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DL SRR M S BE S S 2ALIVR IR B e e 50 305 ¢
ﬁlﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁiéim%%%$

M4 R £ P L iEEks &4 1 ek
~ E®

AR AFFREGOAN > REEHAEH) Ly FEINugL bon

TP THBHREDT = i T % F (Boksem, Tops, Kostermans,&De Cremer,
2008) 5 pt 4 F At L_Bl‘«.;k;,%c’ iEd > 1R HERA fraé'?rfﬁif@%ﬁff?!@ A4 BT LD
AERF] R IR 2Rl & PR RE Y PBEERE > o P F B

E Y SE ) B T N IR IR S R
ST b f ol R L e R o B AR Rl o

Corr (2004)#% ) 2 &+ 3 13 5 A7 R |+ 32 34 (reinforcement sensitivity theory,
RST)» BM-ARALG A4 BHAIZEP > " TRHEFYUET FLLHEE B
‘%‘Jiaq—f FF o m REBAKBEYSENG F RARR DR PRI B AD
ARG HBRRREEEAMAE T EIRE I Eaastr N FEBY
Bz B AP A REBFFTN G L 20 ¥ E B f2(Van Der Linden, Beckers,
& Taris, 2007) > * 12 53 AT BI040 5 A A A BRI H s A FRPIK A
A RERB F 3 8% (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) » 7z ~ 77 7 i #% 4+
HURREEFFY ﬂﬂ,p;ﬁd PIRABAE P ERR IR G S AT
RS RIS FAe - K AL d B E N R AR
BRI LG IR 4 B R R PIEH MY~ BT A
e A B K B2 % P ik & 24 42 (Hundt, Nelson-Gray, Kimbrel, Mitchell, &
Kwapil, 2007; Pardo, Aguilar, Molinuevo, & Torrubia, 2007; Simons, Dvorak, &
Batien, 2008) » B ** B3 & %7 7 fr 7 £.4p § 77 &(Van Der Linden, Beckers, et
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al,,2007) > & BEAPMA Y X P LI TRS L e g 1 FRLAFAL
& I2 R c4p B % IE B {7 48 347 (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al,, 2007, Van Der
Linden, Taris, Beckers, & Kindt, 2007) > F] - B »* 3 5 5t T2 ¥ H 1 ﬁﬂ;i%— 74 2
B —S.LF FHE e akXe ﬁ%i‘aﬁ,mﬁ%&iﬁ—ﬁ R mZ )]*{;L e »c > T
ARG ER SR R AR M 1 IR hh R TR o

EH R AT I Y o AR ORISR d A TR Y i s D] T il A
(Smillie, 2008b) » F]* ¥ 4 ’r,{tﬁgr}i‘g%@iﬁ}g TS ¥ P S CS
F A kPP Lo Hdd > AT AR e LR 4 AH AR BT
® 0 e o IR FlE € T 4R e g B (Hundt, et al., 2007) > ¢ 248 31 5
SRACRE M1 TR R G RS ERDFPETFF 0 B ERR KW
RR IR iR E B A > BHHRH RRR O E s R AE ] BRE T
AP F R A ARG E A g LY S R B9 2480 AR ¥
BARFY Y 0T AR & % A e eniE 2 (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) » $f ¢ & 77
TR TR TR R AR IR 0 BT RBREY B B R EV ARG A
SBFR I ANEF ARSORE ARG TR AR T §F 2T A
% (T6rnblom & Vermunt, 2007) # f 45 34 T 5t F1 5 18 56 50 {12 1 (v 5oa i W 1%
m—l;}élf? 2= ﬂxpﬂ BEFELENREFZY YA btaggﬁmfreﬁjl f?’fﬁi@i K ‘T}L{g%
P MO TP R LRSI RS MIZH YL § o LA s g S
gﬁg*“%ﬁl“’5¢%%N@ﬁiﬁ%mzﬁﬁ»@%%im@aﬁﬁﬁ
PR F o AN F T R BRI i e W L iR R
f A Fel & ¥ i S R 0 % (Tomblom & Vermunt, 2007)0 425 I & ¥ € 9
R A B A2 eh 2 T 1 (Williams, Pitre, & Zainuba, 2002) » H ¢ x & 327 4§ iF
AR B~ R 2 23 o042 & (Tremblay & Roussel, 2001) > s #-F 5% @ s L &
REFFOE LB R D SRR R AN AR IR R R
t A FT 7 H#-r Tornblom £ Vermunt (2007) 03 iRBLEE 5 AA#H - % 2 el K242
BL&ELIAELLFENFE

RN S
- H SRR AR MR R

A BB A IR B T G A AT T ] R S Rk e
Ao\’}’*’r”v o REd 2 FRaERPEe A EEARAT A RO
BT 5 L% 2 4§y it (Smillie, 2008a; Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al. 2007) B Pl
A B A BRI > VR FE A TR AR DR ERT] S R DA R
ARG ARWF e fEAeE d TR P a3 % {1 (reinforcing Stlmull)b'va 42 > @
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B AR AT ERE S )ﬁ;i\gﬁ%grﬂ AR R R A R 0 R e d i ?
BEFFNEF LR AL EF TR LT BMEL S FHaEL
E R A vt PR hsaar g R R R AR e Ak 4
v 3 £ & e9:c % (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007)> @ }* 3 2@ B ¥ & pr 5
- A RET O o T HAEHES A RS -

\B(E

|

oA

B AR 0T ¢ > Gray(1970)-K 5 Pavlov 22 Eysenck(1957; 1962)%f 4 32

WAt g e 1@ Ak (Corr & Perkins, 2006) 0 *t 1970 # 3% 10 7 3 5 S 2123 -
R SR ATR I Y RPN T R R g A B s o AP B ohd Lk
Koo T L A @ kA F I nip u] L B (Smillie, 2008b) Mo AR S Y
G F A A 20 @ 8 Corr(2004)#% 0 7 i3 I AR e G AT IR 0 B K
S Gray SUEh AR+ - BB HH SR L R Y5 R P
oA S MEARR G AR AH Y > T d A ks
AR | ?—iﬁ-z fe B ehH 5e 1 4 F & 0 (Bijttebier, Beck, Claes, &
Vandereycken, 2009) > gt &2 %] dy i 40T o

B A SR 12 (sensitivity to reward, SR) > & SR 12 € B R BAEH DT w5
5 Plpcehk oo Lo e 5 fljce 5975 BRBF DR > 4ol TR A
B FEL e T § BHOR Y SR ARG o D e R TR f@ﬁh
4% % (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007); ¢t 4% H4F F 3 a0k R A7 55
4 & ¥i(behavioral approach system, BAS) ¥ & {7 » 4 1§ X 3| 3 ¥ 3 p| & § pF - BAS
T gAkprsd oM BASepe Rl € R BREA 2 P o el > TR ARS F € (K
07 2 A2 o PR R AR T IRRSEY RFY > L p D TR Y
(non-reward)p¥ » BAS g 1 i i € 45 53 (Smillie, 2008b) » 2+ F¥ (48 (5 A e
Lo FgEedEs (75 T RBAEE2 VR > d 07 & BAS m,;;—’;b;}* B Mg?‘,ﬁﬁfﬁs%ﬁ"f&
B TlpcenF AR 0§ BA S BAS AR B AR ew o B B RE B D oAt AR R
qfufi\rﬁiwﬂli‘*’ ES B ,ﬁfﬁ“%}ﬁp"i%ﬂrﬁﬁf?‘ﬂ&ﬂjih_?%qm
F ¥ % 58 7] (Berkman, Lieberman, & Gable, 2009) » #= & {7 & + & f& ¥ AT |2 '*zm
PRIE e A FlenRss 0 T EEASL LA e DTy 0 A FE KD v f T
2_ {7 % (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) » Fr Figs @ 2 b $k T 1 »
R & fadF 1 ow il % (Gable, Reis, & Elliot, 2000) °

¥ - S A AR 1 5 T E SR |2 (sensitivity to punishment, SP) » ) AT 14 €
FPRBWE L v {lpar RER f e u{likes 7977 BHYYREDES
OB AR AR E o 2 i%ﬂ"“ﬁ o 3 58 T ek f@;)r gARS P ERRE
EPF ok R R A7 5 Frd) % Si(behavioral inhibition system, BIS)£? ¥4+
Hedp-g vk su(fight-flight-freeze system, FFFS)® i& {7 (Smillie, 2008b) > @ Linden %
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#(2007) %5 Y ,g}r 'J‘é—«‘id BIS #7f 17 e T RE R~ REE
g@ T A S R jﬁ?*”*}l%)élﬁ'&¢pFag’éﬁra'h‘lf{';‘;irﬂ!ﬁﬁ%
¢ & BIS gt ijprd ki o ‘“Wm* Wk R BRA L LW e s 0 T
rg A 4 T ol R E f o 5 (Smillie, 2008b) » F] b 24 7 ¥ 02 35 BIS ejgosd ik
ERERMEHENNgpr RA2R M2 RLBERAFZEBP L > TERS
IR F L » flkan s B s 2] REFZRSE ZF v iR SHod
Ba > mTRENFNEMLFLILLL LWL e BEa AL T TR
Erg g4z OB ERE L v dE NLEFHE » 2% 0T 5 (Van Der
Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) - Fr PFFigs & B &5 s Iﬁ"*zﬁ B p e ROk
it (Gable, et al., 2000) °

~ B RATR 8 1 TR AR Rl %

R R add dpMAET Y » 5 E 4o R L8 zwfm;iﬁé ’

TP MBS 1T G ochfp Fﬁ?P (Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) > ¥ i¢ 3

FEASHIERA eI TRIRAFTA I T E G p M RITEF

## 31 (Van Der Linden, Taris, et al., 2007) ; = &9 + 34 f 1 w2 R i 4p b B 48 0 &

KR m 2 fwﬁ FavAE RS R aha T A KR Favcy o kigd A

THABTREEERET FreiFhE mil Bir 3 F5 T2 A n s
Y3 5 AR B B T s B ehb e TR -

BEMR ARl A E P 0 B BB EARDIE L (R AN
FRALOF R H LIRS K B R dei 2 SR Y 0 Katz(1964)F i 1B
%éi5ﬁﬁi5”ﬁﬁélk%i%NMMM&AMMW1wmy&:i&%ﬁ

BB AT S MIF A EYER o HT A ARDF ARG Y73 F (Lynch,
Elsenberger & Armeli, 1999) » i ¥ % R S f K7 &AL & (7 £ H(Chen,
Eisenberger, Johnson, Sucharski, & Aselage, 2009) » ﬂ&P ;L“ L1 T A Lo %
AR o 7 A& P 1 (74 sx(in-role performance) > 4t G 2 R F T A2 1
Eire o g eahk Lo fRlcefgata fep 39 ;% A J})%T_{é'z%‘&fiﬁ?%ﬁ%
HiFeh &1 (75 % & £ (Chen, et al, 2009) » ¥ — $FR| 5 & & 1 174 2%
(extra-role performance) ° ;}g, SRR MR R Sl SN = 3 %l, FTFE 7 l,a%k Fa b gp eh —g a3

‘\%‘WZ- £ 4 & £
e plap 7 5 H_i g o @ iy en(Lynch, et al., 1999; Williams & Anderson, 1991;
Williams, et al., 2002) 5 2 4@ #7if > 2553 ¥ € {piié%'é‘f: X3 RBEEDL K> B
‘EfTﬁiT % 2_ & & (Chen, et al., 2009) > 'p}:’ ¥iEdp .rﬁin:ﬁ LS -t
4%1’ BT, R AR aiFAkE FoaigE a4t ,F_gﬁf,,:w”hﬁ o

BaBEE 0 BB FLIARSNIFRPEY 5 7 A BT



1Tz MY A %8 ARSI FETAR HY - 35 A1 p e B
5 % ¥4 1 (Jackson, 2001) ARBTERDBAdd TR i B RE
Flpt AT B iR A RS BB VF:‘% rrehd & FlF o Y o Tett,
Jackson £ Rothstein (1991) Ed RBERAWFTER I AR EHERE A
AR EARELI T T UIERIL T A S F S FEEH3 pREDS
R Pﬁfi’ﬂ?ﬁ TSS~if @ ap-FHEMEEAREL D HFHIIFEL G - T

e13f Pl s 4 (Crant, 1995; Hans-Jiirgen & Peter, 1996; Kamdar&Dyne 2007) » iz~ f%
PEFLMEAAR AN AR EEFARRR T A HALLE
BRI o AR P B TAR2 ] %W”“U%fﬁ““mﬁ”%ﬂwkﬁ#?
WG TR BN BRIV R M R AT IR0 S A R 1 IR ok

3 5

A
NS
=~

"

PR ey Be X 3 B9 20T X A lgiﬁ_%jj«k Azt B A st
WP R EE - LRt o Crant £ 5 (1995) Adpdl1 I« A g d e
M CTERIEL s FRAFPARETLAH L TE v EEHE4 > d L HT%
T A AqR2 s B AR 1 TR P (0 R 7 éﬁfﬁ;ﬁ@jﬁ»%
FAG RS TR M 1 (T e A enBl (R 7 IE S T E3 2 R
B ¥ 1 T ke il ok gt ok 4 o
dﬁﬁ?%@”ﬁ%@ﬁc% PR AR LR DR ¥ H L e R
FTERCEFAALEYSAFLOBRY @ F A REFL 2% 5P H(Van

Der Llnden, Beckers, etal., 2007) > @ A X %\« POt A N g P end RRf
¥ AR rdEFFaapikis > QF ZEF' Lmﬁiﬁﬂr:4cﬁ~ﬂ-’iﬁ§gg\“?A
m’ﬁ’-?ﬁ% v g A TRAZTIRE P ARPF 3 mﬁ%'ﬁh ¥ RDE e
*ﬁﬁ;f%mfﬁﬁw&ﬂﬁ“i SEER Y LI SR CE RS LY
R T T -3 S EN
wEY AR EARF Ol > A FER B EE R DA R > A RE G FR

JFeng PN 1 (FH Ak o

“J

“E\

§rha iRt o B R SS e & f(Lynch, et al., 1999) > #§
AR T2 EF L AEFT R & ,.:Fm_L.;T\ﬁE?"I‘?mﬁ¢

HE P oS s o idf ek Ty @0k SR 3
FFE S AL SR G e R arc LA T AFRT R A FRE RS T L
R kP T },@']“3‘_—‘%]251"5; =R

(75 hflge Tt AP T e B B AR MK
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Hy: s b1 el M-
Hig By acg e & d p1ivssas o B b vy By S (AR RARR P& >
£d P ITHIRART o
Hit g s 2 & ¢ #h 1 ivfgax
£ 1 i rnARE o

et YRR AR ARR

ﬂt‘(

WE s EREE R BRI e DI E it 0 P B A F

E TV N e RE TTHEN G F BT e B WA

F)FCR 4 #7iE £eh P {R(Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al.,, 2007) » #* 47 B 4 - £ 3 R

A gﬁ*’i GO L gREAI AL T m 2 LMY 4 H i (Simons,

ctal,2008) » F}t ¥ 4 BRI L R 1 A (T Euad A R K iR
¥

AP @ AFE R RE X RRE R T LT R AT PEL >
SAEFALPE > B 2 RS okt > SR @R RBRESR 1 > a
rtxig‘\-&]l{*ﬂ} igp\leﬁ*LaﬂflL‘% ?},E]g «‘é‘;#,} 'I%?'_/’]"ms}’! ,

migH G FRASES P IS

hhd b1 iRt o & d b1 T F RA ;%.fsg,zﬂ;«%ﬁ.%;.é:’?f%ﬁﬁ(Chen,
etal.,2009) > F]p Fid 2 BIREJgend & hi7 5 o0 2 X ipiwﬂfﬁ-% i
Feao FAFRE R o Fa 3 P aLIe A OfE 27 R
A2 f ek RENLELeE LT B3 ENHaE ]“Jr (Van Der
Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) » # @& B Rk 2 7 5 chdo s> { Fac it 2 5@ i
TR AADA PSRk A EHAKT R AP TR wV LGS ETR
BEF - Flesp g f%:é;d.és’xﬁu:sgz% NRfT LR PR LT 4
GEAET Rl ek o a R A FREI ML L T

Hy: R RE B E L e g%Fifomit.

Hon BRI AR 11 & ¢ R 3 (08005 f o B it~ T § F S8 AR AR B
¢ P ITH 2THAR o

Hoo B E AR B & ¢ b1 (v 5ond f o Bt T F R AT RARE P& -
& J b1 TR AT MART o

S BAETERBEAPRLT KhFHFiE

v

B LATEG £ R TR R AL BT L S e
#73f e fie it 3 (distributive justice) & A2 A It ‘a(procedural justice); & 14 7 R ELEE &
FATHOREL T Ao 0 B R EG TR G ,T»ug»ﬁ AR AL f 0t
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FoenA e 8¢ 30 % R AKEOFT R A FRE E(resource valence) £ A fie 5 %
11 {8 (outcome valence) /L § 258 A 9t A feehio T avdf & & J(Tornblom
& Vermunt, 2007) » i& ¥ Podsakoff, Bommer, Podsakoff ¥2 Mackenzie(2006) %= 3 4
o RachaT e ¢ FE e AGE - 1 TR n e o 75 X uuiph
FEE RS VAR AT o Eay g EH 1 v sdoqa d Tornblom
2 Vermunt = % —*‘(2007) Erde Ve ORBLEL o AP T U R AR IR Y
“EY'J h"’ﬁ%?‘ A AL R - 7}@ ens e o NI T L ST I o i i ‘/Elm)é: fie > 1
$F ST HARIAS > AT REEY £4 BAHEA TR ROEFRE > A
TREAEFRAOG E A FEELF A RETRE T TP L REF e EDF R
iR IR 5 K RETRE > FIMARAR G B e B R

%ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁwﬁéﬁﬁiz%éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’aAﬁﬁ%ﬁa%
ek Sioh- fE o T (Williams, et al., 2002) 0 F]pt ¥ Ava fe b & T H
gwiﬁgx@’imﬁﬁg&ém,gﬁﬁ;i&%%%éwL%ﬁaﬁﬁ
BHFORTEEFR L3RS ADERY > 3 B KL L FRRT
YA RORTREEEAAH DR CREERBEL AN Y4 UERRS
g R A TR mﬁ‘*%‘*lﬁ’f""‘ AT R R UOFRT o AP
SER TR~ (E DB MP&ﬁ@ﬁ?W&”ﬁ¢ i LR e
FERM I~ o L ET > MM%%%E@W I BREE T EHPFOY E R
@ Moorman 5 4§ (1991)% I3t B B K3 > 2l o A7 5 b andlor - HUp
AT EF FLA o RFE > S\E'T\I—\r_],—.r-_f:,_,,? SR FLEAEEREAL G T

Btk p el 3¢ & ¢ & F(Podsakoff, et al., 2006) - F]pt rr @t 2 R {7 5
2 KR R G R gt RO T AR AL S kG
¥R ]&—‘ﬁ ot £ B85k § #3 F J&(Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) » @
BRREY LR ERATIPY o RERIELHRR PR T
Ik p egm gk mrﬂf‘ﬁﬁ‘(Wﬂhams et al. 2002) AP ST A A N N

_\_ﬂ)‘

la\ GO

v

sl PR B hE > E »@%ﬁ?“ AERFES QL H ARG D
TR FILT LIRS AR R A el KRB ,aﬁﬁﬁﬁqg'ﬁﬁﬁ-iﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁ?i

NI iEMr o ppFE A I (FARRE TS RET RS ﬁﬂ?;‘)ﬁz/)ﬁa > i :‘g;’%ﬁ‘:’s’z}g
ek d b1 TR a TR LE -

REtEApv iy AEREF FRAMI XDERT 0 F R R
¥ #FT &ﬁm*ﬁ$%ﬁmﬁm%%agﬁﬁL;lﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬂ%’ﬂ
AHE G RE e PTG LS L F L TR
B A T AR R LR e AT L B



Hs: S et R4 38 F TR 18 1 v 2 eabf 12 o

Hyp: A ft ZERFFHRIEY » RYREPE LS P 1 EH%F R+ MG
H-g AR R
Hap: A feit RABRBOBRREY > BYPARLHE L7 L1 THRF el v B G

Mg AL o

BT ARR ]%Lifmm AP R kgAY v B % ehi #F(Van Der Linden,
Beckers, etal., 2007) » F]pt 2 % i e 2 A 7 5 hR Fl o e T OFEE &4
hEEPEAL DB T g FRE A ET’;] AW EE v s AT 0L
EAOTRE S RPN EI P IITEAR A R AEXTIER > RFER
lﬁ%ﬂiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%é?ﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂ*:&%Q&L
g&-gé‘m&ﬁ%}" B T AT R R AR M KRB ER AT < o F
G025 & 1 H K B A24P B e(Williams, et al., 2002) > & fie P s T 22 E
R FHG AT 2 ARERDFERE P HERERAD %mﬁi}i(Tomblom&
Vermunt, 2007; Tremblay & Roussel, 2001) » F]* #f & & §) 5 144 XFL 25 I

FRAAY AR RET A KER I RAREREL G RS
T st KRR R I R HER SR P 1 TR M e R R -

&Eéﬁﬁi%mrET’aﬁﬂ TR 2 B
e MRS TR REAT ) HRRER
Ao REFAYEARAE D & DFRT o TR
—Iﬁwﬁ%@’%é%%%é$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*7"
P2 2T e A @ 22 72 3% (Murphy & Tyler, 2008) » 7 ff £ 2 5% i &
HALH &S P2 (FHk o FAPT UBRE AL RADT RPERT o BN

AR ]%L—‘krﬂi.:? NIEE s R A AEREDT RDFRT RER o

‘“\ c'**‘i 3@‘%

P AEFARETRDFRT > B 17 M FETE AL iz &30
A2¢ F3 & & F L o € (Tremblay & Roussel, 2001) » 4ept & B 2 3 P an® i 4K
WAL BT R T R ARETREFNA L RTEER UL e R LA
» B 48 0% M F) SR 14 % 3(Van Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007) - # % Fji ¥ &
dHFLHRFAN TV RS ek RELALG ARAD ‘amlﬁi‘}:“ =
B AR T e R 2 2 13 (Tornblom & Vermunt, 2007) 0 * 4 35 #4-7 ¢
¥AROAR RT3 EIIEEH LS Ferp r B A2 415 153844 23
Fa At BT id il By 5d fAF &Y AR mEd Bl e
gt AR A2 TELRAREAT AL P G BR 0 # 3R
FHF GE AR R E O IEP X ot g et KO R AR M A
FEIAEEIF  aHEeREDT AN E G FANEBRAES T A DR
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TR ARLIHENSEEOBREREL B R v SR E SR A g2
@ﬁﬁ%m%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&ﬂ’ﬁﬁ-ﬁ¥w4ﬁwﬁm£ﬂ%ﬂ%mﬁ&’%%
PHELL XA —‘ﬁ - Bodept o i kR B T RR b‘_ﬁ e Uiz EA 45(Van
Der Linden, Beckers, et al., 2007)> - 513 % & ¢ *F {7 % /& $r(Bijttebier, et al., 2009)
Flh < SR AT AR HE S HF L o TR APT R R AR
BAEDEZRDEEY > BT R IAARFBEEIAKZ BT TR AHFF L A
BB XS R T mﬁE—J BAT B Y RIE & 0 iF L 8

d b1 TR AREMSE T HDFRT AEF

BETEREBZIAFTT ZBEK

T E AT R AL 1 e el th o

Hm-»ﬂﬁ AR BAREY > HHFRBLE LI P L TET g » M
RALRE 33 o

Hio: 2RRAE BBRBTHRRY > HHMEHE LS M1 TH%F il » M
BARRI o

S

‘pi-%{e.l.

- S FIHRBEGRIES

@“

Y BREAEL B 1 VRS T g Ao ok f A F e
‘Fﬁiﬁfﬁﬂiiﬁﬁ?%ﬂki{ﬁpm&pm,ﬁé BRHUEAEY > J 0 F
ir]“h% BE1HEG Tt 1 RS > APy #ngpaflaty 2 448
R B R 1 ST S hode )t BT R A B L B ehE u T { R E
R FPEUEF T - AE SRR LR AT L R (Delery &
Doty, 1996) » #= F A d — =g & 1 F 2 f o F A7 chE Bt e st e o 23 422
AR AR R > 8 105 mEBAE 0 AR SR L RA F R B AR
SEEG - PREFONS > T SR PR R RIER & 22 %R ( common
method variance, CMV)&vF 4 S BP0 = 2 N wye R & > X 2h38 41 422 e e 44 7°
T oowlT 237 o AR X Wi  AHEE - RIEER C AR¥SP CHEFI R
B R o ALE S S E R HIR R A iR PIk RRR K15 b f kiR A S 174
PREREREE .

ﬂ*% -

Z~F31E

AT S AR L > TR Eﬂ?}%ﬁ.&ﬁ%féii% s 1T H1R
BAftrmyerg® 2 L 8L 8 RonRgiEmp

(- ) BB imgl

-



B 458 % 5 Torrubia, Avila, Molt £ Caseras (2001) 3% 1 chjlf 5 g 1287 5
¥ AR 122 % (The Sensitivity to Punishment and Sensitivity to Reward Questionnaire,
SPSRQ) » & * enf_d Li, Huang, Lin &7 Sun(2007)*7fs:¥2 ¢ <~ A » - £ 5 48
WA B9 HBAE» rE N o A RN R B Y R B
AREREEN AR e 7 24 BELER R ¥k por FEA T ATk
Bfe G AR e B At 2 joa o 1 FE BIS & BAS #t R R i Bl 4
2 (Li, et al., 2007; Sanz Ruiz, Villamarin Cid, Alvarez Moleiro, & Torrubia Beltri,
2007) c A B A P AEIEIDG E F I > gkt KR20 ki A E X2 G R > A2
B KR20 (iliciE 5 .84 H P By sqp B R g o 3ns LR E
A G 81 .79 .

- ) &4 paiFE

Ik

£ 4 N2 iFgrcd Williams ¥2 Anderson (1991)#713h % 2. & & p 1 iF4 »c
# (performance of in-role behavior, IRB)i& (778 » A & £ £ ¢ 7 748> ¥ 14 Likert 7
BEREEAEHY ] RAAYARL S RAAFRL W2 HLFTER
LT EREIITERE B d MFEY g AL NiTE f.fgn EER
FREEtags N 5 g B % ik iE(leniency bias)(Prien & Liske, 1962) » #z
£ L IFH AR > AP TESD L FEHE RN FLITEAR S EF
TREEE  NELRFRFOFL S AEEAGREL I

e

(Z) &4 ¢t ivygarx

AL H T Lynch 8 5(1999) i Behle g 7R &4 - 274 d b
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