CGUIBER) FRENLSIEER N

BH: 5L ERBE SR TAEE B ? 8RR S, TSNS TSR
i wlE, £9%

$—i

HBA 1 ER:

AN FE-BREE LA, RRBHERER LN ES SRR RGN, B
FHAEENBERBINEZERMME. A5, (FERFRTERFTRRNAUFENL, EEF
o fBR, EIUEAFE— R ERFHE.

BIRL: 3FH B A A A SO AN si, Bt B AL R AR = 5t . 1F
BRI NN B . i AEs, X8R L S R A BT BN

B L 5I5¥oMndd 788, R ea R, BUCTem A,
BIRL: R L FRKMEN. £ SRR, EEEXNLRIBHIEISH S, 17 7B

BT BRWE WG FH557, 18R e E A el T 5, fEE R B Rk
7B R B R R A P B BRI B, JBRERE B BE R BN TAE SRR EEAE
Mo B9, 1BMFPNEREER R T At aE i E RIS, BB H ROzt 4>
fr)3P1 4 (Carsten & Uhl-Bien, 2012). X EE DU (R0 1R 77 2XORHE Bl & (147 0 R IR HY 2
K, IFRefIEBEE £ TAE S B O 2 473h . Hk, B R RGBS Y6
(sense-making)(Sy, 2010), BJViE fifi & (116 B iR B4 e FL T B AR 17 B OFE TR A
t, XTRRFFGHEE WM X ELRMERE MO &G, K¥EANM—17 85
(perception—behavior link; Rizzolatti, Fogassi, & Gallese,2001), i [ B FE R 0K 5] 5 H
WS ZAARIAT AR, B — RIFRRE TARRESAAT . 25 b, 1B BB b JE AR AT fe
UG H B AT NS 7

BT BN FH#5r, Bk E R VLA I R R S A 78 5, (EE1E
=BT T i8iR: “Li, Barrick, Zimmerman £ Chiaburu(2014)f5 i, TAFESEEERE#
MNFHES R R (8T &R0 JEREVER =Y. kD1, N—481F LR 78 30 :
LR S E RA MR AR & BVRAERSERER, 78 TAE Bl 5 ae i
TR 7 AR, WERA TN T 8947 e, #ETREER X7 R &R . TAES A TAESRk(Zhang,
Wang, & Shi, 2012; Matta, Scott, & Koopman, 2014). tt4k, Coyle I Foti(2015)#2H!, 2445
H—IB I B BE R B VLR, XU 7E 18 B R 2 B 3 (interpretation of the behavior) F143 i)
(guiding behavior)fEH T, BRI % H AT NRIFTE M EINE, WM EESE, IHElE
TEAT AR A FeT B, AN, EAMmERERER S TSR R R, ©B75 LA
T E—IBREE UL LA . BRI, ASCIOM OIS KR, RIFTTHE—IB R 1B 5
RPCECRT TAES ) m, LA S0 VUL B 75 7 R I L SR .

FeFE 535 H 51 M Zhang, Wang A1 Shi(2012)4815%, FRATAER I 8 #E4T 7 M1,

BT LXMW E W ARBEB o, WSO Re 1R HE M SRR AL = AN J7 TR IR E fE
JR AL LR TAREGAL, A SCBRSCHES ? >, AR M DRI 53 (2013) B A A i T 4%
R IIRT H TAEBNL fe I AL TAR AR5« TAESIHL R RSN, “fe
JI N R“Re T RIE”, “ TAEMBE A A% R BRI



B 2: XEECRERENE, WRAEH. thin, P4, XFER«BRIBIERES TS
IR RB W (Whiteley et al., 2012), EIEHAENE TIESBET, ETEERT A
BN RES SRR, SR REEIERN A BIMRARGRME . "TAE, BPIE
(2015) WX EBEEAENSMARARITMEAEZREM T M.

EIRL: UL KM HERE . ARG B 7 AL AN E (2015) MISCE . %IRRT 9SH
I BRIE BEXS T 8 LA RAT NI RZI . R, fEE X 51 5 8 = BN AT T aUE: “Bi
B AN E TAEGRUN, FZEEECT A6 N IS5 S80I A A A A RAT N (FLE B
/NZE2015), Bk Z UEMA OO SR HARTERR, WK RS KRGROFA BSR4 5
R 55 S AR A% BRGSO —Fhoa R T4 Z0E 3 1)) 72 B A2 O BEEA BE (Borman
& Motowidlo,1993), FEAIFE: AERFH LR AFreit: 22 58 R A BRE#EAT A B A TH AT
AME S5 1) TAF Z2/k 47 9 (Van Scotter & Motowidlo, 1996).

FEN MEER R T RRGUSHLA A RAT NN ER: H—, IRENERAR. XKRGR
HIFEH, 2%T DME TARSR FA SR AEAE BOR BUE 550530, T2 11X S B 75 ()42
i (Borman & Motowidlo,1993); HZA A RAT RIMHE T, 2% TR 8 50 TA— 2L TAE U
B 45 2 AR ZH 24T 9(Smith et al., 1983). 25—, AN . 4143 RAT 9 A R R H A
IR 2R R PR, 158 RSO AR B H 22 i) 3 B (Motowidlo, 2000). 25 =, ZhHLA
[ o K ARG EEWEHEFAL P M TS, B A M A HE N (Borman &
Motowidlo,1993); ZHZA /8 AT ARERT BEdE H A K345 (Organ, 1997), 78] Gedls H EI 5 & L)
THMEFHL(Rioux & Penner, 2001), 4] RE 2 H T8 4520 42> (1) 4 18 47 2~ (Vigoda-Gadot,
2007).

BN 3: FEAEES, FAZHAREFERNHAEEAFAZ N, EEELAHRPEES
AR EBI SR T X— 4, ERESERC. AN, TEERNE, ZTXE
IHAR S AT SERR B B 4 (B, MhEdm, FF, 2010, i, WRESHTR, BRiE
HESERMTPRIERN—BL (F=L) FA—HL (F=-L) 4, BB KE . E#s
r (BEE—FHAE-FH) %, SUEAHMINMERETREEFEWN. 48, A—%
B TFER, BREDLMIEXEERMUSE, BUSHEERSEAN (2011) FA2H
RIBFRSEH]. Zhang A (2012) BTSN TR INbAsE .

BRI : =T A, A% 7TREA%EN (2011 WIBFFT S, 0 diirsh7e . 5 S 248 m
JNETH] b FR) <t {1 (R TR i 7 T X6 I PR A e /ML, P TR 82 T 6E 82 ) 7 e R AED) o HR AR
Khuri £ Cornell (1987)[HF 5T, 355 (Xo» Yo) FI LA Z TR H /2 ( Z=bg+b; L+b, F+bs
L%+b, FxL+bs Fo+e ) A1 R BG5S .

_ b2ba—2bibs

e A NI (D

° 4hsbs — b4’ A
bibs—2b2bs

_ NI (2)

° 4bsbs —b4? A

W IR A, ASCUHE T8 B 5 R UG FC 2 M AT 55 SR Wi I TR 455 55 R B
Ji TR U FC 520 26 2R SR M 2 THT R 403 e FLARTAT S, 708 B R R D C 52 M T: 45 S0 1) 2 T
KA HH, b,=0.05, b,=0.27, by=-0.05, b,=0.06, bs=0.07. ¥ FIRBAEANAL (1) F1 (2),
RAGE) ALK A (<052, -1.70). TEEFEE BT ECRZ M OC RG340 2 B3, b,;=0.06,
b,=0.21, b3=-0.05, bs=0.16, bs=-0.05. ¥ FIAKEMRNAIL (1) F1 (2), RAFH PR H
(-2.54, -1.96).

M) S THI A PR 2k 21, 32 Rl 28 S FRE T LA el 2 R DA 5 F2 0 RO R, A



T

A Y = p1o +puX AN (3D
bs—bs+>(b3—bs)2+b42
Pu= w4
ba
P1o=Y - puX N (5)
% Y= pao +parX ~na (6)

bs—bs-)(bs—b5)2+b42

P21= ni (D
b4

P20=Y - p2X ~ (8)

Pro A2 5 — FHIBEE, pu 25— EHIIRIE; po &8 = AR, py 25 = 35
FIRER . @K 2 TR RERAN AR (4) F1 (7)), BERERH pu Al pore B AL po A
P2 FRANAZL (3) A1 (6), BIAIRE pio Al pooe L7 L, FB—. —EHIAIAIEFRIR LTS,
TEFAEDIRIL T, 26— RIS Y0 — B LR (Y=X), BUEFE— R #UEE N 0 FIR R 1;

— FHIMAE R T RE M 0, RIERTEFMP 1, ACKH R BT EEXM. R
i Trik, AR

B 5 AL VCRC 2T 45 S A b, S — R EEE Y 051, H 95%E[E X [H N
[-12.86, 6.73], 450, WU —FHEIES 0 M EFHRIERGHEEE KT &K
N 424, F 95%E(EXIHN[-26.47, 19.96], BFH 1, WUHIE —EHIKIRIRE 1 HZERIF
KRIEBI G R E KT 28 R EEE -1.83, #1% N-0.24.

B 5 AL VCRCRENA O¢ R ST IR b, S5 — R #EEY 0.05, H 95%E(E XN
[-4.98,0.66], f4E 0, NUIAZE —FHMELES 0 MEAEREZER; XN 1L, H BWERE
X[ A[-1.03, 1.07], B4 1, WHAE—THORERS 1 AMIEREER. %E, %
IR R AR E A TR, 5 R N-4.50, FI%EN-1.
7t Zhang % (2012) MIRFFLAH, FEARXT TR RPREMBEE TR . {H7E Cole % (2013)
Al Matta 25 (2014) FIRFFEF, fERIGAR I 1“VCECHR T ARUCR BRI, AU T A —
B LR L PRI 1 1126 (bg-by+bs) 2 T B35 R 5, 1 HAb /i 78— F Rl R g m s 1
AR ERER, BES 0 AMAERZEZESR, CAVPNmm B2 T R AR LR, Fik, &
SCHEAE FIRBE A, 718 BE SR B UL AL R AT 25 SRR R RGN R BEAS I8, A 820 T
TR AR, HAT, AR JAP Al AMI _E R4S H B BE & VLA AT 7T (Cole
et al.,2013; Matta et al.,2014) FARAGLEE — A AEIEFIRRRE . ROASE — 40 558 — R4k
HARS, #HH— LR BERE, IAE RS KA R EE . 5 HmT
RES RAETR, (HFRBIEAEMER 1-3 MIRAL. 5% LRI 7T FAE 45 R 205, AL
TEBHRSE R AAA T 58— E BRI AR, SR 5K — E M EIE A RbR 4 LS
%k 3.

B 4: Bomo i e B s KB E B
BIRL: 7E°3.3 ST HORE I, AR X AFZ 5 AR AR 7 BEAT 722 0. “fE
— UL (F=L) % N BRI b, R ER (b1+b2) B2 IR, DR AR o B A U7 16 B JE 2 1



TR 2). A B L (F=-L)XS B ROAH 2R3 (b1-b2) i N fif, X
R 54 3 101G RE 5 2 i —IE BB B B R AU I R IR L, AR B AR 90 3 4 (1B B
JARR—IEBE# B R R S T N B s (e it 3).

FIAh, RIEL AW, KR 2 B EIPEL FREZERIA DG REC R IR A LR Ll
MIER . thRsea.4 18 B R AL UL FC TARSURIR S E A 0 2 7 v L B

B 5: XEFERZHTE B 5SIE, 51 3CHAMTE (Him, Whiteley, Sy, & Johnson,
2012 IXECEAEE SR T A, ERKBER, BT HE—REHFIH, 25888 Whiteley,
etal., 2012 R&7R), FMAE, BFNEMENEL.

IR : XIS, (EEW SR AR5 DL S SCT TSR R B IE, #5384
RZ, BBEL RPN FERENL.

B 6: XTHEBRERS, HE—MEE_HAEREDCHEFERERR, X

LS KRR ERFEE0 B RBREEFHF, FHRREREERRER SR

BHERNANE? BEREERATENRBIIAERE THRNGER? R0 B hrEREE U

K=\ ZNREFZEMFEN TR, MAR—HRER AR EEE. XRREHE LK H

i

IRz B LR IR I AT FT ) 1) 36 S A S G A AR IFTs 18k 5 8 & 3R 1) K+ Sy
(2010) M. TEML, FEEMEL T EAMIFFEEATX IFTs Bl & .

Sy (2010) [ & A2/ “participants were asked to indicate how characteristic each of the
items was for followers. No explicit definition of the terms was provided.”

Whiteley (2012) HIIll & f#i%: /& “Leaders' positive conceptions of followers were measured
with the nine positive attributes from the LIFTs scale (Sy, 2010).Leaders were asked to indicate on
a ten-point scale how characteristic each item was for followers.”

Coyle I Foti (2015) HIME {22 “Follower prototypes were measured using a 9-item
scale based on the traits identified by Sy(2010) and adapted by Whiteley, Sy, and Johnson (2012)
to measure the positive characteristics believed to be prototypical of followers. Participants were
asked to rate how characteristic a list of 9 traits is of a follower, with no definition of the term
provided (Sy, 2010).”

I IR, AT, FE A AT G B RN, R R A R R 1]
TE2 KIERE R ARG B R E .

AT R 7 RS IA B T B 1. BElA . (Q)LMEREAR L IFTs T2 R
FIBREE B — MRS, WA AR NMRE T s, WA 1Bk 1 & ST 2
o IR LRI T I R A R S RUE WA RS QAT ol 20 B e
BEF BORFAE, XECRAE R AMAL H oS B BE# B — BEFRERAE, a0 R & 5 IR AR e
NERAEZH, AU XA E T 8 B AE NI 2 k0 H B AR B AR, XS
B S5 R AR RE Sk B REJFE A 25 b, AEE ARG AR SRR 7 IRATIT MR N2, IF
7E<3.2 PET B 5 IR R 04T 1747,

B 7: WCHERS: OFERZ ARSI SR, BUUIFIHEHN, FHFERETFMA
RATER; QF_BFIH=pm i, E-mS5ERERAR, MAERSIHFRPHERFIH;
®“either...or...”to “both...and...” ¥ & L IHE-

[BIRZ: AEF NSO BT TAEM, HH8IE T 08B I R A, B S RS2
SRR N



KT HEZBIIHME Z SAR, (EEKIE 5 5o N A, 347 T8 Secondly, prior
studies have predominantly focused on the effect of followership prototype on task performance
and organizational citizenship behavior with inadequate attention paid to contextual performance.

K T“either...or...”to “both...and...” [\ &% LA, 1E#H K HAE K A the present paper
extend research on IFTs from a single-sided perspective to a leader-follower congruence
perspective.

B 8: Ffth 2 40717 I EAE R ST DAt IR AR H o
[BIR: B R ItE, 1F¥ CRIEME R AT T80 (FEAERIE LR 7 AN, 2
A EXSRE S ME R I T RN 512
Tioh, AEEAEMENE — D AT PR <A, EERKEVIAIL: 4
WFHHIERE BAHPIAR. S BN E SRR, 7E TAE Bahd fe b ae i
TR T AR, HERTINN T RIAT N, REMTREFETT RO R AR TARS M TARSk
(Zhang, Wang, & Shi, 2012; Matta, Scott, & Koopman, 2014). "X faJiEfE7E 5| iR, Bl
Zhang £8 A\ (2012) HUWFFERW, IBREE MR E R T 90 & BOBIRPERS, 61 T 0 TAEST
ROE o AFERZSCRHGHAT T B3, 2RSSRl b
Hypothesis 1 suggests a congruence effect of
leader and follower proactive personality on LMX.
The first column in Table 3 presents the estimated
coefficients as well as the slopes and curvatures
along congruence and incongruence lines for the

cross-level polvnomial regressions in predicting
LMX. Figure 1 illustrates the response surface

based on these coefficients. Note that in order to
show the whole surface, we have changed the ori-
entation in the graph from what Edwards and
colleagues used. As shown in Table 3, the three
second-order polynomial terms were jointly signif-
icant (F= 9.40, p < .001), and the surface along the
incongruence line curved downward (curva-
ture = —.61, p < .01). Examining the surface in
Figure 1 indicates that it is an inverted U-shaped
one along the incongruence line. The congruence
line (F = L) iz from the left cormer [where
F = L = 1.5) to the right comer (where
F = L = —1.5), whereas the incongruence line is
from the front corner to the rear corner. The con-
cave curvature along the F = —L line indicates that
LMX is higher when a follower's proactive person-
ality is aligned with his/her leader’s, and any devi-
ation from the congruence line (i.e., moving to its
right or left) decreases LMX, thus supporting Hy-
pothesis 1.

ORI 3 MBI, MR U E—EREE 10 S AR ULECIN ) LMX 2
T AL RER, H=MEBE: 58 SRS m-E R 1S AR R 0
TEARLL, <83 1 S P A IR—IB FE# 0 3 PE AR I i) LMX B . 120 =
MBS ENESE . FTEL, ASSCHIHZIGRE 21, AT REZ & X EORER] 1% SR =M
WHIAER . TEEGE— 8, BRSO LML T (S #H m-B b E R, 4T



FPHEA-EREHE D, AR, VLACTEEZI T AILACTE I . i EARE R R il ik T
FKIBET o

HRA2EN:

B 1 MEBEREMAN B SRNERKIFN S BT, ERET. MFEER—F
HETE, HAEMERHERTSUMEBMEN 5 ORHE? BERNBAR BT,
REFESEILEMH?

[EIRL: B LRIV T HRIATTE, AT AHRRRE bl 1618 bl R 2 52 4005 2 (1036 b
JR RIS X AN AT BT o SR, H AT — S8 R RS FEE R B, A0 S8 B8 N 3B B
MREARA—EER, HHBNMSLAEE .

B, WERBNLEERE, 186E R BAR R T ANAXHE R A AR, B &AM
RS AnSsEEMEESDD R TR — R 20 g5 A R B 5
(Epitropaki et al., 2013), F H EA X (Yip, 2013). X Fhfase e 749015 # 2k
IEBEE BN R AR S . PLEWTFFE( Jelinek, Smircich, & Hirsch, 1983; Labianca, Gray, &
Brass, 2000)th &5 i, AKX —HIER, BEAESREET 29 0H .

i, MIHETFFCEE, Sy(2010) K H MBS = B ER &, KIUER ERREE T e
. Epitropaki Al Martin (2004)i58% 1 12 M H, KIS R IR FFE TS E FPIRAS . Coyle
A1 Foti(2015) W 7t A, 7E 0T —I18 B R B rhr, 4915 25 (08 i i 28 5 3 ol = (14 o Jir 7Y
Z o ZAE P50 11.52 CJLrithar), btz 3.68. X Ui I 41T 35 1B [ )5 A 5 18 b
H B B R B AR R 2 5

5 o AT ST I8 I P PR 56 7 V2R T SR A0 5 TR B B i 2R 5 1 T )36 B JE B 2 [R] R O%
o ik, AU SREFRERE ROy H AR, BHEE RGN RAR R, AT R
B, FEIHRECH-0.09, KikEEKF. 7k, ASCEPE RN ENEGE, BHE
BARES LM, LMW R Es: (1 K2 % (Tolerance; Tol), HAHEAT 0~1 2
18], Tol #kEIT 1, i W ANTEAE ™ [ 3L 26 1 . (2) J5 Z KK T (Variable Inflate Factor; VIF),
HAENT 1 2RI XA, VIFBET 1, WA ER L. ALK RGOV
A, AR R, KA BB B R RE B 2 A8 B R R SR RN A 7R, 45 R
BoR: AT BB RE AL Tol=0.97, VIF=1.03; 1ERH# 136 FE)5E AL Tol=0.96, VIF=1.04.
gr b, AW, AT 368 B R Y S BE 38 BE R AN AR T )RR

ATV H BT, — 28222 (Junker & van Dick et al., 2014)4% H B FE 5 AL AT g4 Kk A28 k.
Een, 3 b R Y o B A —IE B B Eh 250 AR R R AE RS IE . H H ATE B = SRR 7T ) 5
Fro BB R MEW, 1EFHAIEC MR, 7£6 DREESRE a0 7 ol TE g
B i 20 5B B B BE R Y R R, LR SR LI T 1)

B 2: PABRETERARNRHEERTT, SOERKE. XHwRiR«H iiRE o T#
5T LMX SRAFPRRIE B R 2L 5 TAES3Z BB A Bl (Whiteley et al, 2012; L& &/
#,2015), MBZXFEHMm—BREEHINTE. "HAPINRBERE, MMHAEFRST TE
BAKHMER? S ANESEREAEER, REX—H2R, TEBRARARE—E
BERHNTE? X FEERER R
EIRZ: U KPR A SCER TAERANEN AR, FEEET U NH I HREE:
—J7 T, ASCHIRTE R A DL (TR IRl . A RS TAR A &5 LUK R BEE
Fenlt, A R TAEBNE S K E A4 (Kahn, 1990). Kahn(1990)/&HF 78 TAE# A 4K,
fhZ AEIISRE K, #H: TERARMEERS TEMERNSS, BN, NEATE



JE=ANTT T B BN TAE A ta(self-in-role), JE7E TAEMOE T RIEMBENR B, Hob,
HHAh— S TAESEA E (TIEHEEMALURT ML, TIERANBMESE RS foid
() AR AR R FE R R AR AE 22 RAR B bt 2 /M B R S IR I 5 By R 2 I, E et
TR ARG s 2H 2R U S I AR S AR, 32 B B ) A S ZH U SR O R
RN R IR TR IR ANMA S TAE A B oS R (PRI, WY, 7R 248, 2008). ZR L, ik
B IAEBRNMEATN RS A OIIREREM.

— 51, TAEBNEERE NS FICH S TAEGUIM 4l . Leiter A1 Maslach(2001) A A
— A BHHAUCEC IS, R T TAERAMERALEE . RS, MR, fE %A
PG TAEREE R AVLECS , AMAa =4 TR M, MR~ E T EER. 915
VE R EZEIE LR, HEIEME ML B m e TR N . Matta %(2014)
R, 2450 1B X5 T2 R R A A SRR, REfe A et BB BN T TAEf B .
TAEBNRIB B N TARRRA T IS RE, ARl A RIS 26 A fg S LA, AMURR A R e
B ST S IR, IERERS R I L T £ 1)/ (4. /MT N (Christian, Garza, & Slaughter, 2011;).

B 3: A4S K-18 FEE XA LIS A E L B R - B B R X P A ILEC 5
WELFR? SCPHRIRS], TR FEREREE FEREEL.
[EIRZ: R KW . AEEIRIAA, SMER) TAEMORS HEARMEER, MEX TAF
2 Y AR ZS BE S5 VP4, A 58 SR B B 59 XA AR AR 3% 58 ok 56 A (Gross,
Mason, & McEachern, 1958). Matta 55 (2014)id@ i iff ik — 2 &3, S AN &8 G il &1 =
IR R FIA K5 AR EOR R B I TAESIHLR M M TN

TESI T H B R E X FIULACIE I T, EARSUT 3 X IB R 1A AR, R
XF O IR, (E R KRR A ) ikl — 3. a2, BIdIE e s 2
PR 405 25 45 T A B RO T B ) A A 6, SR AR5 1B B 2 1) A SRR X e R B A TAE
R, A RSR UL, 05 [RIRE AR 0% 0 B B A EE . HTEE 3 2 Re S OB R A 1) AR
SEMTAESHL(Korman, 1970), ffEREE R HIE. A MM SRS TIE, #EmkR
Gk, PRI, R—KUTHEC B 17 L RE 8 TR kM 2 R A% G IE B 5 B SR B AN R 5

TEA G FH B E S X AL EE T, BAREMH B sl b R R s —
IR I AL, ARHAE 2 T 5 E RIE B 5 8 . B X7 BBl 3G 0, fIiE b J5E 2 ) 40
T A v B 2 ()36 B R AE A R RN AR A BORIR R . KR M e, IS IR 2
N7 EREE K . £ REFIARH (Kahn et al., 1964), i 55 1 18 BE ) 8 BE IR 2 (R AR 28R
PRI HE—DU, HIEREE X A CEA RS A IR, I R R 2 0 805 # R rE
BE 3 IS FEANE R (Sy, 2010), % TIEREE BN M TAE, $RMER SR tib . o,
RIS 8 A B A B b i 2, A EE o DAAS 3006 2 o X A Bl 1 AR AR A R A
BIHUR T 75 SR 15 2036 2 RIS ECAE . 2R RO Sh LA, <4 S5 —Ia k¥
8 REUREL T3 F B B I VSRS . ki, DUECTE B (L8 2 (AR
VG I A2 w5 v VR HC) X 5% R S 1 5 M LA T AN UL AL (G 18 2 41 538 rm— 1B B I 2 40 5
HAR—IEFEE =)o

B, MEFMANTEG: TAESUR L ZEEE FE # 18 b R AR E X AL B (ST &
S T o AR EY = DI =

B 4: FRRBIERBT ZOHEE? XHIHFREHERHEN.
BIR: CHEBHREREN, EXERIMANREEF AT T FAZE: LRI
7L A, 275 (riBREE H 5.



B 5: WkEa«“—HH, BHERLESESHRMNRRZBFELT %44, WEFSRE
AEM TAREREEBE R, KIEHEREHE B (situational strength theory; Meyer, Dalal, &
Hermida, 2010), Ri&EHRE, BRI EIMEMNAESER, SFEAERIERILE
FIASULHC R B SR AR B S AN — B N, TS T AESSHAHER . "WFEXNE
BEE HBHEAR — MRS ? R REXEEENHER R, MEEEENE K
BEFEIERE, EEFFRNBREMK. 2R AR T ILAL?
EIR: L KA. Lewin 113738 (filed theory) 2 HI T — A 30: B=F (P*E). %2
LN, AT AB)EMEP) SHE(E) L FEERRIS R, M MESHERMiE. 2/&E, A
HIREIILECH 2 (person-environment fit). A 5ZHZVLECEE L (person-organization fit) A1A
54 FULACEE 1S (person-supervisor fit), #amii i1 T.5 4 AR ULHEC 7 &, FH A NULECRE
g 53 0 T TAR RS A TAESR%%. L, Barrick, Zimmerman 1 Chiaburu(2014) B2 1, T.AF
GUR—AN NFHIE S P R 2 L RE R . BTUL, ARSCEEIRR TAESUM 2 A 22, 3R
T FEZEBHE A SGHIRER (WHERRAD, MFRELESGHIANEENBERRNE,
T W 45 LRI (O ) IEFL RS

FERAI T8 R I B R AR I B R R — M s G T ), 2SS IB B AT 5 S AR
S, ARIFRR T 18 B 2 18 B 5 BT 55 BRI s o EILSEAEOL T, BEA e b i B
R, WHIREMERPSSE . oL, A SCAHBREIE R Y, EXFEE T,
BB 2 3 B R R ()RR A E RE IS 13 B R - I AN, BRI E 112 59T 45 B AR 57
FECHC R RS S8R R E LT AU, (HIRA 1L ] DL DU S M 3238 HAh— 25 1,
Eetur, DURCTETE R emi-mr - I b ASTURECTRE T m - R (K- i b CRAR LA
W2 M3 L b, MULECAR AT O T RE 8 5 42 U7 o 3 S BT 55 Bl in ] 52 45 3 —I18 XL
77 I IE B 2 () 52 o

AT RMMED, A SO B RT3 N 302 T R i s 2, T2 oo s
KRR UIE, BT SRR AT 55 TR IR £ PSR ) R 155 B o B

B 6: WigH S5 e EBER TAEKRESRE KR RE RPN . " TS RRRE
KIg? RRFRERG?

BIRz: L SR AR A B2 b TARRCRE AT DUE I B IR 27 2] SRAG 2088, R,
A FH < R Rs i R0 HedbAT RER A AN 22 o A o #RasE R R iU MR, 50 “AE
FHEATRE L E A TARRRERI R o 7

SR
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P BB REXT 3 TAT N

T EaiE

-t

HBA 1 ER:
BEMEZTNEEE T H—RRUN—RIHE, HBERXTFHE TBRAN#ES. HE,
A — L 8 A B AR LR .

BERL: BB XERRE. BR (OEER) (ALE, &MF, 2015) . (OHE
REEHEREY CEHoh, $ifkk, 2015 M1 UIESFSEE) (B4, #1&, 2015)
BMEA R RHNRIER" X — S22, AMt2EEERHERMERR? <BRERH" 5K
BB ARANA? MREE, BUEERBELDHE PBF TS, fFH<HERIEMER”.
WMREXANFERRERR, BIEES TR
ERz: BOSE SRR . PIREIEBE (Implicit Followership Theories; IFTs) & AMARE A 1 — & X}
1BREE BT R R A B R B U, S RIESE T AMEXT R ROE B REA BRI (PR IE e
JRAY), ARG AMATTEROE BEE R BT AR TIUH (PR v IE B i 5 ) (Sy, 2010). BRI, A
e i 0, 45 3 o S 2R R S SR T AN T T . B T AR O B A A, AR SCAGBBEER DI, IR
PRUF SR A, WA 36 B o B AN AR 2 B I

ZIKIJT}HTH% WEE” 5, R BTN A EER IFTs & O — ok T ekl £
BN EIZE#) (Sy, 2010; Epitropaki, Sy, Martin, Tram-Quon, & Topakas, 2013). 4R, X7
A T REINZINE, HARRNE IFTs MNFRRHEEZR, T8, 2015). thah, A RS
WEFTINAN IFTs B4R INA. AT R BRESE, Har, BN —s22 B 01T a8
FH<IE i Ji 200 fg Jit 2R S AR TE SR HUAR A R Bl v (82 1%, 17, 2015; Coyle & Foti,
2015). Zx& UL ERIFERE, AT AR B RE R A 2 BE ). AR %ngk BOgh
FULEA T CEAE <8 J?éﬁ”” INARIBRIGH, &8 FRRIZ R RE KI5



B 2 PAZERNENEREE, RIEERBNEHE.

(1) #ZEAEE R ZE S FERNENEE LG HURERERN, ST 5ERELEA
A PR IAR B, ETIE B, BREE N TAERANEEIKERA. 1ih, 1/F
EHERBENHERNGE: “THERARERANTNFILES T/ESMHAN . "BERIL,
A AREHASS-HRILES (PS-fit) RIEATNZEE? B WX 7 THER

(Liking, Wayne & Ferris, 1990)”. “ & TX40'FH)EM (Liking, Wayne et al., 1997)”& ?
RETUAEE T K« LMFENERE LA HLREHREERR, SiSE5EREEAGBH
BRI —BU RIS ?

B R2: PS-fit 5 _E 2% 2 8] () 32 & 1 (Kristof-Brown, Zimmerman, & Johnson, 2005), ‘& f$54/r
{E WL ULAC(Colbert 2004; Krishnan 2002) AT A #% UL AL (Schaubroeck & Lam, 2002; Zhang, Wang,

& Shi, 2013)% . SCE AN PS-fit {EAT AR, AUTMAEEE: F—, PSfit XS
P siiz, IEZMIULERA., B—Pul, SeE B Bk 58 —SE T PSit
M7Es . 55—, Kristof-Brown %£(2005) 7t 73 AT B, PS-fit SARTEH) TAESUSH G IFA B3,
XYL PSHfit 5 TAEGRZ ISR A F T LRERE, AR SE Bk E e
B J5 A — SO —Fh PS-fit SR AL, PR I I (R AL s TAESR AL, 1K PS-fit
VENIBRE R — 30 5 TAESRC B b A A & . ARSIl 515 B=B7EE
B SR B JE T PSHfit AR

WL KPS, R — BV ACIR TR 2 g1k <43 & (1) 5 % (Liking, Wayne
& Ferris, 1990) 1~ J& X 4% F () # Xk (Liking, Wayne et al., 1997), JE b FHMHE=Z, %
FH R, BATEBEI AR AR TR 1 RAH B 5 5% 7538 b i A — 2ok
TSGR MR AER. Bikilce TRERE"BHNE=R (LBEFE) .

SR, ARSCHMARIEREE ZIENTA, GHA: B2 XA TAPURIERE 7 L thasg
B NEMERIE (Trevifo & Brown, 2004), 441G #H 52 FE, &4 FERMEEZHT
PEZIR . F AR NS, XK T 8 R STRERIR R E . DA KEF T
WA AR 7B E IS TAESC R bLE], BRI L FL B A — 5Tk,
EAIA e R . RO A 2 DA v BRI, 2R 40— B BE XU BB R T k™
A TARG. AR, NSRBI AT BRI (Simon, 1955), X 58— e E 5 ) f v D3 i 44>
PRI RARREIE I, 0 R G M Hmg 2 555 DUABHRE IR R . BTEL, ASTGE
B S5 AN TAE SO NE S R —— A L e, BT A ERLA, JRE IR B TR
FAHLE HEAh, AR T EE NE ke FEE RS, BT LESULE T HE
CTAEBNE AL FE . R FN: bR e (81 HL 5% F R R Hh e e ) A8 3 0
(Wayne & Ferris, 1990), <1 | J& BSR40 338, SRS H R 5 SRR R TIES,
MASEE4EO [ CHIAT HI43 A8 31 [3141 (Christian, Garza, & Slaughter, 2011; Kahn, 1990). PA{EHT
FAIUESE, <52 Rl N NN KAE TS N et (Achievement)”(Montalvo, Mansfield, &
Miller, 2007). % b, A3CAy, TARRNRMGERE R — B ) TAE SR — S L PR
Pl BEUERAR N1 SIS REME” (AaFE)

(2) FEXCTAEBNHIFMERR BB EES, EEERCEHET, EREKIE
BORRE. EEFE: “A30)NiBRRER LA CEMEE N OEE L. LDEZEMLE
AR =R, EERBAT AR RN LERXRI/AEEREMAEEZ
BRRFEREE, LEZERMEE /T RBREIERMEIEL— LA LR, LB
AR M BB PAT TAEA €T 78 B8P0 B i 18 FE R 2 DL e REs AL B 2 A O 2
BX. LEZERNOE AR =A %40 ?



BIR7: L KA. SRS, FATTAERN AR R 3R k4T T 4b 78
BEUEII N AR IES2.3 TREANPIMER RO B FE.

BN 3 RTEHZRE. BRRAEEECPREABSRMERRE, HHREEHREERD
(situational strength theory; Meyer, Dalal, & Hermida, 2010), =I&ERE, WBEKITS
B ERE M MRS ER, <7598 FE JR AL TLEC RIS TG AC i B R AR B B A — B
RN, WS TAESSBNER. ” B4, RTARERBEMES? BREER
BASEPFRME TEHBFT H”, XRT-FBOTARCTERAEEE.
[EIRZ: B A N B8 . 755 eI S ol B 3% 7 e, AR HIE Som . 15 R0
FEE A T gz 1) 7 ¥

B, BiEsR N R ] TR S, WEIERE R A — SRR T
FEURAR REGURINEE . HET, KE e B AL S, 5 B BT S i i) SE
FEER . SRIM, EIA W B FHRILERS TSRO i, FEEE] 7 BN sl
U BB IR SR, AR s SR B, ASCEERAIIE R T,
FHARZ LB S S . A ORI S A R B b 5 A — SR S ST R R, EERL
BAEFSZ I SUB S RT, XIE A Ry e St st — AR

B KSR NIRRT . WS ER, AT R R M RIT 45 B R S
R JE AR IE R B ST SURZ RIS R, (HALEH TR — SR E S
KRG AR R B, ARSCAN, W B GE SR B, ZERAT 5 ST 8 R 5%
BCHAT 70 FHER VT o SRR, SCERIRZ O NS B BE R 2 — B S TAESGUSC [ il S 2644
SR, ASCIETEH R S E TG BN Ia I 5 B —350RE BE T 5 SRR Ok R G 32
Wi S FL P ERALEL . PR, RS SR N R TR R, BAS S EARBEEELR, H
N G T SRR AL

BEAR, AR SCERT 78 B Ji 28— SR B o TAR RN TAE Gk, an R M4 Seom 1
VAR, H AT ERARIE AN SR R T R R B AR B S B AR
BPA: ISR E R R — SRS TAERARIRR, BERAS TESII R &R
SR, B ET b, B EIE AR e R SRR S TSN B SR, HHEE
B AR — NI

R DA B LA, FRATTAX U FE I R A hE s B, (ARATES 5 B Ft 2 i &
PG SR T . S, AR E R ARSI

HBA2EN:
ZE—RBEYUE, XEF THRANEGE. HRERIEE —EEH.

B 1: 72RH HLM RGOS KB R R 2 58 e B R R 2L 2 ESL 4 PR, e
BRUABESTEPKE TR R

BIR: AL XA E W ASCHEREAT 2 EILLE S WS, JFAREH HLM AT, Ty
R F RO AL R B Z 8, A SPSS XA 2 1 i s BEAT IL vk 12 Wy, HEIT 1S
AR B EERT Z KR T o AT RULRH Bk 757, EEAWSAHEE: 5, WATMAK
Bl HLM R PFaehst T 2 SRR I, 26—, A1 SPSS XMk J= il i e #E 4T 2 151wl
A7 HT, AR HLM SR EERE f 0 # 45 Ro2 — B0, i, JATRM 72T SPSS 7
BT R Z SRS A R . IR 2, RAETEZE LR, BRAE IR .
eeh, BAE<4.2 HEERMGTH XD SIEMSET A7 DUAE T SO0 LA 12 W



BEAT T AN TEIE

b, AU E BRI Ry B4R R, GBREE FERE R AU RAS R, SR HLM it
AFEE BT, S5 R BoR EA R ECON-0.09, RIZEZFEAKT. ATH, EARFTTH, WTHENIE
Wt i R 1 R 2 S I i o 1) il R AR

HBA 3 B
Bk L, WIHIB SR BRI SE B P T AR — e HE, TR taa
&, EERRERREIHRHIERRBEERIE A ™EZ L.

B 1: IGRE (fit) 5—8E (congruence) 2 7E FFERINE? E PN ILE KM S RAAAEYL
BRI FEAER RS, A2, EERERISMEHLE, MELITrEsEE
-8, XRMHAZRMUNGRERRNSIHAENER, BFENRBER.
RHARA, RFENLESZFHAEAER (Kristof, 1996) , A—BALEFAILE, AXF
BERETFRE T B BT S E o

B Rz JE5 B KINHERE . Kristof (1996)# A\ 55T/ UL 7> AR — 35tk DS
(supplementary fit) i1 5.« UL Bt (complementary fit) o — S0 UL A FEAMASRFAE 5 A BEHFAE 1)
FBARERE, B AMEVCHAC 238 MA S B 2 (B e85 B X T 7R R BT RIRWT, G #H—
B R A VCHC AR — B VT AC S HAMAE VT AL P FP SRS , f 3 2 18 A0 B B U7 B AR
AN NRHIE,  J5 38 8 38 Be i 2 0 RN T R B —J7 I RE JREE 2 0 — T IEE KR . BT,
REF I —ECE UL ECA A H R, R I —IB Bl ST 76O BEAFAE b A AU R 8 52 7+ TAF
G IXARFN: OBEURFE_EARRL, BER AT B BE XU TE AR BB fE T X T )
ML, WERRTTIN 7 AT A, IR R A F AR PR, AR SCH A )4 —E fE & UL
P& T — B LA s . B ks eSO TR TEC—BUiE < — B TES”, Fi4h, KT UL
RIS, WESEHARESISHEZR".

B 2IEXE=TE B “MEMREEB] TSN, XHREFE—RIBAELMER
I AL o B AT RER A ST T-F LMX SRABRRIE B JE 2 5 T /RS 30 [8) i R A Bl
(Whiteley et al, 2012; FLE £&/NE,2015), THhZREHM—SEEK P HTE. Sy(2010)
RIVERE R B EYE TAESE, M IESEXSEWHITESE. ...... "X —B RV A
BRRIRH KR, (BRI HI VI AT DL TR ER S E”. MLk ERIER
EYLH R BRI A LMX/GSHE R AR RE B R 2L 5 T RSk R RIFE FA ML, R
SRR ? AUURREA Sy (20100 FIBFFRERIL? FARRIFALBLME, THRIE
BEREZENPWILE, HEFENEHIGOZREEERH. 555, EERERES,
ERBEURHPREMPIE. BE, Hh. TEIFVARLEZRSIHAIE, e
MERESR, PEEERAEBRNSTRERERER. RITARAT LILE TR X IR
B, MERATHRREERZENRRRARFEHZERZNENRLE, XRE—ERRER
B, 7EERS SR B ER R, RIFARRERA TH N RERRETE, R
FEEIRIFNED, MAERISHERSAENTFETRIAFTENRNER. RERER
B TAER N EEERR TR/ M EERFARLZE Sy (20100 WHRRI (AR5
FIFRERREIREENSETERNE) , MERT/EBRN A SEHESRPE FTREK
fEF, FTUEABREBUBRENBELTEBNESEHLRFRBE.
[B1R7: BOTE RIE L. 25, FRATHNTE 7 LUE“ L LMX FE 5 R R AL BT 7R AS 2 -
Har, Ko WA SA 8B e f, H LMX R1E 52 (Liking) KRB B 5 Y 5 T RS



R 1A IE FIBLA] (Whiteley et al, 2012; FL#,8%/N%E,2015) . i fA & DLBRIE o+ B9 i
$&, R E—IB FE XU LA B Aok = A TAES K. SR, A RAEEME 2 PRI (Simon,
1955), X H— Lo S 1A DL Ak S S R OR RS A, i Rk e g A
TS USRI G . AT, AN A A 2 58 4 R0 A 25 1) s o i BB 52 i T AR 402 38 FK) PN FATL
H, iAEE.

SRJE R T ASCEBR A CERMAMSGH: A THRATEE LRVLEE, A SCAE B
i Jir B T AE S I SR AE DN o B i 5 2R SR AR5 A0 B B A L AR AR BB, T TAE St
B, AR A BERIEE WIS VE RN, AR E AR AN TAE A G —FE T Bk, &
SCIE I B B SR AR TAE S O S I B 2 —— A 1, FFLLA 1318 (Role Theory; Kahn,
etal, 1964) y5:7il, LR BIRIEBE IR A — Bt 5 TARSTRC 1A B N EBATLEE

55 A Tk TAESR NI . Kahn(1990)K: M LB N T 4R 1 MR 1 TAESGiRL,
R BT TAEME G B S 0 o KU AAN I 2 1, AMARE SEBI = S 1 A e i A2
BHEBEMEERS TIEMEOMESE, WA, NRABE A s a3 REN T/EMASG
(self-in-role), & TAEM PP RENEI A, PUESI TAEBRARNCRE . XEER,
YA SR AR FE ) TAER S, RERE O TR 50 58 AT 55, 6 78 2 1O BE BT R
AN TR, R 2 1)/ E4MT N (Christian, Garza, & Slaughter, 2011). TAEHRAAE
N—MrEReE I OHERAS, HIB R E R TAMA TAEMA BB EITE . BRI S, 48
S—IBREXT B — B AE R R R, XM R B BB A R R AR T 1) AR
fat, FELUERUR PR R E SR AT XA TAE M f(Matta et al., 2015). HAT, TAEBAB
AN/ I TR S FE R RRIE L 15 B R 3 M AR S0 417 (Rich, Lepine, & Crawford,
2010), Tk, ASCHEN, M ETFZlm<tf REBE RS mEi80, BHhae — B
Br. AERER TAERNGOETIFE, B TAE BN G842 K 8 B JR YA — S0M: 208
(Congruence effect) & 5 & TAESRL.

B3 HE—gMxR, FMEANERFREATSE, MUMEHELEN TERARNT
FEBRAX G R RIRIR, BN ILEEfA CRfFD B TR SBEIEH, B
ST FIALHIE SRR IR AT .
IRz JRUHE R . A3E“2.3 TERANNRER Y 7=, HeiEihitd
AN AEIR:

SETT S, BREEE S AR TR KRB TEMAMEZEME, BRLEE X
B TR AR RO T AN O 2 AT, RO BE e AR IRAEAIRN RIS . AR AR
BEUR, SERLOI ARGV @i IR = AN ORI 2, 1B BEE B E B QR 1z
T AR, A RS 5 TAE A EAHRLE, B BIRrE9E 77 20k B3 RO B 4458 (Kahn,
1990; May et al., 2004). i /7 Re % 14 518 B2 1) B4E R g, [ HAEPATAE S B A2 A
R ZEERA LG B A B 58 AR IR TAE, 3 ReBUR AT &A1 5 3ok AT T
R —NE RIS TIENEREBREE —O— & &M EEPIT TEES, &
ZHREKRM T, AU RIE T/EHAT R & (Rich et al., 2010). %L, iBFERM—F S
WCRIBREE 0 TAERN, Al ARSI 216 e Tt

B 4 A HLAME—MBFFUER: “()S5NILEAHL, BRI KXRSRE
RORERME. —J7H, #il HL KRR RR T SRR ER AR, Bk LT IR
RARER—EMEFU, LWARKAE, ZBRMANSREFRREE—H (XHE
25 T3 [B] =1 A e SRL T 34 L PR B DL AR S R IR R ERD » BN SRR T I SCHR . 53— 5
H, BREAEROSEREIHANE, NE3TUHEEN, —BUEEH 2w R b K i



FEFE (0, 0) REEERRA 0, BWE —EFRERKFRIALA AKX PRILEES ERK
KA. Lht, BRIELTEMILEHKR (MNHEKFLETTERRE , FUWLFEAY
RAE LR (1D W&R, WIERFENIN, HEKRRMES (2013)  EARFAN (2011) KHF
FEBEMHZERRE . MattaZE A (2015) R HRE KRB RIRLINIE L.
BIRZ: S R PR RAVESR BRI 1 K, #h7s 18 SO s e B AN AR, IF
iR T — BURI B . BN Ry “EEANSOUFILEBT T, AR — MR
I BN RAE O FRRFAE B BAS—BU M ge T R AR TAE =, BRI <E A
%5 55 . Biltn, Kristof-Brown,Barrick A1 Stevens (2005)iE B, #hia) i A& 10 Ak, Aetsm b
NG N BRI 5 AT 5% Glomb A1 Welsh (2005) K31, 358 E405 RMA R 411
B, BeA B TR TR S REMA LA RAT . i —Tt 5 K3, 93—I18 B A
1A Rl (Individual Identity) [ ¥ H kR, BEBSHEFHXUTT 5% & (Jackson & Johnson, 2012). #ATH, &
BREERMS, MOMEZERSHRERNMGESE, e B, 28052 FE FE & 7
I PR E R, B 5 FENTE TAE B8 =\ F o el 5% (Coyle & Foti, 2015).
BEEF, B REE AT EE R TR 2 RO _EIR AR B i 98 (Matta et al, 2015), 1 HAEES
P K A R AN T A5 T B 4% (Bashshur, Hernndez, & Gonzdez-Roma 2011), PLET
s F N AR A TAERSAT . A4h, I ZE R WS H IR mm A e, HRMT
& IN<TE E B F 25 (Todd, Forstmann, Burgmer, Brooks, & Galinsky, 2015), /b i3 i &
Mt TAER . BEESUTH IR LI, AR5 SR R REUSH R RHISS . BN
W22 AaEe. BHEERE-HMESTESYHENE.

PATH B 7 EARSEN (2011) A Matta 58 A\ (2015) 5%, JCHZ RS .
FEARTEN (20100 WRBEN: “R THHLRAESF T GEFrFm. AU S A H AR5 1)
WEMLERE F— B R S, 0 LA SR bk . > Matta S8 A (2015) RIEAN:
“Hypothesis 1. The more agreement (i.e., higher congruence) between a leader’s and subordinate’s
perceptions of LMX quality, the higher the subordinate’s work engagement.,

AR AN (20100 1 Matta 25 A (2015) (M, 7EMRE 1 PAFERRIE“— 2L
B TS —Em TA—EUE R, s HL 405 —iBKE XU 8 iR 28—,
R G (H1a) Mok REU(HIbY#k & . "ibAh, FESE RIS ER 7, WS FEEAT 1 AH N 12
B B 3 BN, M METHTE A BUEZR(Y e= -XO) Il FRIE B2 7K (1 %2=-0.04, ns),
X i BT 55 S A0 A B8 45 16 B D 28— BSOS B B B i sy o A 6 o, MR LTV A —
L (Y= - X)) 2R B35 HoE (2= -0.26, p<0.05), X 1jiH %0 F—E kX7 118
BE R —F, R ARG >

B 5: S ERERKBE, EENTEMAETTERNMAREES, SHrdBEt
B, EAERRBES TS RIRATTR OIS 6. MR Res ALK
BNVRFEELHEE, FIERIEARRBRAHEKPMAHFERERTRADTEREE
AR, 25 B LA BN IR, X LR R P2 S N TR T 2R B RAE B
XIS AR IR LR 1038 B R 2 b R A R BR AT SR 3, X5 TH i RFIR & (2013)
RIBFFu4s i T RIS TE

BIRz: &L H R AR JATS T i RANE 55 (013) T 7T, #E— P42 1 i T {5
B AESCR R A5 R R IR AN TE T AT AR <P 2, B S B b RS Bk
(MBI K EL, XERW: FEE ST H RERE R d /BI04 1 b
HHIBRE R, ARSSUOZET T, B 3 m, H B R b A SRR AR R U Y
2k, XK. BT 1B RE R H/h BC BTG B B BE AN, 5% REUA T
5 AT E KB RE IR 2 5 (0,0) I B e A B RE IR LR, SR RGUHGEHT P, 7



EE WSy, BATENBEL D

5.1 &% 0Hr

5.2 g X

5.3 Sk X

1651 GRS, A VKRR BAL I8 25 T A B i 2 IME R, T ARE TiEY
PRI 7. BARBSN A S WIE .

B 6: < IR B A SLTE 34T B RSSO IX AR . Edwards, J. R., & Parry, M. E.
(1993). On the use of polynomial regression equations as an alternative to difference scores

in organizational research. Academy of Management Journal, 36, 1577-1613. HI5 X SCER
BE TR (RXEZEAESIAD » XFT4rm SRS EE .

EIR7: L KA. AT Edwards 1 Parry (1993)f1IX s SCEEFEAT 1474 i) 1 s A 2
2, ZJaEFHA TN ITIE, BATNASE 726 240, JF 91 1 I 0 SCHk.

B 7. ASCEMMERZ L ELER M A A B EF R, Edwards fl Parry (1993) H1Hy
S HAMPLEAUTR: “A quadratic surface is convex if a line connecting any two points on the
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