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92, 1709-1721; Shin, S. J., Kim, T., Lee, J., & Bian, L. (2012). Cognitive team diversity and
individual team member creativity: A cross-level interaction. Academy of Management Journal,
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Merriman, K. K., & Blau, G. (2004). Impact of variable risk preferences on the effectiveness of
control by pay. Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychology, 77, 63-80; Eisenberger,
R., & Aselage, J. (2009). Incremental effects of reward on experienced performance pressure:
Positive outcomes for intrinsic interest and creativity. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 30,
95-117; Eisenberger, R., & Rhoades, L. (2001). Incremental effects of reward on creativity.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 81, 728-741; Baer, M., Oldham, G. R., &
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b IRATEFXAN 8] UL 7] 5 BT 7877 10 ) % K Gerhart #2547 T IR ANRIHRDS AR AW
RAGRATH AR R — B0 o R T IR SR, JRAT T 2340 2 14 R ot 2 S8 T X A

SHERAE AR T AN LA T .

BIS: PRONSCER)—AEE A & A F KA HLR] B LR 2 A A2 RIS ME S
XMAMZEICFA, DL RBIE AT MEAIE 7T ICFA, U RIS R A L0511,

[BIRZ: £E5 fLak @R, IR RN SCE 1 — AN 2 0 A& RN R R Fh A HLAL B DA 22
SRS N AEFISMESIHLIZ PN AR B IICFA, DAL RPN HEPE QG JIICFA, AU 45 3R
IR RN RN AIXNEVCRART B H AL BN . A SRR XA ]
HEEMCAHE T o WIERINEAEERE T freh, BATHSGR L T N AR
WA RCR . H NP7 B A BT _Flt i PR 1 SR B3 g A BEE 13 0 O X 70 2K
7S PR F AR A St A LU T N FE SR MESIFLI X 0 O o BRI, H TR 25 18
(AR SRR L2 AR » FEAZ EAORR FP O PR A8 5 1) DX 0 RO AR 36 AT 1A AN SR J o

BI6: s DA IR LRI R B R R R

[BIRZ : AL SR /N 26 L R 32t Ay 45 DA O R DAAT (T A A JR s H R o XA LS AT T



FEL, HRWREZ M BATZrABA LR MR R dik, —Jr i FE 25 E 2N
g T, T HL R N BN A A SRR R S AN, AT SR R
P2 R, T HONIES 2 R, RG0SR R 1 38 B 5 FHAN D25 185 53— T3 i WK [ s
TR B, BTt AR AT . R, ZReB R, BATRAEALE
W FORE R L 5 2 H R

BT SZEUARE, FEMREBENMERE) P TR (mediated moderation), Bl A 7E

ENHLR A AZ I (AR AR UEXGTRCH M) R R B3 F RS20, ASMESIHL A28 ELI0
(S 5 BV XGURCH M) XTI B3 70 BOREME o DA R ATR] 4 RO 73 A 2 1 B T A 78

431, 75 EK FPreacher, Rucker, and Hayes (2007)2XEdward and Lambert (2007) )7 7%K 56

IEH AT RON R A multilevel finesting structure, 2% i Baer, Preacher, and Gil (2006)

51z FMplus ) 77 K 50HE .

TR

LI R LR BB =TS, SHESA Sk, EU0RISIES. A, 645tk

AEEGHTNEE R, FPPEES b i E 5 i R

A B BRI BN s R A . BlFE !

225 3k

Bauer, D. J., Preacher, K. J., & Gil, K. M. (2006). Conceptualizing and testing random indirect

effects and moderated mediation in multilevel models: New procedures and recommendations.

Psychological Methods, 11, 142-163.

Edwards, J. R., & Lambert, L. S. (2007). Methods for integrating moderation and mediation: A

general analytical framework using moderated path analysis. Psychological Methods, 12, 1-22.

Preacher, K. J., Rucker, D. D., & Hayes, A. F. 2007. Addressing moderated mediation hypotheses:

Theory, methods, and prescriptions. Multivariate behavioral research, 42(1): 185-227.

BN : BAES-CREWTIRHEGEIAE RS, HERRE MR AN (mediated
moderation), B NZESIHLHI A A FLI (A RIS SXGRRCH D 0 Tk i 7y s, Al
SMESIHLA A AZ I (52 5 BUSRUEXGUSCHT D X sk MGG Jy s . IAT (1 R AT Rk
I 43 Af e fT BT AN 78 406 75 B2 K I Preacher, Rucker, and Hayes (2007) 5 Edward and Lambert

(2007) BT EERIGAE P AR 20N . G0 52 multilevel finesting structure, 7525 5% F Baer,



Preacher, and Gil (2006)5kiz F Mplusi /72 R 50E . IX 2 — DR I, R fE)R
A o AT 2 ) — AN E T T AEAE R TPERATANE VI WA T AR RS ANAL
oy LGRS R T AL B, PRI BT TR A S 9 & 1 I S B2 (T AN e AL S Y
Edwardff#E A3k 8k J73%, Edwards, J. R., & Lambert, L. S. (2007). Methods for integrating
moderation and mediation: A general analytical framework using moderated path analysis.
Psychological Methods, 12, 1-22)Ki3t47 A i 15 ) %42 43 #1 (parametric bootstrap procedure,
Preacher, Zyphur, Zhang, 2010). iXF 7775 BT 2515 S Bt AT FE R i 2 i Z R IE B AS X
), PRI A 2 AT T R A BN AR RS 56 o B J B A A SRk — 2D SRR T IRATTRO AR
o REMFIRECEEFP LBk~

IbAh, BRI IES B B MR BRIE ATISS 1R, SINESA st ek, d@uusss
B MAh, SSIRAAEEBISEATHILIR, MU S O R E S S E R AT . AR
AR, FEAS DO Th JRAT DA IX AN 7 13 5 SRR HEAT T8 8L BB A A IAB Bk
fJa, BADEEXS EIE N IA TR B VRS AR5 AR B Z S 25 SO s BA T8 L R I A !

ko
BA3EM:
WL 1 BESRHAS S AL G I e AL SUZ IR &, S AR B AL U2 R4S 5
AN 53 TR T 52 2 At v (distal) Y, 7% SE R H ZUZ IR A e A Qi g, L R BRI
FECS OB A AR5k TR R, 2T ORI AL S PR 3 R AT A AT 3 (K 1 8 Y W .
RATRe, BBUEFE RIS IT A7y 32 B o 76 B SRR AN ST R R

=
B
==
=

BIRZ: o i AR B A — 4R A 3 B AR A S A 3 W 1 e W L UR IR IR 2, TR
AR WY AL GR AT R 51 T3 77 (522 Bz s (distal) Y » i SE 2222 VK
AR AR, H T BRI S A U SR, TR IO A PR 3
& RIS BT 1R Yk o ISR AT RE, U AR B T AP 0 2 S o e e S Al A 4 ek
TIPANYERE Eoko " BATA NSRS R PR UGR AT — € TEB, AR Lk, A
AT BRI, AT TR BAAGE LR AR, (HAWE AT IE R 4k 5o
AR GEQ . Bl BARE TS, WAHE TR AR A7), XLell
HA FERAEZMALRI 0 HFEA 3 TR A% 0 RTRR 3 T, X PRAIE 1 AT
A E RARRE S 24 7] WU A AUE HL B 50 iy AMEOIS e R 7R B R R A b Ao 3 57 T



FERRAE WD AFGT 1), ZAREILT, AV SR S KAIEIRA, Tk 9
UHE R R T— A RHIBIASUT o BRI, BATANR AW T 5, £ BT X 61 TR0
I, AMEA SRR T IO FIRE AL, X R BAT AT 1E AR T A B 70 A2 AR R 40
TESE AN ARSI 7 e 1R — AR A

B 2: KT Rwg Mk &WIAE. ST AT W R G M 518 i

25 RN rwg=0.75, BEALH rwg A4 = ? A& median (I8 /& mean 1 rwg, 15T .
BIRz: i % KA WA 2R R T RwWo R 5 S I . Hnoe T3 R4 3 (R B 58
EIMEESIE: g R ERmwg=0.75, AWy 4= E? Emedian(fid & meanff]
rwg, WU TIXAIERE AT AR FL b, NI K&K EGE RS, BE
AR, AR PO, MDA AT S, AR SRR
IRwg, 1HEHTERZ, FRATRA X EAT U B, FoADe b AT 7 Ui B, 1 ik
IR 7 A BIRw L, BB N S WA Bk b TS XURS (0 B3 70 Y 2

BI3: N ER R AR RGP B Y & AR D EORAEEE, IR AEE 2R
20 2% HRIL A S e — MBE AR LT, IE R AR R U (AR L (T 294570 ik
I OR B AR A R4 e, 1R I A

[0 R« ‘B A 7 SR A A LB B2 42 HH P AR rp AR B U AL IS 22 Ay 5 IR A — M
ORALEE, AN ARG 200 5% HRIL[R] S — N AE AR SR T, I8 AR AR A TR 40
ANYEFZ T 945 000 2% H R IR AR S RS S, 3 I DA B o IR 2 — N AR AP
Wo ARHE HATIE A A5, S B, v 7 IR I E B, 7RI A% H
79T W (parcel) AL B, K HELL % H AR — R AN BEAT T 6. iAW R &, 3-Al
FEMISAENE R0 B i, 0 AR A R 455 20 B2 H EATHT 60, BRBOE R TR, I8
SORUINII124 2% HAT A — AL RGBS N — 26 HD, MM EI4NE H T 8 — 1
B, BIERANFHIT . BATZ LRSS B 1242 HiT 8 —
AL, AR 2 AT HT 6L, 2[R9 Avolio, BassAlJung (1999) 1 A 43 Bt 45 53 B 451 5k 77
JESFRURIX I EE RS AE R —DNERE, Giit BV ™k 9 X 73 (Avolio, B. J., Bass, B.
M., & Jung, D. I. 1999. Re-examining the components of transformational and transactional
leadership using the Multifactor Leadership. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 72(4):

441-462.). HHTERZ, FEERGHR TR — R RATEA 45 A RS, RIS SRR



UL, B O A TR B AR AT A SIS EAT T R ], BARE SO B I SGAIE R B

HiIFO

ok

B4 XGRS 2 U A F I oA s SEAE F RN . B U2 >R HIBaron
HKenny (1986)4H 75 i 1 A RN I AR PR I A G R e, o BAR &, TR B Al p A A Bk
AT A AR R o BN SRR, U HORAEBEAT o 2 AL A R U NI IR GG R A A
BNHLII O 2R 5 2 O 19 1 FH IS AR 5 ) A Co A R SRR 0 6 B o 8 WU B0 IR 8 2 R 15 4
i, f% I Hofmannf1Gavin(1998) (kLS , X E IR A & (AR A4 G ) AT 84ROk
(grand-mean centering) &b ¥ XHK 2 IR A & CANGRGH D 3E47 /N4 R Ca 4k (group-mean
centering)%b ¥, Hofmann, D. A., & Gavin, M. B. (1998). Centering decisions in hierarchical
linear models: Implications for research in organizations. Journal of Management, 24, 623— 641

IR AR T AL e W R A% B2 X IR UE S J2 U 7/ I rhoCo Al iR SRAE B AR B . 1K
WAASRRATH — DR RLEJLEERT, X5 2 78 v O A SR A7 AE S B AN AT
1% AHIEAER, 08 R U5 b B B DA SR IS JE AR B KR4+ T . filan, o
RAEARES 2RI BT, WORAFAESE 2 AR &, T B AT #4046 % (grand-mean
centering) &b 3, T XA AR & U SR FH ZN4H HR O Ak (group-mean centering) b EE . FEAHE AT
AT R X A, ERFEEARRSETH R ERATEFEA R TIURE R R, AL AT
FARM BT LR, TR, XA — DR, EyIFARITA B RIS 4 . AR
W AU, B IA TS BEREAT AN e U, BAR AR O BT FTAE XA A

BN5: BEAMEE ARG S EALANZR, WA FmkiE T b E— &, % 73
A0 2 2 R TR 0 A A 3 77 93 R A TR AR FILA AR 2 IZhou, J., & Shalley, C. E.
(2008). Expanding the scope and impact of organizational creativity research. In J. Zhou & C. E.
Shalley (Eds.), Handbook of organizational creativity(pp. 347-368). New York, NY: ErlbaumfJ i}

W

BIRz: o fi & A WL AR5k 3 BRI/ B AR R GLT FUE A LUZ IR, BB T TTHkiIE
AN E— gl 35 7RO 22K Z ARG 7793 RE AR RILETA AR

X AN TR 50 o s e SR B, R AR R SR AR D kA S AR BT 7T b AR E A — A
o, TR T SO AR T — R R A Tk S AR RS SR B AT



WU — AN ITHREAT TANEME R, N T AR E R BRI, AR TE N A S WA

PR R LSS Ay .

EM6: 1E#H HZ % E i (parametric bootstrap procedure, Preacher, Zyphur, Zhang, 2010)ifij 3F
FEA H Bl (sampling with replacement) K& 56 AH S S B0 535, TS UEIHBE . 15 VESH U A B 3%
“HRFEF b1 BIb6 LMAIAAR A & R R

[B] R : # fia L 5 AE B LB 52642 A E 5 220 A Blii: (parametric bootstrap procedure, Preacher,
Zyphur, Zhang, 2010)1 AEFEA [ Bli(sampling with replacement) A5G A1 S HH B2, iEi
AR R . 5 VELE UL IE F P R b 11 B b6 LW AAE A E RETH S R . 0 R AT A
B R i TAWFONES RIRIE ST, i B R B H L2 T AL B SRR S H R
Kty F I 0% 2 R FHREAS [ B (sampling with replacement), BUfREASBEATHIRE, H T
RS (BB ZT AR &, fF fibootstrapit, ¥ ¥ i 2 1A & K115 40 734 43 il 2
AL (SHIND, SR 5 Fiibootstrap s i . (R IXFh ik 355 AFE B B IGRIG, A
FEAEAS BRGNS B R BT A e RE K Bl RS, S BN B PR IR
SEA Ml AR SRARE AN LV or ke fiibootstrap 43T, I8 LT3 5 E K I AR B AR A
PRZT AR T, BRI R ZE . 9 T MR — A, STk, —SIy s
TR T IR SOt BEE SRS EE Bhik, el R BEX S48 (M
ATAEAD) HEAT A fifbootstrap 70 H7 » X FEBLAN 27 B B e J2 K AL B HOAS- 20 e 23 PR D 1) AL
PRI 7t 5 DR 2 FORS A o 2408, A R R AN 5 R RS B, R A B B R AT I

XEFHIE DS, B 2508 BE R X ZH0HAT bootstrap JiliA,  [RIMFG 22 E Jei@id (1) 5>
Prit SN ZE, AR5 BT bootstrap 7. ASHETTRY Sk — i R A2/F 0 b1l 2 b6l
HIGEAE A AT HLM BEAT (15 73 A 45 A 13 R 2508 AR B AR HE 2 o AR X ST AR, A
M R B AF3EAT 2% bootstrap filiA:, 7T LATHE 959% 1) B AR X B2 SR &%, fRittnl DLFIWH
IS5

)13

NAE L :

H#

il
=

& BSOhR B EU B — R BOR IR FE S ANt , (R AT IR AEAR 22 B R B A5 92 1Al e TR 3

P B AS SO B AT IE SCIOW IR B A L
& B0 B «
1. fER % 4=, ik N 4 AR5 “creativity-contingent  rewards” i #F 7T

“performance-contingent rewards” i, 3 it th M 50 B Uk AT 2 A B -0 71, JF



5liiFBaer et al.(2003) K1 SCERAE RS RFITEHE o XA ST R AWM. R 7E Baer e A K 72
Ik & Bllcreativity-contingent rewards X creativity [t B 122 3= 2 M 0, T2 RIS TR B
(job complexityFicognitive style) ‘Sreward3:[E{EH, Xfcreativity/™ 4§20 . X B AEfH ) —
AR, AR AT A4, AR BE R R B RIE B BE QR K
Geid X —A AL 2R b STk 77 305 AR BEQRTWE ? 184 AH S, H I I PR S B il
R ARZAGIRH T BB BRI, ER IR AEITE R — BUR A UL F) 1R
HEGLHT I RCR o X — AME A IR NGRS RS ME R R . MR, X IEAN R O
performance-contingent rewards 5creativity < [7] 5¢ R %A = XAWME, P A8 R EE
IRANIRVTH, a0 EORA IR 2 TARA B IEB0A 5 0 R M 6%, (EZ QDR AEEX B TAESR
RARFEARIN . AL, AW BRI T AR AL I SIS MRS D EAR IR A, R
it B S (e HEET HE QT 2 TR 2 (L R G e 2

2. fERIE R =FE T, 1FE 1R A A G AT e i A R 2 LSS SRS BN
P X B A RIVE A B WA 1 22 el A5 2 PR A RS 2 2 T AR R
KHL, A A E B AR AT JC SRS R e A A R T RS B, (KA
BUzHIE. 73— R GRS A BE A RIPE O AR R MRS, R38R R 15
BPEDRE Y, ARAE S VA R AR PE DD R 2 7 AR IR A R, X WA 2R T 1) 433 JX
P NI EL 73T P AR AN[R] A BV SRR E A1 B RV E RIALA] o

3. TERIE BN N A, (& RAHLME SIS Z80E, X—rURARwam, & foir s
VL INIE A A SO BT RIS G544 o SR, 3 LA — AN P R R BV AU ) A g A
RN 5 RV A 42 T A8 ok A0 HE . BRARAE R BIIIE T KSR IX AR,
ShinflZhou (2007), Shinetal. (2012), AliBass et al. (2003), {Hj& (BT TLIRAIE) X
SRR 35 R T T o 45 2 A Sy B AR T AR SR AT I, AR SR T A = . % T
B 4 5K — TR B B 3 AU AR W 5 (1 5 97 o B (I TOUU 2 L T A B ) A0S 03X
17D, RIFFERTIX— RUFFEAR KBRS o VB TR AR RE R0 B R 7E 10) 365 0 7 h kAT 4 O
fERE, AERIX — pUF AN B ORUE Bk 2 7 4510 365 1 B e (2 [R) — NS o S 4h— A ol
FE245K A AT R BRI A 1), S AR T A Al AR M B 3 2 AL A B — 6 57 T 2
AR IR AN IR, B2 R DA 18 %, an R I A F I A T, Bk A —
AR, AR ABATIE I ) 25 BN B 0 1 6F ] — A 405 (405 XU AT B 2 (] B N



PUEWRARPTE B AT S T U WE 2 53— S AIAT 77 )2 ELARAE S5 2 vt B 2 4 x
AR E A B BE, XRE AT DU R R I S BRI 550,
VIR AR . BARASC S RARH AR, (BRI A A2 BRI« i Ao R Al 2 ) e
RABEMRE O, R ELALDRE T 45 R PSR AN B o 0 SR mT DA R SR AR 7 o BT U SR 2
HERA DI B2 AT A2 T ) 0 R, RSO R IR KL AR o

4. FEIIE G — 2k I, AR IR BICE RO PR P AN L (1 X R (E DRI R0 — 7
WAEBIHLIT T A 735 >IARIESS I BRSO 1R 2Rl 2 e it 2 0 7 AESIHL. IXBA A4
] R 1151055 ) PR A B BRI R R SMESI LI/ FIFIRE M e 2 tn R A ik 22
JIRE ANESIHLIIVE R A A Al BAR A 3 B Ve MR 22 il xS Sl AL 1T x5 £ S
We? pehbh, BRI A AR 4, IR R, ISR —E S RSk
Moo A fit FZER 25 R D ST e oK BB e ?

5. £ H A 5 P (BE55%), 1E& SR 2R B AR R 5 P/ A5 1 R 1] 0] HE AR 72 45 SR 152
Wi FEAN Ko SRR SRR YE R AT A T D] AR R 5 o AR i ™ B[R R it A
A i 5 R A 1 [R] Y e) R AD BB B 2 H R A R AR 5 X MR 4518, M Evans

(1985) #iISiemsen, Roth, and Oliveira (2010) (Siemsen, E., Roth, A., & Oliveira, P. (2010).
Common method bias in regression models with linear, quadratic, and interaction effects.
Organizational Research Methods, 13, 456-476) [fJsimulationfiff 77 £ F& & 3= 250N 5% 2 A2 52 [F] Y5
RARFEI, 10058 BN e AN 32 3 [R5V 22 HRO R0 o (LR IX R 8 S8 e B — M 2 T
RAHTH) . T AW TTHIES JEAC BN, M5| HLai, Li, and Leung (2013)HJHfF i 45ie, El
5 R TR R Z L 7w 2 820 (Lai, X., Li, F, & Leung, K. (2013). A monte carlo
study of the effects of common method variance on significance testing and parameter bias in

hierarchical linear modeling. Organizational Research Methods, 16(2), 243-269.).

1EXX

1. fE2.175 % —BBIEE )47, /B S1iEMadjarss N (2011) R 72k B <HRAL AG Al )
PEIRIX L 55 N 7E BB SGIE I DR 0t St v 13 04 83 (0 1E s om, (EL Kt P )i
B REA s T A ARG 3 1 7] S O A7 P 2 5 A Sl LR R IR A PR 3 et P B3 0
SO, AR R PEGIE A R, X B, G1)3E ) BRI AR S B1)3E M [ S (A7 AE 1T LA
NATEZE RS N AERANEEIHL 3 ARG B, fEMadjarset s, MAx Cconformity) Jf



VA RIS AL A B G13E /) B2 B2 225, 2 W“As shown in Table 3, although
the differential effect of conformity on routine performance versus radical creativity is very clear,
its influence on incremental creativity was not significantly different from the way it affects

radical creativity” (p.739). F&MIX —2518 2 JoiEHEWT H conformity /& R 5 /M HLA K1 .

2. FE2.2.27 TR AR B RS KU TS RN, i << LS 50 A T 22 Bl A TR N B 155 58 9 3
RIS A5 BRI SR P PR AR KRR B e T 22 il & T8 (1) R TR (Deci et al., 1981; Ryan et
al., 1983). [Klik, A3 ARME 1A SRCH T K S8 5 A SEPRAT &, 00T 2 1) 400 U AR T
RE 22 M 573 05 G080 I K PPN A AR B, 5 DR b i s e 3 5 AL PE S LA B B S 1 SRR P i
TIRER” . RE—NEEREE, ToEAIW R I 1 053 2 15 2 SR T R R 18
FNSZBRIAT &« SURCH I LIRS — T TOUME 31, TRER 2 B4 s A
PATIK, SRR LA HA R MR 2T W — U SEPRPATEcH ™, H AT ERS 5. 4R
i, AR 22 G2 i N ) SRS BRI, HARHE 2 & B T TR S PP A i
MEGROTA L REE. 47 1, HRIX — @R HE AU XU BT FEAE R AFEAR KR SE N .

-

3. fE2.2.4N IR AL G AU IR E R, B IRIR AN TR 0y, B2 A N R B R R
SCUETEYE . FER I Kahaid<E A (2003) FRIBFFTIN B2 78 73 J 0T, AU —RJ il Joik i A2 5 2
SIS AER 2 I T A SE 9 R L 45 1) 5 VR 200 ) 3R () R 358 1 A B e ey L e iR 8
TARERLGT AE ] X — R IAE BRI SE B EARBONR, R R S B 787y, 25218
AL B R

4. BFLTTEA3.2.351, KEAMEZNHLI IR BT Re AN A HERf, SO 284U B PR 9 3R AT DA
U (b T AT 45 21 58 =y U N, & 75 6 B T Grant 1 Berry(2011) H Jii & “Why  are you
motivated to do your work? Because | need the income”? Ji i i1 -5 7 B 47\ V. 55 A1 5 e N FK)

B0 AR .

5. fE42fiik GiitR2rh, A2 5 B3 AL B AT 1 AH K R #520.66 (p<.01), A Tk
XY A S WAFE AN R A SR 7 FEA. 3RS I b, Wik itk 813 7 11CC (1)1 90.08,
YA IR 7 22 5 S 7 Z EEBIR D, NI RR 29I NS R AR RORMEREE 2 tkAh, FEHLM b2
)Xot AR AT F AL AC R ), TR EEVRANUARA o 5 2 2 RORLANES J2 R 1 R I oAb A 5 5

ZANFR) (Hofmann, D. A., & Gavin, M. B. (1998). Centering decisions in hierarchical linear



models: Implications for research in organizations. Journal of Management, 24, 623-641.), 5%

8.

BN : HAE AN RE LABHNRZ, B THEEWRERINNEEL, £IIAE—
—HE. NERGRENKRE, EEAWREONFRG, AT T LR .

B — AN 1) B e T SR AR AR I A R T O3 ) 1) 22 Jil (creativity-contingent
reward) A1 78 35 T G300 2 il (performance-contingent reward) X 6138 /7 (540« 3%/ i) R
AR, R DR EE R R, FHe b, 0T b R R SRAIRTT Y A L
FLSEOT XA o) @i ERA THE [ 25 H A L R 1) jUN 32 B0t . WAL R AR E, F#
A0 55 LTSR35 22 Jil (performance-contingent reward) . % - 6138 77 1 22 fili (creativity-contingent
reward) f1 3 T 52 il 8 2 5 1) 22 il (completion-contingent reward) (Eisenberger & Rhoades,
2001). L b, XFEEMEE S G KR /AL AR EE HAAEPT T .
TR =B R AT AIARAE, SCE BEARE H AR, BRI A& R FRCR L]
MTREANTA] . A H BTRF TG SRR, T Q& R e dt GG 1, Tz 5%
JI SR BIAE Sy IZ P s A b C A R K+, SRR FE M T M R e Y 1 BT ) 25
W T H A S SRR AR — pl BRI FIAR T —E (3 W Amabile, 1996; Deci et
al., 1999; Eisenberger, Pierce, & Cameron., 1999a; Eisenberger & Rhoades, 2001; Eisenberger &
Shanock, 2003; Byron & Khazanchi, 2012). {EX} G300 5 613 116 R — BEAFESL,
Gl 1 AR T FE TR i 7T 38 fE BRI 2 0] T NAESINL. B T AR AR IR SRR S
B AHETE—SB RIS, BISTEE IR T AR U3& 7o vl e A R sz, iy HaT
REIE I AN [R] Ry A LA = A R0, SRt UEAN— B S50 45 AT OB IR R, IX 1B 3RAT
B — MO EER AT AL %, RAE I, FATIEAHERR HAth by 22l 1 200 i 7 8
FBE A R S, B UG, MHT BRI AR T T 3 R P 2 il 17 30 BI3&E 70 OS2 4 7T RE
B R PR DTk, (HIX AT RE RS S A — M E TR, TSl BARIEA, B 7Cas s
ARETE AN R, RAERAE TASCHE TN A, (EHFFEIX L6 [a] i S AT BN AR B A1
VIS 5 B R R &R, B, ERTTRRE Y, FATKX A WA — D E
FRIASRAIE T 77 1) T LA, BAAR S WA ks Bt 72 R BR B AR SR T 7 )8 53

HAE R 4 25 —ANBOSHO B ) R TR I — B )@, BAARIADTTT, B s AETE
WA R VE 1R — DT XS AN EEH TR S5 b, X R
ATERE SR R AT I L BB R IUE % o WRTATR, R AR TR &1 5] 1B A ]



FAULIAPEOTIIR SN, BAT 3 mIORIE T AW TN 10— B H %G, ARTAISI BT AR
YR80, 25 R RIAF A —IE TR R — 2, AUy 2, ALEroy
ERK, AU BRI, WRIER SRS G LR, BREAETY
BRo T UL, AR 5 SIERXTUA SR8 TR0 A m O e UL IRGE
N HIBEARANE R, ARG HSERA Bl SE — 8T, XE—ERE LM — 71T
AR AHIKRITEANE, Oy T AR ORAEVEOT 0 — 2k, BATHA R R A 2437 K
AWl 7 ORIESCE S ik, RS G, fRIEEDAT AR s, Wt
TR AT 2 7 U RRIE 0 T 8, AE B 726 3SR U 5 0 VPN 0 R el as
T HIEA U AERE, it PR A B TR B E B, BATHE IR (S5 RER R T
PO ORI S 22 B, QRSB FARONER, BATHE VREAXPP O GO AT AR,
RFERLHE PG TP R 55 =, QAT PTIE , A S B Ak A2 N BB
AR O B EABOE. TSR, AR AR R A Bk KR Ak, AR
Z AT EREE T ) o FATIEI XL NV IR AR 2 B R B A 7], A L 59TEEM
A PREERVAB AN TS, X 40 R BR A A 55 T A7AE 70 B — B, BN FE 52 PR 7 2 7] 40
FIEREAFGT? TRV I FIERARGT? KL AL Bk, JATH
&, T UAE LSO Bt e, ROZBCA B H A A TEE XS 40332 HEAT T 20 S VA A
AN

E=%

P EIEBIR . RPN
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