B WERNHKKER@E = 0.09, ns; r = 0.01,
n.s)o SUBUHT 5 SN E SALFN RO 1E A 2
AR ZR(r = 0.25, p < 0.01; r=0.19, p < 0.01),
WHESIAL S RBPEAE 1 e = 025, p <
0.01), 1My A5 B AL AT #E VR 38 A B B AR
KE(r=023,p<0.01),

F1 FETEMMARFRITLER®N =364)
AR B WE e 1 2 3 4 s

1. SE3CHTH 316 106 (0.74)

2. WFESIIL 501 137 009 (0.89)

3. SMESIIL 481 1.07 0257 0.157 (0.74)

4. REEMERE S 478 1.07 001 0257 0.09 (0.89)

5. WrEERIE S 493 093 0197 —0.00 0237 0397 (0.87)
HAZA W e 1 2

1. AN 357 048 0 —
2. THMLST 336 036 0667 —
H* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, AL LIES N RE—B0ERE.

4.3 (RBALL

AR R H 24 FA A Bk =5,
— S 2] 21022 T A VS A DX 3R T RE R e R B A B B RN
A3 17K, PRI A 06 X 3k B8 1 A 5 M T LA
il o oAb, ACHIFSE IR S AR AR R ST R 2L
RIS SR N HSUZ I A e, R, RATRAZ
JZERPEBIRL R AE HLM 6.0 750 EZ 4047 T 5 78
SIAMRA R ZHT, FRATE KR T 4 D EBRL,
AR TR 2 P A e PR A e A ) 2 1
ICC ()RR B Jr 225 BJ5 200 e o o b4 51 ik
RWTESIHLE T 2209 23.57% (90 = 0.45, p < 0.001,
ICC (1) = 0.24), SMESIHILETT 2219 14.09% (T00 = 0.16,
p <0.001, ICC (1) = 0.14) 7] DA# £H 21 2 WK 1) A8 H: fi
B R BT 2209 21.35% (190 = 0.25,p <
0.001, ICC (1) =0.21), #riEtEAlE I 807 2209 7.85%
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(Too=10.07, p < 0.01, ICC (1) = 0.08) 1] LA LH L2 K
AR AR X AR F HLM 1B 08 T BB i o

¥ Ji Baron #l Kenny (1986)#E3# R H1 450 v K6
UoR eI g S AP O M E R N o B el S
Az g AT TR AR AR B AR 4R Hofmann H1 Gavin (1998)
R, W ZH 22 T A A8 B ANAR B4R | A8 oy Y
8015 2K FH #% 4K vh 0> fk (grand-mean  centering) b B,
XF A4 2 YR G 72 B (I S G D i A7 /N el P 4k
(group-mean centering)Zb Bl ELAR BT E5 R UL 2,

RERY 1~ 5 G 20 S A50HT I X S BBV B 3 )
PR M) B A AL o AR 1 I R e il T A2 1m
N H A TARR M. B HEUAE
D K 20 270 )22 T ) A8 S R 90 R AL oy AR Je, BRAK
B NTE S AL 1035 B S2 IR (y = —0.06, n.s). 15
AU 2 8 7R TE SO -5 78 A B 405 RN 52 B AL R 1Y
3¢ H I A R E A A 7B S, STRCH -5 A8 55 R 4
022 I NTE S AILA 1 3 B IE M (y = 0.95,

p < 0.001), WSR-S 58 by A 6T 1) 28 .00 %)
WTESH AL R A 35 (y = ~0.44, n.s). >R Aiken
F1 West (199 1)) J5 e Al 11 1 75 w748 5 A0 451 5 FIG
A HEALAT S AP BT [ bR L &5

R TR AR TS A BRI S R IE A (B = 0.88,
t=4.64,p<0.001), RASFE T 50F T RN BE
AME B = ~1.02, t = 6.58, p < 0.001), HAA&A T
NP R 1, R 1a 1580 305 B 3 WRTE
P T N D 2R TAEE M. AR EE . 48
TR D B 72 o R 451 3 22 5 B4R =, B3 I X
SRR F1 3 WE R (y = —0.02, n.s) o 5
4 S 7R TESTHUET N -5 AR A 40 T RN 52 B AT AE
IR AR A RR S, SR I - AR A 4
(1) 28 BLIFUN S8 W PR 3 0 A I 3 Y TE s e (y =
0.23, p < 0.05), TSTRCH 5 58 by B0 1) 28 B35
X G AN 3 T BN B3 (y = —-0.01, n.s), Al
TR RR 2 MR 50 25 R R = AR R AT

T2 ZEREMHBREMHLM)SINER

- MTEZNHL M PERTE T SMEBIHL WA i
R IRl BRI REAl4 BEAlS fAle  BEAM7 RIS BEAM o BN 10
R I 4.98™ 4.96™ 473" 472" 4,73 4.79™ 477" 492" 4.89™ 4.89™
A 2R
531 0.01 -0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
&3] 0.03 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.06 -0.19" —0.16" 0.06 0.07 0.09
A 0.05 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.04 -0.08 -0.07 -0.01 -0.02 -0.00
T -0.00 -0.00 0.00 -0.00 -0.00 0.01 0.01 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00
G 0.00 -0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.00 -0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
TAERE 2t 0.09 0.07 0.02 -0.00 -0.02 0.07 0.07 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05
H ks 0.01 0.01 0.14" 0.13" 0.13" -0.11"  -0.11" -0.04 -0.04 -0.03
HZINF 0.31™ 0.32"" 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.14" 0.14" 0.11" 0.11° 0.11"
ST -0.06 -0.07 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 0.16" 0.17" 0.16™ 0.16" 0.13
NTEBIHL 0.10" -0.08
HMEBNAL 0.05 0.13"
HAZ AT 5
AR A4 0.84" 0.73" 0.51" 0.53" 0.48" -0.02 0.10 -0.02 0.05 0.10
2 5y RUGHF -0.85 -0.45 —0.44 -0.27 -0.23 0.07 0.16 -0.18 -0.06 -0.13
5 A5
75 BB < SIS T 0.95™ 0.23" 0.18 -0.13 —0.04 0.05
22 5 455 < S S T I —0.44 -0.01 0.01 0.54" 035" 024
HNTT2(%) 1.27 1.26 0.85 0.85 0.81 0.90 0.89 0.76 0.76 0.74
2H 8] 77 2 () 0.16 0.06 0.22 0.16 0.13 0.13 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.04
Ri 0.13 0.13 0.07 0.07 0.11 0.09 0.10 0.05 0.05 0.08
Riw 0.67 0.87 0.12 0.36 0.48 0.19 0.63 0.00 0.29 0.42
Ri 0.18 0.23 0.03 0.09 0.14 0.04 0.10 0.05 0.07 0.12

. RO RBCIIEFFEILRE . Rin = Rawx (1-ICC1) + R x ICCI. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001
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BERON I 2 0 B IEEB = 0.21, ¢ = 1.92, p < 0.10),
AR H 40 T 55 T RPN B R T(E (B = -0.25, ¢ =
-2.50, p < 0.05), MR LR UWE 2, Rk 1b 15
B HF . A 5 WRTENTESHHLAISNE ShAIL A I ik
A EERERYS, PIEESHLX 28 il Pk A 1A 3 )
E M (y = 0.10, p < 0.05), 1 S0 A1 725 5 75
AT 19 38 BTN S PE A S S AN R 2 (y =
0.18, n.s), XFRPNTESNPLTE 2N T SRCHT 5
AR AL WA HAR ], R 1o 73 BIWI AR .
TR 651U 10 A5 55 S RCHT T X i 1 B 3 )
(A5 i R AR AL o #5806 o RFERE i TN 2278
w, TAEE . BREE . HLUNE LKA §
TP AL Ty BT 5, SO N X SN FE ShAILAT ol 3
() TE A 520 (p = 0.16, p < 0.01), 1% 2a 153374,
B 7 b 75 A S0 T 5 728 80 €5 5 R 32 B 4
(432 BTG (] BF ik AT 5 AR 5, Sl 5 28 o
GG 1 28 BTN AME S ALAT W R IE RS2 (p =
0.54, p < 0.01), TTZRCH T 5 7248 55 7 Q5T %) 58 H. I
X ANFE SIAILIA S A I8 25 (y = —0.13, n.s)o [BIIAZE R
B0 A U0 45 R WO = 28 5 SR AR AR R
BEWIEEB = 0.67,t =2.74, p < 0.01), {K32 5 A
TRFN TR NARFENREB = 035, ¢ =
~1.60, n.s), BRIV RO 45 R WK 3, ik 3afd
) HF, B W RTEEHI T A M54 m | TIER
Zetk . B EE . ABUAIR DL AR RS 3L 5
RIS S5, SOSCH I X i P 3 A 3 Y I 1)
M (y = 0.18, p < 0.01), fBik 2b 153 %0E, BiAY 9
7R 7E S50 T 5 AR B4 T AS B LA 1 A8
H IR EEA BN RS, SRCHT 538 5 R4
1) 28 "B 306 W 2 B 3 R R B R (p =
0.35, p < 0.001), 1MI&CH 5 728 A 450 (1) 52 1.
T i PR A 7 T RS B (y = —0.04, n.s),
[] U 28 ) 6 b 5 M A 0 45 R U R A8 B S A
TRIFR N B FERIEMB = 0.50, 1=5.98, p < 0.001),
KA o BT 55 TR R A B E N AEB =
~0.18, t =—1.51, n.s), VRN L5 LI 4, ik 3b
PR3 R BIAY 8 W /R 7E N TE S LA SN E S HILIR] s
A BNERA S, SNE ShAILH o MR ) A B 3
FIIE A SEMR (y = 0.13, p < 0.05), T S350 5 I X i 1k
A 7 BRI DRSS (y = 0.13, p < 0.05), Sk
P N 52 S U450 S () 38 B3 i R B 5 T B
M, 5 R (y = 0.24, p < 0.05), X FZWISMEZIHL
TR H A T G A5 B R T A 3 T 1 5 e D
SR 5 28 & BT 1 28 HAE RN i PR B )

B A BOSCHINRT BT 1 i o R M 1 s ) 5 5 1889
7
_n
6 -
£s o~ —— A
.‘]ﬁ ; \ - ARG
g
3
? I ' 7

e nl
K1 AT ST I - N 7R S ILOG AR B 152500

6
| -
s - —— (A BRI
54 \ - AR
X 4
K35

3

SR
P2 AR U X S I - S PR B ) 5 2R AR 1 Az

A
52 -
= 5 e —— AR
R 48 - - PSS
i 4.6 e —
X 44 ol
4.2
¢ 1 ' &
1 =
ES €T

K3 2o ST SUSoE - ME S HILE A B 1525000

5.5 -
R 27— RS
5 7 —-— SRS
4.5 -
Eul -
§4
3.5 .
1% &

SELHTH
K4 2254015 X STsc - B B 71 5¢ 2 i1 5 300

AsZE, B 2¢ AR RIUEI, ik 3c 15291 IEN] .

R 1 P 7 vy A% 40 S ARG AR B 00 3 1 B
T, SUSCHT O S 1 PR B 1 0 AT R I A TR] 3500
R 3¢ TUMAE 55 5C ) UG0S 1% 58 T S R0CHT I % T
VRGN 38 7 0 [R] 2 000, 5 o SRy i — 204G e 3K R A4~
B, FA1>KA Bauer, Preacher 1 Gil 55 A (2006)
(19 22 7K ST A T8 55 1 A 800 A 3 T VR A T A e AR
B FIVARR 78 B 558 T S A0 I X 5 B ) ) i ]
FEROW SO 25 ) i 2, DL SR 28 o S ARAS B
SE BT T St R8O IO i PR R g e TR RN S
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H2ES M EME. TR AR 8 42 1 A4 5,
AT R = B4k R 7P (parametric  bootstrap
procedure, Preacher, Zyphur, Zhang, 2010)%5 4840 5%
SR W UL R BAAE R0 TR, S2RRIK
AL 20000 K, AHrEE R ULER 3, WIER 3 PR,
FEAR ARV S T, S ATES R SR T — B B (B
5T — P9 7 Bh AL B IR T RN, X AR A S 1Y
ANFZKA, S0 21 P9 7 s ALY 72 RO b 3
M2 5 (Ay = 0.74, p < 0.001), MM MR 1a 241
Tt — MR R 3 BRI 4 P A
SRACH BN 3 N AE Sh AL R SRk P B i A W Y
T [ U (y = -0.03, p < 0.05), {E7E A8 45
S AT SR I A A PN A Sh B 28 1 M ] 1 T
A 32 B 1E 18] (A1 32800 (y = 0.04, p < 0.05), FE4AKTM
T, FEWRP SR T ARV 2 R OR B E Dy =
0.07, p <0.05), B 1c M52 — 37 FF, wizg b #l
TR T, TS RS T — B Ba(SE T —

HNTESHAIL) TR TR, X 38 B 45T 1 R [R) K
SIRCH T BN SN E Sh ALY B AR R ECR 1 3 1 22 5 (Ay
=0.34, p <0.01), M R 3a$2 4t T3 —20 1 %
Fo 3 W WIRTE F 28 5 GG A T SR X
HEME A A B W IE W RN (y = 0.05, p <
0.05), HAKAE 5 0T 45 1 T S 808 I 1o S 7E 3
BILXT 9 1 ) s g %) TR R0 0 AN P4 3 (y = —0.00,
n.s), PP SAE TR (BB A00 1 25 S R B 1 (Dy =
0.05, p <0.05). &% 3c 12— FF.

Ry ik — 25 B A R) 4 O 1) B, FRATTR
Tofighi 1 MacKinnon (201 D#E#AY R 4 (Rmedia-
tion) Kz 5 7%, R A4 BT 4 R W3 4. 45 B/R Gl
-5 A0 R AT i 2 A 3E A Y AR S AL 58
1 6] 5 7 A T2 000 2 S 1, T2 5800 95 % )
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Abstract
Owing to their distinctive focus on novelty and usefulness, radical creativity and incremental creativity may
have different psychological antecedents. Drawing on cognitive evaluation theory and learned industriousness
theory perspective, we conducted an empirical study concerning with the relationship between pay for
performance (PFP) and employees’ intrinsic motivation and radical creativity as well as extrinsic motivation and

incremental creativity. We also examined whether these relations were moderated by transformational leadership
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and transactional leadership.

Data were collected from 364 dyads of employees and their immediate supervisors in 24 enterprises. The
questionnaire for employee included PFP, intrinsic motivation, extrinsic motivation, transformational leadership,
transactional leadership, willingness to take risks, organizational identification, and job complexity. Employee
creativity was rated by their immediate supervisors. Theoretical hypotheses were tested by hierarchal regression
analysis. Results of analyzing the matched sample showed that the relationships between PFP and both intrinsic
motivation and radical creativity were nonsignificant, and the relationships between PFP and both extrinsic
motivation and incremental creativity were positive; where transformational leadership was high, PFP was
positively related to intrinsic motivation and radical creativity, whereas where transformational leadership was
low, those relationships were negative; transactional leadership augmented PFP’s direct positive effect on
extrinsic motivation and indirect positive effect on incremental creativity.

Extending previous studies, this research demonstrated that PFP has a unique influence on radical creativity
and incremental creativity, the result clarified the relationship between extrinsic reward and employee creativity
in workplace from a new perspective. Second, by examining the mediating effect of intrinsic motivation and
extrinsic motivation, the results contributed to our understanding on the mechanism through which PFP
influence radical creativity and incremental creativity. Finally, through investigating the moderating effect of
transformational leadership and transactional leadership, we confirmed that there are distinct bounded conditions
of the effect of PFP on employees’ radical creativity and incremental creativity. Findings broaden understanding
of the processes by which and the conditions under which PFP may promote or inhibit employees’ radical
creativity and incremental creativity. Furthermore, the results also revealed that cognitive evaluation theory was
more suitable for explaining the relationship between PFP and radical creativity, whereas learned
industriousness theory could predict the PFP-incremental creativity relation more precisely.

Key words pay for performance; radical creativity; incremental creativity; motivation; leadership



