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B % 2N R FARZE B R AR FEES > ARSI RE A RIBRGRIL T A FHEHM
84 A8 71 #H B % T 5 A 4R & Z 4y (Dougherty and Hardy, 1996; Garten, 1998) o 3% 4% £ 3744 Bl 48 2% B 48 37 & &% B T IR AL 4
#& 71 (Dougherty and Hardy, 1996) - % @£ # 691842 > TUA AL ETRF S I BR » GRARATERE ~ RE B TR
=W ITEREE C AEHBGCH ~ RREH4EE N R E AR #EiE % (Anderson and West, 1996) - 25 & B B A] #
e PR B A 1 o R B LL G F o R Ao iR ~ A 2 Bl F M5 F HIR(West and Sacramento, 2006) » 4 ¥
A AR R AR R B FR A BT 91 K #1737 69 = JE (Edmondson, 1999) - 5 % B R X Z 32 B ER - SEFRHMEL R
£ R & B TEANEH > BREAFHE K ER EFH2 & Merlo and Mann, 2004) -

BN MR T RN — AL A AR I35 (Ancona and Caldwell, 1987) » 12 LA4E 42 £ 31 A 5 69 4E 31 2
@ RSBEEBMARGE T @AAH  RD TURARAEMNOEE - HoBNC adms  THFEKRTCRAT
A Ak 84 & A B 4 (Drucker, 1988; Jehn and Bezrukova, 2004) » 2 4 4 %58 » b K S UAB A BT > 2 BN
BREBZMS AR AV MAEBE R L ER BB > 7T LA K942 7 B BR &k 82 4a 8% 453k (Bishop, Scott, and



Burroughs, 2000) - [ % B Bk 8B 69 4 AR RAL S TCAL > koM R B 3 R4 2 B T g [ % > A48 AR 4R
R T —RAFRAFR G EEHRZ— LA B KR % 5uis(Williams and O’Reilly, 1998; Mangaliso and Nkomo,
2001) - Bk > wofTREEAHRBMBAZ LSS  EABKRRARRZBER - S8 - BE Lo HAHDRZ
RIS > BRZBALENBCRF N > RATRLPE L ELA@H B -

BANERSEENFG T > AERY XA E )@k &k AR AR AT (Avolio, Jung, Murry, and
Sivasubramaniam, 1996) » B st o %% B8 7 B BisL B R 60 Z B B 45 - oF 540 B UK R38R IR B Z MM
R HBERAA ITARBRMBAGEE - ITASTEADE(GRE - & 2F RS > 2009) - Sethia (1991 A2 4 >
B ok B2 ey et HRplEeEERPUTE A ERMHE K - Amabile (1996)&45t » BB KB RZHTA
SR EA I B A - Dose(1999)8 K53, > B8 % T ¢ HE KR B XA AL % > @ Scott and Bruce
(1994) > HABBRA B BLHAEHBARLIITHELDE -

—~HREBH
St LR X AR PEAARA > AARIAR B A
(=)~ TRAREEKRS LLE R LB BRAIMAT AR M A -
(=) WEGARXRBMGEATNEE  RAEEE KRS BT LB RAMT A -

= BRE#

WRFARLAREAT B KAARIIAREE BAILBAHZIEEAKRS UL &7 =@%d 234 FR
% b~ AR AR % AL RARMEIR S Uit ARG BB R RERAIMATA > @b G B0A B R B R A o AR
McGrath (1984)#5 PO # R (input-process-output) B k48477 5 % B By 2 A B % (inputs) ~ & BB £2 (processes) &
# H(outputs) * MEMBAEFGHERRER  FE— S PEMGE S o AL LRBIII  HFEH S TR
HEGHBARE  ZBE AR RBM G BRENYEERAMTA -

R SURIRH R BRER
— - HARGFZHERER
(—EH%% e
Jehn, Northcraft, and Neale (1999)% B B % stib % 4 & 3 % su4b(informational diversity) ~ 2 € %8 %] % su{b(social
category diversity) LA A & # % ;uib(value diversity) =B @ o BN % tibisay R E Bk B &y 4ok At dringb > %2
BowHFTAF &R FE0BF 298NS TEHERRBRINEER > PAANDLKITE R - FRFE
M~ ERE - BEBRS AR REED SRR B HRBRRZER > BAR eI RMENER -

(=) E Bk B R B4

Seers(1989)4 [ M pk B RALMA T & AR B s T 20y B THAEMERAREZ MG - UL REER
BYERBEBRET AR B TRABRE - BBk B Rkt y F R oG REEaA2E ~ BBk B RS 49048
ERERLRAHE  RAHBARAPERRAALHRATRE - He2 LRABMARABLMLE
(reciprocity) B 44 &4 & 1&42 B (Murphy, Wayne, Liden, and Erdogan, 2003)

(=) B A AT B

Scott and Bruce (1994) &% West (1989)§£|#iT AT RABATVEACE ATAE S - AR aKAEmMER A
AR M OERE > BE— SRR T B HER X —E $ AT 82 (West, 1989; Scott and Bruce, 1994) - £] #7147 4 5 M =
fEFEB > 23 B L ()BIFAERE A4 ~ (DAFMBBERE ~ (DA BB TE -



=~ Mm% % nio @ W R A M AT & Z B 14

(DR AACH B R AT BB E

FiS b ) R E Rk B oo i s S Bb 2 £ R > o B ¥ 5ok - HF H % - T/FEERE T 4548 MR 4 (Jehn
et al., 1999) - Smith, Olian, Sims, O’Bannon and Scully (1994)&9F X4 R58 3R, X EFREM S g ZE4 0 -
Williams and O’Reilly (1998)#.32 % » % TALB B BT AE £ R B A B a9 #3285 » B w48 B BRA| 1% /132 5F - West and
Sacramento (2006) R 45 t » % TALBREE T U E RE SR B REAABROBRABS > ZEHKYREBAFROEE
IR~ A LBy B TUABRFRA S A ZOBRE ARKRAMITATREGAOBE - dWERAIMITARE
FEL BB ARZTETF EFERAMN B FTHERLER - Bt KABRRA TS T g B RAM

ITHELEERBE
3% 1 K% AL H B REIMAT A A Ed B E

(A8 % TALH B RAFITAZIRE
AN S LRI BR B 2N ERE R (R MR ~ FE - fEE ~ Rk ZE(Jehn et al., 1999) - &35 O’Reilly and
Flatt (1989) 5 & Zajac, Golden, Shortell (1991)a 57 % & R 887  £84 % AL HAI M A2 & & & & @3 % - Tajfel (1981)
#o Turner (1982):2 % » Fét AL B B €A RO B R LS s MR FE 2 BMBRRREZH > Al&RE
5 A £ FBRROMERL - R34 Alagna, Reddy and Collins (1982)89 57 7045 i » 48 Rl M5 B9 AL B X R > 40L& A B )
Rl MAEABRRIHEE AR MARGOEN  REMBRE S EAER  BRARHGSY T RKEDR
A% B Brég 2k o Jehn et al. (1999) a5 Z 4R A Baom > A @385 % nAb & 51 3 B Bk BRI 6y B R - B Bk B R
MAETREBDE  FRAIITANELE - Bk AR AL TN S UL HERAMITAHAELEQBE
B3 2 &85 S UL H B RAIM T AR & B E

(E)VEEBR S TALH B RAIIATHZBE

BAEHER % nibia R E R B R SR B R AEF ~ B AR AR AT & £ & R E 42 & (Jehn et al., 1999) - 1§
BB RERAR R A LR EAUARE » AT E R B HA S 03E S T35 B MAs B
& B Y% 18 9443 82 A % 5 (Berger and Luckmann, 1966) > 5] LA An 3% B Bk £ 3% &9 1% sk (Chatman, 1991)- 4 Jehn (1999)
B ER R PR B BRR B RE AR — MR AN B R RSB ARV B R A - s 0 5 B BRR
BHWMERBARYEZEREAR  BAEABE R BAZL RS N 6942 B AR » 445 B Bk B $A 2 B R F) B $H 4 sk g
B E.S 0 K53t 88 R » W EKE R A # 4 (Williams and O’Reilly, 1998; Jehn et al.,1999; Pelled et al., 1999;
Lovelace et al., 2001) » &% LAk > 25 MR B LB MERZERA  $MEH AR GELMENEE > LB E
FRAFEE BTARERERGAEL > AEMITATREAGOTE - Bt XAARRABER S b4 B REH
ITHEEEGDE

Bk 3 BER S LHEREMITAAR BB

=~ B% 5 it - MRk B X B 5 B B A M AT B Z B 4R
(—)EME b ~ B FRax B R B 5 8 B IRAIH AT
B Bk B ooy TAF48 BB M £ BARK  RAE FRay fo B BAE LB AR 2 » TR B R R H R A A7 E
& 24 b $2 H(Williams and O’Reilly, 1998) - Tornburg(1991)#F %238, » %4505 0 E R B 89 B4 st o
Glick, Miller and Huber(1993)# %2 %38, > shc % TAbH B %R B 0% 848 % A L@ % % > Zenger and Lawrence (1989)
L ER 0 FELEERARAL AAAEAE A% o R IE Ancona and Caldwell (1992) %4 H, - ¥ EHNIA £tk
BEF B es® o230 BRARRTRRATNN S TURLBRRYTERY S > MK LiEE
M e FETURZRERERA MG T LT UREBIME 5 FRER RO TR R A SV E RAMR
#H(Ancona and Caldwell, 1992) > mE R ¥ R B e9 o8B E R0 F > BPTRA— R AR Z B A4 - sLBr A H
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# 2R AR¥E Jehn et al., (1999)2 & Pelled et al., (1999)a9# 7045 th » B3R % LAL & FRIEHH R - 21255 KB
REHEAER  ABZPEREBEALBREAIMN CTUABESBENRLEURHBARBENE L,k
(Eisenhardt, Kahwajy and Bourgeois, 1997) > ¥ Bl & A A Eq B4 - sbsh > ARBRPEARRABEHERLR
W RART LARAE B Bk R & E 693 FH(Williams and O'Reilly, 1998) » & TR 7 B REAR A 09 5E /1 > 88 % B PRk Beh
# 4 (Simons et al., 1999) » R 7T SR80 BA KK - R & BB H T A2 B R TAF G50 0 i A Bk DU A 4
BAAELR o B LA 1A ik 0 & & (West, 2002) ©

BRERTE BRSO HFERZT  BHRRBHFERNRIFEREF LM o RARTEY S
LT E BB 5 FRE RS RAEHRRBOREM G EERR ARG BT > HE KL MITATRE
REBE - Rk AMMRBAHE RS TACHFNEGARE RGO EL  BmEHEREAMNITAELEGLE -

B3x 4 BMS oAb EMD > SEBGRKERBMGRA > BRRABBREIMNITES -

(A &85 % i1t > BBk B R4k B 45 22 B PR A ¥ 4T A

ARIEAE € > $AIE H(social categorization theory) » SMEAGIAE € B M 0 ko MER] ~ &~ FE0k 0 € B 545 £ (biases)
MAAR P % (stereotypes) » AFTEEREM @ 8 THRMEALNA G ME S > M Z £ P9 B 42 (in-groups) $2 71 [ £%
(out-groups)(Turner, 1987) » 7 B B & & 4 8UE @ 603F4F - ™ HS E BRI @ & 4 82 & & 89374F (Tajfel, 1978) - # %
RO o A EA UM A S K R F 0 R B REOL R B AR F KB M3 R R MG A B8 E e
P ERFu 2 o i f{E A VE A2 B IE4K(Joshi and Jackson, 2003; Van Knippenberg, De Dreu and Homan, 2004) » ) B B 7 <,
R A RE BN AR 0 B3k B % M 4E @%@ (Bales and Borgatta, 1966) o

H RN RBRAS  ATREAGHRAT R 28 EERMARRE  BREHERLH LR TEEABKRE
WERE A MRFAME GG LRER > SERGEARSERERARNREK SARFMAZARL fIFLE
MERF B AL ELS(ELE  HABRERAKA T »2009) - MARIEA@LEAIES » ARG E KRIMA AR A G
SHERNERY THERERMNZHEBHERBABRERGF S B mEEGR A RITEZHE  MEARIREZN
X #(generalized exchange) » %R X BRI AT IR ERLEHRD B H e B B BARS » RZHIIBAT
B PP R B MR BRI BM% P 0y & 2452 2 —(Brewer and Gardner, 1996; Flynn, 2005; Keup, Bruning and Seers, 2004;
8R Xk S84k > 2011) -

GEPH - AR S TG ER Y GNEEEARANE BEHELERAGR EFEKRRE NS
FRERK RBABFEEHRUMAT B IMEEHB IR B T AREGRBAR  RER RPN IAER ARG A > T
BEBAATAEREBOHE Ak AR AALEGH S TAERAREHAR B LG EE  BmeadE
REIMATAHELE EQBE -

B3k S AR S AR EAS  SHE R B B A EIK O B m K E BRA AT A o

(Z)VBEER % it ~ BB B IR 55 8 PR A AT A

AR AF A8 517 3| 22 3 (similarity-attraction theory) A4k E#kAv B4 48 B 4% & 48 BI1E {869 A Z 8 (Byrne, 1971,
Berscheid and Walster, 1978) - O’Reilly, Snyder and Boothe (1993)5% %45 & > F) B 14 AE3¥ % B R 1512 82 4-1F - Murillo
(2006) 6y ## F. 88~ » B Bk B Ml &0 B8 ehra it fo B A5 42 - HEI &R B XRMG T2 L E@BE - Dose(1999)3%
By o REER— B3 ok B R IR A A E @ % E (Dose, 1999) > & A o4 B B B X3 Bl 44 @123 B T8 A1 M74T
B (TR0~ B 2FERMEY 0 2009) - At > EEGR BN BERLZEBGR  BRRBE AL AERE - EEAR
HREFRRGERLE  MABDRAITATREGNBE - Bt KAARAABER S TEFRANEGA R R
ke itt  EmeHERAMITAELEQDE -

B3k 6 B % T EAS » e R B IRMA K - B W KB RA AT A -
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BBk B REMAei s 0 ZAENE R B LR A &3 E LR BB ZE)(Seers, Petty and Cashman, 1995) °
Scott and Bruce (1994):2 % » BBk B 4 S H Brayi@fzk —#8 A &0 T e84 - MR B HRL A e m e
GRERBUMERE SREORLHG  TEBRELEBAECTALNBE  AHA MR EELAHEEIE - B TR
o GEARVNEAKRLE AEERGENRGRRERILMG RZ > s LACRTHBRETEABMER £
Bk B R EBARR LREPERBEIEERE S REREWAGF R CEARROERLY >
i 5B 69 B R B B4 -

4% Amabile (1996)e4 7 %45 > % e B R 28 =T A E A1 o B Ffk B ¥ & B ok B Rk ey s
& & £ Bk oy B R EAE & (Jaewon, 2006) - Seers (1989, 1995) 695 7 i » & B Bk B R R 2] S A2 69 B B R
RGBT T —FRABHRGSERE > R TEIBRMGTEFERGDHE - £ GKRE RBHMET 0 &
Bl GAAMAYE - PRENITA CEEMERSFORE  MAZEDGRARE LKA T > REZH
FHR R F L E) > BT BTG TRELG L& AMANE T FhAIMREE  miE—FRIt
B Bk B 9 AT A (240 ~ B 2% 1 5kA8 %) » 2009) - Liao, Liu and Loi 2010)#9 # %403 » A2 E B H& B X
WA AEA BRI B R B B RakhE 0 E MR A E RAIR -

35T - BBk B R AH B RAMITAR EQBE

2 -HEF X

— ~HREHE

WA ARE BRI BB RRABRENPIT LA BEENTHERNEERAA ZBEE > B Thah
FASZUEEMHBOBERAE Rt AAEARSEEXLAEEENEZARLEZWMER L BERARE
ABASAURNEZ EEZBG > EABARRBIOALR > ABLEARABBR mELDZHRBEE XM AR E S
A o

ARARBEZ G BAABGRER > MBEOBERESEUABRABMHT > TEORERRBZMERE E
2o anEABRENRAERE B bz o B aERRE AN EMEERR > Bt AARIHRATHAEE -
BRAZE2FTA ZRTHAENARAER URZMEIORFRAL TR THEAXMAREAEFXIEEE
GAERAEH S BHRARFES ARL > UARBI0AAR  EEKRTRALSEEZLIEA - Lo FAEE KA
EMBRELEREIARAREZ X EN S AAREHEM R ERER 23 2AK AR THAGERE - BREA
2003) -

AMRUH AL EEE > EFHBOGEE 28 R EAEEERK  RLHEBTENBAFTLMELA 311
o B OABEERG BMrELEHNAEERMESZ AR BREE DR KRE 23 Z B KT ARR > R&LRF 302

MME o B 2QEEERG  BBREWEA 86.11% > BEARKFE 4 79.47% -

EOQ2EEEIBRY  BEHRABZ YA 485 A AREER 1.86-302 sS4+ FHA 153 A 45 50.7%
LA 149 A0 46 493% - B R B X FEA 8 E L 31-35 Rk % 0 16 33.8% - HAREUKREAR S » 16 64.2% -
FHEBTHISFAREER 165

- RRBRZIEE
(— B’ %tk
A 323 A Jehn, Northcraft, and Neale (1999)z 3k £ % » HE M S LB AE NS it - € % T
IEARBEER S T EHER - ol T
1.E#WM% ik
fmymh&%%r@%&ﬁ%ﬁ%%%&%%zéﬁJ«M CHAH R
FE B EER - #18F X A Teachman (1980)i 3% 2 Entropy % TAb#r 3542



Diversity=—> Pi(lnPi)

i=1
n=$898 b 2 F IR KA
Pi= 530 % % — 8 b n 4 Hts]

24 € %87 % Tk
e S aisn Rk TEHRARE PABRZAGHEINER o plhe | Fd o MR HEEEER - HEH AR
{# F} Teachman (1980)# 35 Entropy % LAbi#f S 464% > R B R i ~ HRley % TR E -

3MEE# % it
1BE¥ % ALty 2T BB R B4t H B R 2 AEH BAZ$ 2 g2 0k Eog £ £ o4k A Jehn, Northeraft, and
Neale (1999)% & % - 324 Likert ZEER EM A EF X > 30 7 XRIEFEA RG22 A 0 R& EA8E BRATF
WY FHHEMABSREBERS TlbgREAS -

(=) E B B 3Bl 4

kM Seers (1989) 2 & £ MBI AR MMGERA BB T EEARABMoRE e s CARCEABAREZ
Rl Bit% | - 858 & K » $£ A Seers, Petty, Cashman (1995)fr 4 8 2 & % » £ 4 +1AR838 - sALikert & 25 R #L A 45
BF A o HME 0 FOoREBRR B MM AL TS -

(2) B BRAIHAT A

A West (1989) & Scott and Bruce (1994)A#& H ey € & - AT A £ A EATHALE  HTES B
HGRABHEZMEBRELAFAOBE RE—SRGRFTBEBEZ —S $EH0E ) > A T=ZEHED 25 4
RIFAE AL 60 & A~ RIITREAE 09 3218 R A AT 1648 09 K 3% - #7877 S\ #R A Scott and Bruce (1994)74% H 9 A1 M AT A B % >
£ A NMEAEE > ULikert BB R E R E 0 o #AE 0 Fon LB KR B EIMATAMS -

= -HBREXREH

BRI A B E A R4 BB R B EARSAIFIEME T Ui 5RA F% B8 Ak E4%
B e E A B GE RN ERZAT > FRAETEBRE RSB - AHFFRKIE James, Demaree, and Wolf
(1993)Fr i3k 2 % RA78 & & 0YBE 38 P9 28 — Bk 3+ B 4542 » LA 48 19 48 Bl 14 #(intra-class correlation coefficients, ICC)Fu %%
A% P9 2[ 12 & 14 # (within-group interrater agreement measure, rwg) RARERE R R BHZFE LA NI — 2 -

B AERF % EH 5 H(one-way ANOVA) » 4B B R % TALH B REIMITANRERT R A/ B B %R
FEMmAA AR & FARFFD<0.05) RIATEHGRESEZBERNEGENGEE - FHEARERGFEA 1.66 -
2.03 LA B 2.07 p {E3#/ I 0.05 0 Rr &SR EGE S ELBEE NI GRNE R - Lk 5303 E @5 H %R
Rwg #2 ICC #uf8 > ICC(HRA TR A X — %A Loy % B 7T L OB %R AR ICC(DAEAK » AN
FFEA R AT THENE P EX P I TR P ICCHMHERN 012 P £-RE R E
# B A — 2t (James, 1982) o ICC(2) R & 7 & 2% 58 - 34 B w13 48 £ 42 £ (Bartko, 1976) » BB MEAR RE AL
P ZBEAL R R OF 0 sLU SRR 13 & - Glick(1985)R132 3% » ICCQQ a9 B 42 0.6 XAk - X% » 3FH Rwg #54% » Rwg 454%
RGN ATEA B RADKRTIARM S A HH ARG ZHLs) RFEEE PEROERRE > &
FAEARN 0.7 TREFEH B AR L — MK -

AR BATIFZABE# % 0k Rwg 2 P34 4 0.81 > ICC(1)Z 3454 4 0.12 ICCQQ) =T384 0.60 ; B %



AR B R4 Rwe 2 F3494E 4 0.89 » ICC(1)2 T34 % 0.17 » ICCQQ)2 T34 % 0.71 5 @ B %A #1474 Rwg 2 F
¥1E 4 0.86 0 ICC()Z-F34ME 4 0.18 » ICCQ)Z-F34E 4 0.72 » F /A LATH KA FFERIATE - Bk > Tho Rt
AT R EARARZ R R P B — B R

B mREEXR

—~HEXR

2o AT B BRI B AR IR AR X P 0 e AT A S [ R R SR R R B ) 4 BAR 0 (AR AR
1%z 5 28 (p>0.1) ; Ao NE % uAbey M85 84k > THAE 3% % B8 > E 3% KE(AR =06, p<0.01) - £
o BER S AL E Mok B R R 2R 6 A4 H(5=-0.75p<0.01) ; FR % TALE KR B X4 2 EA8
Bl AL 485 % AL B Rk B R M4 2 AH o 2dmF S RE D BE KR - B RAIHAT B Bk S IR M5
A Y o 2 A B AR B B S ) B 4R R S BUE 0 EAEARAE SHZ B R E(p>0.1) ) M AB R % ity
B AR 0 TR 3%t % R 0 EE B S KE(AR =059, p<0.01) « ¥ » FM % AicmB G| HAiTH LIRS
&9 EA48 B ( 5=0.22, p<0.05) ; A£G #A7] % LA B BRAIIAT A ZIEAB R > 123 RE R BAEKE | MIBEER % Tibd
B PR AI¥4T B 2BAE 09 B 4B (S =-0.71, p<0.01) ° B b > 3% | BLI3% 3 AR I > B3R 2 AR o sboh > A AE K
AR B R IMAE o T AR 68%th BB 0 1 BIBE ¥ K E(AR =0.66, p<0.01) - M B BR Ak B 534 B 4% B E BRAIHTAT A
2 F8 % iE 48 Hi( 8=0.80, p<0.01) » B 4t » 83X 7 A.3L °

=~ RH#EBXR

£ P I R 89 ARER SR 2 0 4k45 Baron and Kenny (1986)A 2 i 2 PN R R L= 24 » PAREIREL » S
SUTZMEM: E— BILGBAREVERER - B BAYRABEDETNYR - F= BILYBAAT N
GERFENBREXE > FPNYEFRE Y TR A BB B R A 6 Q5 4 3L 78/ 7 Model 1 238 87
13 > RS LA B BRAIIAT B 288 3% E48 B (5=0.22, p<0.05) - 1282 B BR R B R 5ok 288 % B4R © R
4 Baron and Kenny (1986)Fr#2 2 % — 38 &4+ > Bk > 1R3% 4 AL o 4 €485 % UL 8L B A1 #7472 2% ) B %,
B RABMA 0 S REEMH > R4S Baron and Kenny (1986)A74% i 2 &R &4 » Bk &3 5 KRR - [BE#R %
TACE B RAI AT A LS G4 H(B=-071, p<0.01) > EAEME# % TALEB & B LM AL 2% a4 (6
=-0.75,p<0.01) » MAB KX @ ¥ » FhAB KRB %M AEL - BEER S TACHB R MITAHZ [HHH-07] FE
-0.30 » %54 Baron and Kenny (1986)Fi 42 i Z ¥ N3k R =B &4 » B b BRX 6 AR 3L °

%41 MRGBZARMGEESL EER L

#ig T BEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
YN 4.85 1.86
2 B BHRALEFFEI(A) 17.27 1329 347"
3&EMS 2.05 1.38 497 223
4 BEHA % ik 0.77 0.23 A454* 064 225
5EER S UL 2.49 0.33 -080 -149 -222 100 0©=93
6 B Ma B IR 1A 3.52 0.29 097 082 309" -054 -779" a=.86
TEREIFTA 3.63 0.34 122 229 364™ 060 -.747" 809" =91

¥ p<0.01 *p<0.05 +p=<0.1



k42 BB ERBHGIEE > & 4-3 B BREIMAT HZEE A R
REIR B BB XIRBA KGR B REIFATA
B — B = BA— | A= | HX = | HAw
PR 4 P2 4
B A .08 -.03 B A .05 -15 -.01 -.14
M A 3L B ] .06 -.06 ) B A%, 3L B R 21 12 A7 15"
B % % it B % % it
B % it 17 #iM % i 22 13
A e R % i -.03 e A % i 14 14
E1E#8 % ik 757 E1E#] % ik -717 -307
R 01 .63 H Bk B X 4B 14 807 557
AR? .60
F g 36 19,09 R’ .05 63 .68 74
AR’ 59 .66 71
F 4 1.7 18.77 | 41247 | 25.67
18 ~ &g
—~ y_:%
WA RGERE T BN ACHEBGEINAITA ZEAMIBEARL A THGRRBECRANTRE - £2

EBRETEORR > ME A4 ik - SR EW SR - SRARYE  BmMRABKRAIITA - WHARER
#1 Williams and O’Reilly (1998) 2 Smith et al. (1994) 25} 32 45 £ — 5k -
HEHR S AL B REI AT A R AR TR R AR EREA DS E#EZ S it ARG

R PR B AT B e i A R A

F B B R A #4T B 0942 5 o s 4t R #2 Tajfel and Turner (1986)F7 42 H 69 4L & 5 #4352

WXZERTR A TEBRABER R AMES ~ FEAR > EAFRRBRRXEGHREHIFR B M E R
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