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PR B R BT R B WS | AN 1 e Ay [
FE XA b, b E AR T S AT g, s
G5 = Bl MOk B g Al esE R, DL
AL TAEFNEA 2 N GUECR B R IR $2 71, ATBA S Ak
ZAE A LA v ] i o T 1 11— SR 174 A B )
TEEARF, WA SCAL 22 FE P 1) i i o 13k
SRR OCTE R £ AL, R R By B Y R) R 2 —
e 2 P A SC A Z2 A 55 P A 1) 1) 56 3R )
TE4 AR, Bl 17584 H a2 mil, B8 2k
AL AR T TE AR SC . il SR % SCAR AT BA
)R 22— BIE T A Bk A AR SCA T Sy T
TE P BN TAE 4R it Z R 5 . LA WA,
0 VAT BN T AR B8 BE . TR EE AR S B,
PEHERIHT. SR, H AR SR G A S 24
PE5 I BANBR O R I WEIE, 1 A TR W — B A 5T
2£98(Stahl, Maznevski, Voigt, & Jonsen, 2010), #F
G153 R I A A AE IF [0 5% 0 ¢ & (Barley &
Mosakowski, 2000; Niebuhr, 2010), X 1itA W5
5 BRI 2 T) A7 A B 1) B AN W 520 56 2R (Bell,
Villado, Lukasik, Belau, & Briggs, 2011; Harvey,
2013; QOstergaard, Timmermans, & Kristinsson, 2011),
X B ETRF SR 258 A —Z Bk, AT
AMWE EEARATRARE . H—, SHHEA
MR A—B ) FE R 27 B, H
ALZHEVE R B 2 WA A BT 7 AR, A
HRSE LA R AT 27 5=, FBA SO R M X
AT 19 52 Tl 2 75 A7 7E 2 14T BA P 308 R 18 g i ¢
Al I RaR I, FATEAD 5 b Bk g
ST 4 AR, BRSEEE 1o, AT E G
FH T HATHER SIS A — By SR i
BASCAL 22 FE 1 B A DG AT S FEAT BL s AR B, oA
B G RAE T A BASCA G Z2 A M 1 BB HE B2
DU 5 i i R I . PR TERF SRR 1 b, AT
PR T — A XYE R Y P HELL R 2 B A A S ik 2
FE I (1 75 3 )2 S0 22 FE M FGR J2 S0k 2 A 1
AL, FEAEBLIERE T & A SCAk 2 ML
e R, TEMFRURI 2 th, AR T4t 23 4)
KA EIM T BEE LA, K A SCI 2 R
Xof P A BT B4 552 M LA K% 46 5 [ 552 el F PR E B
TEWFFEREE 3 th, FRATHE AT BRIN R R 2R i &, R
F I BN AL 2o P XoF A BB 5 10 199 320 53 2% 4 o HE
WERER 4 h, AT BIBASMBIR R 1k, SRR
PAT A SC Ak 22 R 1 % 1T BA B3 22 il ) 300 5 2% 2

2 ERIAFRIR

2.1 BB B HEMRIE XA R

VAT BA Fh ok 1A [) SCAR T 55 B 5% 2 ) 44 i
PR AIFR N B SCAE Z REE(Cox, 1994). LIFEA
KA LA Z A RIS, 38 0 S04k AT BA 43
R AL (BRI, 2009): Token Group (H1BAH
HA 1~2 AR A HA SO, 48R3 53 i 5ok A 7]
—3C4k), Bi-cultural Group (H1BA R 53 3K B
ek, Bk E BRSO N B AH ) AN
Multicultural Group (MIBARLGI2kE 3 FhLL 3¢
) FRATTIE H B B — Fh S BUFR S AR SCAR A
BAo DATERFSE R, FEXHEM I, oA UE
1~2 ARGk A Ab SOk, B A AT A AR
B B ARSL A2, X BRSO Ak 2 R 1 52
WA F R 58 AR R SO BA .
Rk H PR SO B 2, B 25 5 78 A BA Y R
TE AT SR A B, H S REUNF R E, %
T LR R SLE O RER, HEEBRSE T, AR
=PI g A AR A s R B A AR, BT LA
W, WATK EZEH X =M m, [
Multicultural Group (£ CALHIBN) . FAT7E B dE I
EFNAL BT FR oy, HAE SR FH A o %o AT A 3264 7
R E .

BARITAEK, A RH B\ S Z R IR AR
EARRGR T Iz CE, B H R RAB A A
Mo O A BFSE BT T A Ak Z2 X 1T A
MASRAHT, BRI, 5B 586 KRS
S

BUFERT: DAAEAE SCH BA S ik Z2 R Pk 5 AT BA Je A
PRBIHT OB 5T 1 A 3K B — B 4518 (Jackson, Joshi,
& Erhardt, 2003; van Knippenberg, de Dreu, &
Homan, 2004; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998), —J5 T,
HB AT A IR AT BA S A 224 P 2 i 1T A Y A
HUR 4 22 F0 38 i, HE AR $E S 44 R0 1B BA 6
(Leung & Chiu, 2010), RIESNHLEAR Eom T B
(motivated information processing theory), iL:[4]BA
A ROR R B SCAR ARG B, S AT R R AR
AH R AR, IF S TR AN A AT T i ) A
[RI 0 s AR VLA 75 F IR L (Perry-Smith & Shalley,
2003), P, AHECT SO 5 — B0 A BN AR,
22 7634k 1 AT BN SR e B RT3 T A A 42 f 380 B
ZEAIAAIEE . Chua (2018)HFFE £, 78 3C
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eZEvER T A, 51 T2l il 5 AR [ SCA 7
SR AL 2 4, ARG B 2 5 SO A DGR B
FRAME B, AR ] 0 R0 RS = A AS e, E
TR Sl A BB . 9K, 55— 5, WA o
$E i, PATBR Ak Z2 A P T B 2 4 i P A A 144
BT o MCHE AR LI, 5 #R ¢ (similarity attraction theory),
AMRZXTE A C AT HBUARIE A AR R S B,
IR RCAT, x5 A S BAT AL A
Fef fmIEA, AR (Billig & Tajfel,
1973)o HAT AR SCALT 5 1 BT 22 6] 25 5 6 %t
PR G PEAY, ] AT BA A A 15 R G R
JE o HI G AR B PR P JE RT RE 2 52 e P A AR L
1k U T AN B S 5 3 AT BT 59 A OG5 3 b (2
55 AR 2%, FHASRE RS,

£EB71: Chung % (2015)3F 76 A~HIBA 1
1652 44 b1 THBIFE A B, VAT BA b PR 3 ) 22 S R
5 RCTEAT A B T e, 2R S 5
TEWAT HIE B W S, iTie kB, SCHF
B 20 R SIS B 2 AR R 0 2 R 15 0 AT
Z B A B 18] S0, 7 A (] G AR v TE 1] 9 5 AR
o Leslie (2017)R9F 5846 th, 72 WA SCAL ZHE4E
AIBREFE Y, FRATTNIZ O TE U 2 ARV Y 22 57 R i
[, AT P BN T SO 2 P I 22 SRR BE ] R 2
S P A B TAESTRL . R A s A~ A AR K
22 5t 0T SCAE AR B, IR 4 A1 BASCAE 22 R 1K
235 W) A BABE 2R J, 0 TR i AT BA B8 . van
Knippenberg 45(2004) 2 it} 142 7326 —15 Eon T
e (categorization-elaboration model, CEM)H F
PRI A SO Z A6 S5 T BAG8 Z2 a OG 2R o Al
148 i 22 2 S BT AR 53 1) 7 A 67 T 17 155 J
BB, A4 O ZR S AR B9 A BER T . By
UNGIETIbSE

BEEXREEE : Nouri %5 (2013)YHF 5T & B,
53R B O R AR L, 7ESCR ZREMER E R
rP AN AR 18] 1) 58 0471 258 AT A0 58 I U B30HT B /D
Winkler Fl Bouncken (2011)7E {9 — 5 2N i A
e R B, TEVEIE 7 b SO 2 S B s R
AAAE Z 70 AR T B H 43 S AR BB . Kearney,
Gebert Hl Voelpel (2009) 5 F 58 H LAHAT SCALZ
PERRIRIF S 1A B A 18 e %o 4, 35 2R B A 141 BA B
Bk 5 AR A T H A% B8 5 AH G o van Dick, van
Knippenberg, Higele, Guillaume I Brodbeck (2008)
AIBIEFE R B, AESCAE Z AR A AT B b, R FATBA

S A A2 S BOA BA N R R 1R B G
Earley il Mosakowski (2000)f9HF 5% & 8L, 1B\ A,
531 TR 531 22 R 1 R R T A PRI P AR A3

#5340 : Nederveen Pieterse, van Knippenberg
van Dierendonck (2013)TFFIRIT T 0tk Z#¢4
HS5HAGSZ MR, SREM, FEEAH
P OCR i A VE L, I BA 5 1 B RS ]
TEWI 5 18] 5 22 PR IE M AT VR, B 24 131 BA sk B
P2 2 B 0] 5, TSRO S AR, SOk R
PEXT A1 BAG8% 1Y TF [0 S TE B . Troster, Mehra F1
van Knippenberg (2014)7E 60 ™ E R 91 4~ H1BA
TR RGN R ST R BR, A B AR 4% 119 45 44
XA A EAE, X T B ARG f s B
FREZW, AR, TIEES M
245 9% 15 X A BAASCRE 1) IE [l s i /B ARG, T 4% v
Ao AR B A BA 2330 ) I [l s i A AR
2.2 HBBIFREIAE KR

A BN 7 2R, H—dl 0 TR ™A 19
AR MRSy . LAEWBMERT i HA M
94872 (Shin & Zhou, 2007), 7EHIBA T, AR A]
RE AICAL AL 53 & 1 2= BT AR Bpe. &
477 XA R B A, IR e RS 3y
A CRHEIR, #EmifEiE B & A0 770977 4k (Lipman-
Blumen & Leavitt, 1999),

AN 5 DA AT BN AR AT 14 £ BE 44555 T AT B
BIH B2 K 2 . #U0, Chirumbolo, Mannetti,
Pierro, Areni £l Kruglanski (2005)iz F—T0 3256 =
ARSI, A R P A P 0 18 0 19 38 T4 75 K (need
for closure)4s /=1, A1BA AU BE J1 484 o Gilson Al
Shally (2004) 03z HI 3270 #r % BE, A BA BT AR
I EARN . ZEMERE . SRR Rt
AR T 38 A A BRUCH XoF T BA B8 77 A T 1) 5%
M . Gino, Argote, Miron-Spektor F1 Todorova (2010)
R, HIEAT S 256 (N AR AT 55 2504 1 1)
R A BN AN BT BE T . AERN, XN & R X
QOINMAF 540 T H B LA SLUE S 28 T 1P
WL 38 G TS R AT BA R B T 1A BA B BT S
BRI . X/NE IR ZE(2012)5E T 85 ANH A
FUFH 475 A B B BT ECE, 4T FIBA
i 285U L 45 57 3 S P BAAK R Rk 1T BA B 4
RASEmALH . FE . R o FEREQ012)HR T T
BT QB RE R L B P A4 %o B BA )
SURIEW , BHFE | B ERLMEEFE
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QOT AR oz~ b A8 i, ke 1 Ak M
BANTIHEA | w23 B2 A 5 T B A 397 =2 [V ) 52 i G
Fo RIRE . KR . ERAEF Q015D T
& P BN 5 50 sl ok A BB ek iy s, 3 e 3R
T B SR A VR R IR AL R T VR
A JEG AT IE - (2013) 4 A Ak £ I 45 BRE %
FHRAE IS, BRI T T BA PR 2 0 2 Xt AT BA
BTG WAL . 6. BB R K
FIRFUR(2015) Ak A T 905 48 1 52 B 14 A 1
WIT T 25 T 0k A 77 %R A IS B X P BA B
pALSpAlTS

T3 — e S MR T B BRI A0 5 2R 8 17
St A BA AN BE T 52, 514N, Taggar (2002)%
B, AN BRI RE D = 15 GRS S A BAJZ 1 i £
B HE 1 3% B A BN A BT AH 5C i B2 (team-creativity
relevant process) I, N, whaSE AL, H AL
RAT A, 22U, Hoever, van Knippenberg, van
Ginkel 1 Barkema (2012)% i, [P\ FE14:FI A
A D3 4 L 55 SR 24 (perspective taking) K 3 7] 52 1
AT BNBIHTRE J7 : 22 A BA S 199 MO0 A5 SR 490 f 1) 4 vy
B, 1T BA 22 P X6 P A8 B ) 7 A T[] 520
2 1T A 50 %) SO R A A 1) AR B, T BA 2 R
X AT BABHT BE 1 52 AN &35 . Tsai, Chi, Grandey
Hl Fung (2012) % 3R, 24 ELAX 4 A AT AR AR I
AT BN 7 TE 17 24 % i I, AT BA T TR 17 2 A 2 %o A
BA B B B 7 AR ) S . AEEN, A
SR AN ZEHT R (2011)38 550 57 AT BA(FL 7 538 4
VA GO R I A, R0 T MBS 25 i+t 22 2
iR Y IRAC R (R R Zil INCIE A I 7] o
AR FIXS 25 (2014) B BIF 58 SEUE 5 4% 1 1002 S o
Xof A BABIGBT SR80 52 e o v RR 5. (2016)
V3 28 o 3t Ak A [ T B BF R 42, 9 T
DU THTARAT %8 AT AR B8 521
2.3 FBASCAL 214 % B BA 61 T 0 52 M iff 53

it A S A SC Ak 2o R 1 5 T BA A1) 3 14 2 el
KR, BN TA-BWFTREE ., Wo¥HEIA
iy BN Z2 R0 ) TG0, e A B 5 Kk S AT BA

SCARZ FEE 2o A ] 2157
2.3.1 PASZ 1t % 4 1 3t 2] A € 3 B9 IE 150 52 i
R

Chua (2018)AYAF ST K B, AMMATE AT REAE U1k
ZREPE B 2 P 4% 12 32 1) 5 SCAR AR S I B ARV
FH {5 B Sarala Fl Vaara (2010)3% T4 )2 1 /)

W R, TEAFIFM R, Al 2 [\ 03k
22 5t NG 23 X MR 3 K P 77 A 2R . Zhan,
Bendapudi 1 Hong (2015)f0AF5E 42, 3258 %
T SCAK Z2 RE M R BIB A 5 22 LA 36 B — B0 25
W, TTHESE BT AISE b B A AN [R) 25 0 () 22 B
FERE SR SR Ty T ARG o fth AERS A1 SR Y
AR RE, 4 OB RO SC Ak 2 M 1 (ethno-
cultural diversity)X 7 A RG2S LZHEPE(EE R
Fi [ 531 R e 26 4 )y TR 11%) 22 R )RR A IR 2 2 A
P (cultural diversity), iz HE )2 M EHHE, &
BSC A B B 2 B S BB R AR IE 1) R )
Harvey (2013)fHF 5542 FISEE0 /0 7 %, B00E TR
2 L 235 1 A BARE A BT PE WS R RE 7, 2 T
M A AA#T . van Knippenberg 55 (2004) 5%
P T A& 2515 BN T #E18 (categorization-
elaboration model) H TR i1 B A X i £ kE1E 5
PAGTRLZ B Y OC R o AT 96 th 22 APk 25y A BAATY
RAFE AR 5B MR A, B
A W T A BA AR TE 220 R R AR
2.3.2  FIBASTE % #E 1% x5 ] BA 61 T B4 £1 =) 52 g
M=

Leung Al Wang (2015)09#fF 55, R At SHA
RS, BIR  f1 BE 3 A T A1 BASC A 2 B
PR T A BN 7 1 S s A AT i, EIBA
SCAL R 2 T B B 3 A (03 180
1353 ) L Bt SCA IR AT A4 7= A, 18 52 1) A A g
B Z (A B AR A SRR G, fe 26 5% i 141 BA B i
J1o MATHR L, AR B A 8 R A A Ak 2 R
PN A BABIH ) 56 R A IR /E A . Chua (2013)
MW 5T B A2 4 Hr S e = HF S I i, 48
H AN SCARL AY AN FITE (ambient cultural disharmony)
SRR R A [ S A b A 2508 5 IR 1 g
BEMTI0HIARGIET . AMARIIA AR SO 22 1] 22
SEARTTJR R, 76 B R ¢ & rhole P A1
F. Giambatista il Bhappu (2010)fg #5545 i, %
Bt n iR A 2 Ay R, i 22T
Ak A BA B9 81 3 7 7 . Dahlin, Weingart FI Hinds
(2005) W5 45 i, AT BA B B ) 16l O3] 22 M 1 2
BN BRI AL 23 328, (45 AT BA P 8 B 3 A
Mz B 255, 2T A NFEA S e
233 HXZ#H#MHSHANIFMEMNENEE

M=

A 5 T A ST AL 22 B P ST 52 e DAL BABIGRTE, 2
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FARARGT T — A N2 E AT E R, Hd,
Shin I Zhou (2007)#R 15 1 A1 BA B 455 KU 75 2 4
PS5 BT APH & T A I EH] . Stahl
ZE(2010) I BFGEXT 108 AAH S WIF 5% 11 S I &5 SR it
57 IC0 M, S5REB, AL —Tr =
AT 5 v R M AR A A S A, i T R R R
(process losses), T >3 —J5 i <338 3 $2 =5 A1 1 7 AN
W, ki BRI SR (process gains), fBAITIAK
AR A AR 1 7 AR A A T A B AR R 1 R
Wi ATt T — 28 AT REAE A BA SCAL Z A M AN
BB O F b AR T AR TR A2 A, 40 AT BA A,
P BAAFE I 55, SR ER T AR AS Bt AN A [ R, JF
WA FF I, Shin, Kim, Lee Fl Bian (2012)3 T
68 /Nl 316 4 5t TLBFFR R, AR B1H
P A TR AL R SRR P A 40T 1) 78 R 45 KUK, TR
P AR S22 SC AL 22 FE A NSRBI O 2R e 1 1) 37
TR, BRI ECA 2 P A 53 AR BT R A TR AL fE R
e, VAT BA U A 728 R 5T g R g, AT AR J2 S
2 FEPEA 2 XA BB 77 A2 IE 18] 20 . Leung
1 Wang (2015) 5T AR IE A H BT 1 BA 3L
2 Mk 5 R Z M A AR, AT A
JFIEE AR, AR A A S7 1 v] REAE Ak
ZAEIE 5 A AN TR A 1 O & ol A T AR
234 HAP\XUEZHMSHANGIFENHNEE

s

A 2 B BASCA 22 M X T 3 52 e 7 P L
KT N 3 e P I e NI 3 ey s e
1 (social identity/categorization) (Tajfel & Turner,
1986), WA= H B H T B LB WA
(intercultural difficulties), TA AR SCALZ [RI7EHr
DL AL 2 e DU 1) 22 57, 2 S B0 SO AL B
YA R, 1A% (Gertsen & Sederberg, 2011),
HE T 5 MR A BRI B o AR 23 A TR B198 (social
identity) (Williams & O’Reilly, 1998), Carton F
Cummings (2012)#2&1, 7EZ 0 CHAIBN, SCib
W J2 R A AE 23 R BOMT Fh B 1 B 3 ) 8, — 2
B0y B (identity threat), XF THIBAR R T &, H
M SCAERER B AATE 2R A= 0 A 2 S S i iy
JECEERT I SE R U o 4 P AR D1 IRz B A 7E
BA HF A SCAE B 0 32 B0 O inE, Al T2 A e s A
B3 By, BE HAL 7 SO AT . By
JERE 2% 5 R A A 1) A IR, TR e 23 A A 2 3
Hi A W R AR AT B AT S o S T DR F B SC

R PR, A B AE AT BN b 43 =2 B 2 R
FARTE, 1o AT BA At 1 53 SR A6 B 19 S 15 (Harvey,
2013); —J& 5432 (identity fragmentation), [
BA B 572 22 [1) ke = el (4 S04k B 1y 23 AR AIAT 148 B
B9 P BN B 40 DA () JORn AT AT BRI o Al AT 198, &
G N N N R e B ST € i i RS
BRRHOG, FRATTHE ok 17 1) i 2 i FR A R S Ak B
Py BEfs . Bn oo S8R T EA BN A B K
RS, AT AS TR A Y AE R A 4L BN R AT
(Bock, Zmud, Kim & Lee, 2005), #2455 615 .
2.4 HEXARTER

ZEMAMENIMFR RN, HXH
IR S5 A — B IR, AT A an 7 [A)
HARRMTERASRT: H—, CFCEAER Sk
ZHE S A S RIS T, RS — B
Wo — T, FEAN R QA F AT 50
G, X RE ) R 23 A AN [R) B AR R RN A, Rt
AT REAE WA B, A TE 2 R R, HES)
BIHT, Mo —JrH, WA F4 L B A S 24
PES AR A BN oh 5 | (R AT FEHLAE R, PRt
Z3RE MR AR RN AE R, BHAS AR . FRATTE A X
1 BA Ak 22 46 1 19 A e W 9T 64T A 5 R B, &
T2 H AR 45— B0 2B R 7L T FTBA
SCAK 22 RE M ) BV AE BRI & 7 VR AR B M, R
W, FEADRFE T, RATH B e G A BA Ak £
HrSMETEF. F2, ARANCEH
5 1 B A58 18] 0452 i WL T AT o il — 20 R
Ao BAXTHIACCZHEMENIE, T2 RA
SAENSILA . MRS E, oA R RS
AR LA AR B A FE P 0 R A RE TR 2 [R] B 52 I
KR, AU KZ R — R Ak e B A
A SC Ak 2 B 1 X T B A B B S2 M, SR T, van
Knippenberg 45(2004) 4 i1 i+t 23 7326 —1F 2 T
FRISHESL, T\ BN SOk Z2 R PR X 1T BA &5 R 1) 5%
I i L R i R 15 K P e R S e
VO HEHR 7] B 25 52 1 i PR AT i) B IG5 1 O 2R 19 A
G o B, FRATTHEAE A 55 v X it ) A0k
T — IR ARGT . 5=, OA T T BA
SCAR Z PR 5 P BA T 56 3R Hh A9 17 B R R
At —2E, ARSI, A TR A E AN
PR TR TR 2 S LA & 5 3R ) R BA AR (P 45
T 98 B 7 Ak ) W 7 T P s e L A SCAk A S
AIBNBIH R E R R R .
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3 W

ARB OB s ETisrd-
& BN T (categorization-elaboration model) Y Fit
WA, TEE P B\ SOk 22 R M ) B0 A 20 R0 43 2345
HE, 32 FH SRR A 7 VA A 50 B BA SO Ak A 5
BABIHT 2 DG ZR, 48 7 T BA Sk 22 4 P X6t 141 BA
BB W ) PIFR AL AN R A5, SR Al A5 Al
G 2 5T SO DRI i 6 ke AR AL e S
AESEN, BARNE, ARENPEE bR AT
VAt A LT 4 A~ F BEROLE 1),

(1) 3 E S Z R BRERR, &
A1 BASC AL 22 R P ) XU S £ 3

(2) a3 A1 BA Sk 24 1 5 T BA R Y 5
KR AN FERZ WAL

(3) MBEIBA B &, R A SCfb 2 HE 1:
Xef P BB 7 52 il £ 300 L 4 Ak

(4) MHEIBNAMR I &, SRR E A SOk 24 1
Xof T A3 52 1 ) 301 B 4 o
3.1 WRER—: FNXHSHEMEMNIEIRIERK

ERFA

AR 1 v, FRATTE XA S R AT
B, RS EMTREG LA -0 E
LR B A T 1 BASC Ak 22 R 1 1 TS AE B RN
AR, RILFEARF R RS, RATRE T
— A BUYE FE B R E 485 7 i AT BA S 2 A
FATHe AL R 43 Sy 3R )2 A 2R PE RN R 2 3C
T ZFEERI AN, I AE BL IR I & A Sk

BER=. WAL

ZAEVE R XUAE BE R, DT 58 38 2 AR S0 AT BA SC
e Z ML E ORI

VAT A Fh 2k 19 AN [ AT 55 i 5% 3 (] 4 i 1
B BIFR N B SCAE ZHEPE(Cox, 1994) Bl 4
BRETE— AL R, OB 22 1 Ak T 4 M TH:
FHE B NRBEAA, PR AR BT b i SO 24
PERERAT T Z OG0, IF B2 EIhrads
B, HHTA T BN S 22 R TE A Ml i 52 0 1)
B, R 2 Rz — e B NS 2 HEE S
BB R R M, CA BB~ X AT 1
—EMRR, R TA-BWE, —Ir
1T, 553 I T ¢ B P BA SOk 22 1 vk 2 A1 3 AT BA )
#(Chua, 2018; Perry-Smith & Shalley, 2003; Stahl
et al., 2010; Tadmor, Satterstrom, Jang, & Polzer,
2012), T3 —J7 i, WA A B A SO 24
PE 20 AT BRI 7 A= 670 1w 52 W), 5004 5 1) 1 52 e
%%XE%(Kirkman & Shapiro, 2001; Winkler &
Bouncken, 2011),

ST O AT BA SO 22 R 15 AT A ) 5C 3%
BIWEIE BT AR —S0 25, FRATE B IS SRk
PR BEAl BRI AR AR FISAE S E IR
VB A — B B B R S BT R A e A — B
FEFER, H55%, NEX L, A gE—-15
. ZHEBEIME . BRI TR IEA R
DO T HABRE R B RRAE . B A S SCIL G A
THHA, Ho AR BRI, Hak 20 B 2E G T
AR A — D 2 R R I RS, R,
2011), ERLAESN IR Y B, AT

P BA Py A T2

o FAERLE &

* BBAA T
{“éj ““““““““““ L BT i
LB | T | RESRERME > R kg BT B
Ll X - | | \ |
i i i, DAL i i v /////, ilNG i
|| = | wEERE | EBEEIT 5 !
L__4_________________}J | e ]

FH NS A it

* VHBARIH 5t

& [ AR B ]
M. SR A
& 1

HIEHFFAELE
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& MR AREAE, WSS N AR S,
DATHE U2 T B i M (008 LAy =04
Wi Z R B AR OGS, HE AR G0, HA A
5k EAEARE . B, Max —FBHESE L &,
TATN A SIS LR, REEESEN
FHE— A BERARR U . S T S AT A S e ST Ak
B PR, FRATTRE Rl 25 08 F RS GERE, XA
FIE 4> [H1 b 220 T 13 AT BA R 53 TR ) Sk 22 7o IR,
PO LAE A B SO 2 HEE BT A B, BB HE SR
AN S AR — O R EORNA R IR A —
HFERE . K5 F TR BA A 19
T EEE . RGAE R Z SRR ke D 1 P A SC
L Z#E 1 (Bell et al., 2011; @stergaard et al., 2011),
117 27— 08 53 AF 57 J0) >R P A1 A RS 5% 1989 SCARAN (B
{5 AN AR 2 SCARRRAE SR I 2 (Kirkman & Shapiro,
2001; Winkler & Bouncken, 2011), _[iRFIZEAA]
R0 B 7 ¥ T RE 2 BRI A5 RAFAE R 22 57
. FRATARALN R 2 SO Bk H 58, ik
O A — SR BR () Q35 5 ) SR i Sk 2 RN,
BATHE S A R FAE LTS s 5 BRI BA R 5, b
AT A AR R ) SCARARAE o {5 G 2R = 42 AT BA AR 57,
Sy A EE L BTG S RENRE, BRI
Wil, ERIZEE EAEEZE S, HAEZE S
WA SRR, MATAE S (WS EHfE S
KES . BT, (R — 2 B 00 F5 b il
A SCAE Z HEE, 7T RE 2 BTSSR AATEROR
W25, I FRATIN g, DS A Bt , FRATTHL
X 22 )2 AR 2 SCAR I LA DX 43, S K 8 S 1 2
— AT E AR HEESTR A, LABT 1E ST SR A iR

K, 7EABFIE hF A8, FBASCi 24
PR R AN 2 TR AL . 3R 2 UL 2 HE M (surface-
level cultural diversity) iR = 3C 4k 2 4 44 (deep-
level cultural diversity). Bi& TERE S . FFAE A
FR ¥R RERSR . RZLEZHEMEZREBA
B G TE—SE W) SRR I, WA L R R
T MATTEM 22 5, X — B MRHIES TILE;
TR JZ A Z2 A D 2 48 A A 03 ) 7 T2 9
RS . AR 45O BURRAE J T AFAE 1 22 5, 31X —
2 TR A 38 S Sy SR BB H LI B, 2
aod I ) 553 A I 7 X DA A AR 5 I
FAT T K] & 0 A P BA SC AR 2o R A R A E
F ., KIE DeVellis (2016)AY A, B8, FATH7E
CER AT A AR b, S DA 5T

Frfd Ay R H, TR 4 B . T
H A BA AT 48 4 3 3 T — SR R M I i
A, WA 2 PR =, FRATIAE 2 Kis A FIT
JEHAR AL B, 8l — X — R VIR . B
N TR AN FF R R S R A O X, SRR E R
— PR E AL B SCAR R BT g A A
SR, AWM ZE S =, EBETARRR T
2 2% H A/ N2 D5 R AR 9 S H 2T R 2R 4
%, BIHINE L KT S5 H I, A gl i el
Wik B0, PeE—E B MR A AT (R 45
M, Ao al 45 005 B AU S48 4R, YR RIELT
. BJa, AEA TR R T R
W, I3 5 g0 T vk PR 43 A RSO RE A B, 4 PR U
R RNEERRUE . TR 2RI
B, ARG — R Blau (1977)4 H i) A S 52
PRI 7 o 33X — 7 Ik © 8 A OC AT 5 8 ks SR
(Kearney & Gebert, 2009), EAKAK T .
D=1->PR’

Hrf, D wHEIBASCib Z R L, P ARAR
— ARG R A BA R 5L Y LA, 1 AR ER T BA RS
[ SC A4t B % . D IRUELYE FELE 0~1 Z (81, 0
REFANNAFEAE 2T, | REFAANZE TR,
AT A 2 AR SO 2R I v, 3
KA ERAK,
. EEE
. R
o Pk

TR
¢ ER

REM
E 2

Z
Nz

Ltk

BASCAE
EZiaks

* AL ER
(BRI BEES |
£ E D)

* =i

» JALtesE

K2 BFEb— . ATEA SO 2 R B U4 JEE B

3.2 FARERT: FPASCIL SR 3T ] BA B Y

S0 K PRI

WRAEAT SR 1 BB HESR, FRATTH AT BA ST
WZREVE TR IR RIZ SRR, D
VT BN 5% fE—LE B 2 g S J 1, I I | R
W ST AR 22 5%, MIRIZ ST Z REdE, 1D
Fi3 AT A RS 52 [B) 70 %2 O (B L A A 26 B R
MEJTHAFAE R 28 5 o ATERTSE i TOREERIZ IR )2
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XA YRR — AT B S, LS
LA SCAL AT, BT USSR T A —BH 5
s, HILENRE R 2 b, AT LT AN
P A A SO 2 A P AR BEAE S, SR <4t &
Sr2K—{5 B N1 (van Knippenberg et al., 2004)f
S, AR R B S S 5 IR Z S0k
Z2FEMEXT T A BABI B B s e S P ZERILRT (IL I 3)

REM SR N 7| AR5

\N 7

X
, / \\\ v FH BA BT
BB LR SN FBAfE ST

HE: —> FERRBRE > KEWARE
B3 APt — . <tk -5 B T mpL

B, AN RIZE S SR 20 AT BL B
B A R, KRB SR, FERdE M
AR 7ETE T . EEE . RIGSE s EE S,
X2 S AE A N TAE AL Y T 5858, Hithe A
PRER AL B M A A S R FOR i KAt 23 43 ML
Y At 25 43 25 BB (social categorization theory),
BA B 5% 238 AT 2Z ) B AR LR A 22 S M % B
C T At S RT3 25, XA e
(in-group, BFFAT)AI<BE 4 N (out-group, HJIfth
i), MATE X5 [ O BA M ERIE R
A T g 0 D A RS AT o 24 5% AR AT BA B E R E
O T [ R 3 5 B A A [ 6 8 A, Al (T4
2 HARHE L IE A A, PR AEE K E
1R, IR RS ATV @ Moy 55 AH S, BT
2% 5 A C B 2 A0S0 REAE Y T BA K 5L AR R
“BISNN, SR —E R R, IF H, KR A
I 5| (similarity attraction) B, 7E[R%E &4 F,
P BA B 53 254 1) 0 OB T 2 A URR AR 9 A
— R TAE, FEAERXFEMNSE SRS, ]
AEARAF T 2 IE Rk, T A S A
AR TR SCAL TS 50 N SESEMBL, D5 ke 1) B 7 A= B i 19
NTEL PR 5 ABAT— & TAESE Riiits, bl
HW 5 F1, tHZEPIA, Hillsheger, Anderson Al
Salgado (2009)7E i 145 5 1 BA G147 5% i (K] 2 1) 70
AT ST b 2 B, AT BA 2 T A 25 R s o A
BAAN T =t s o BT LA, 36T R RE, FATIA
R ZTC A B BN N HR 2325 5 77 A Ak 25 40 R 7R,
SEABNA A NAR IS . YRR FRER

] PR Sy 2 2% 22 S5 100 7 26 B P R p 2, Al A] 22 T
MR B 2SI . A S Z B m, i
A BRI 45 B Ak #R, A Bk,
PEFRATT AR 1 NI AR

BRI% 1: A2 SCAb 2 R % AT BB B B
I

fBI& 2: HARIZ b2 RSt 5] & A
A A 2 3 286 i ik 5383 A A 2 T, DT 7 1) 552 )
Zil IR

i —Jr i, AT, HARZ Scfb 2 R
23 0F A A3 77 A AR R AR SO 2R
P2 AR A A RIFE R 2 P E A L 5 A5 0
HURRAE O 10 AF AR Y 22 5 o ARIE AR S0 TR S
(information processing theory), 1B\ T.4/Eid Fe sz
B — N 7E A1 B2 0 #EA T 5 B A« St . 3SR
IR A R R o P A T AR R A IR B T
PR A S0 B o o, 775 T 9 i AU ) B ke
T 1A B 14 4 44 1 S e ik —— BV 4 44 PAT BA R 7
PR LR ME B o M TR — SOk TAERIBA, £
T SCAK A BA A A 34 1 SE 76 T AT BA S A A 6% Ay AT A
TAEERHE N Z R R w5 B . 7R SO T A
, H T BB B B A AN R SO s, PR AE
186 A BA T ARAE 5 15, A ATT 23 A4S A I SCAR R A
ik, Ut on b S A E B . XL S 7E R
BAJZ T JR B R 5 ER U, 1 F BT (5 Bk A
)2 A BABIE i R oAb, BRSOk
T 5110 B B3R T ] — 7] REL A AS T) ) 00 A RO
K AR A AT BB AE A BA N8 7 AR AT 55 oh 58, AT 55
o€ Al E S J2 A A B R Y R
(Hillsheger et al., 2009) £ P BA B 53 38 3 A [R) W&
ARt RE T, B 44 B A T G e At B 5 A R
BB, S0 TAEESHETE I IRA NI
FE, DUE - H A B30 i FR 4, AT 98
Ao, R —B BB L . et
VB 3B 145 B e = F B Sh 3 m, —JriE, Ao
G TE IR AN G 1 3 AR b onT REAR TR AR B
MR, 53— 7 I, AR R T AR 55 i 3
fife 2 e I AR P AR LR AL, 15 B AL FRIR AR L
PR, PRI R T e SR BT, R i o
I R8I e AR T 58, ARAR HE HLANHTME W ARYL . Chua
(2018), Niebuhr (2010)F01 Stahl £ A (2010)#HF5T
WK I, BN SO 2 B 2 by 1A B s ok o
Z T VR B o AT BA B 5% [0 388 o A8 O A 43 =2
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FR, BEAT WO A I, AR AT BB AR B
A RETE TR L, AT 2 AT AR AR ) 38T . diE UL,

FRATHE AN fBei
BRI 3: WIBATRIZE SO Z R X AT A 15T .
A IE R

BRI 4: HAIRIZ SO 2 R 2338 a5 ) A
BAAR BT, i A2 2 A BABI 3T o

A P, FRATTX TG s AR I A,
FERHU T EE:

(1) HBABIHE : X F I AGB i, AR
JH1 Shin 1 Zhou (2007) )i i 75 1k, 17 AT BA 15 %
T TS B B BAHEAT P43 o AT BA 0 04 AR 5 i 1A
IAL 0 Atk A 0L 1T BA B B8 15 100 LE g, %ok T AT BA Y
BARTE B MR M =, E 1~5
ST . 1 A REAEE ALY, 5 R E
W, REMENELE W, SHEAF AL, &
AR I T BA = A BB AR B A Al 2 SR
4 B DN i 7 46 T BABIRT I 5 Th L k) 2 3
ZAEH, BATR & WA E B (van der Vegt &
Janssen, 2003; Zhou & Shalley, 2003), JF H., ¥
B TR, ARAE T IRATE S S SEUE R R &=
WEFE g — D 5 1, B AR 9 i

(2) FABANAE a2 AT F RIS 2%
Byl i, 208 Meyer, Shemla 1 Schermuly (2011)
PO 7, Lk AT B B Y 4 A 1T BA B Az 21 1
1 BB 53 8] 1) = T SC A2 57, O X 22 S5 AR B
T, 1| ARRBZEREEANE, 5 TREER
AEFAHE o 7E = ARRAE L ARAT 43R 5 0 AT BA R R,
B B E R FE &5 25

(3) FAIBME BN T XFF A B B Tl
i, AR Kearney Fl Gebert (2009)% [JH k&
1 4 FHMEER, RATE BB AR A O
BN TAEH B SEPRIRZ TR 2, 76 1~5 43 Z[B4T
a5, 1 A ARRIEEARE, 5 A URIEF FE, A%
PRI 2% B . ()P BARL 52 2 2 FF 7 S R,
VI AR (2) B BABL 51 2347 40 2% 18 4360 B 5t 32
HEERELIES DU
3.3 MRERZ=: FABNSTL S HE M3 F A I FT %2

M Y P9 B8 55 1

TR 3 v, FRATTE Se AT BB A
MEZE K, R AR5 BN %0 fE 1 78 A SC
A AP 55 A BA BT 5C & P R s, LA
T, FRATHR L P BN Z2 AR A5 A R AT B RIS 2 ) A

VAT A SC A 22 R 5 AT A BB 1) 5 28 2 9414 1
M 1B AR BB HE L 1 15 T A5 (LI 4).

Zi [N R
& FAERAES
& FIBARTE R

HBA AL Rt > P BAEH

K4 BFFeside = PIBASCALZ X P AR 52 mi i
TN S A A

331 BN EZHLESNATIER
ZFEA(E & (diversity belief)JE48 AMITHEZ K
TREE [ AHAE R 23 H AT gy Sk o (8 1Y &
(van Knippenberg & Haslam, 2003), Z¥1LE &5
HIAN R, AR ETBA Z R A M (B, 23X ETA
RIBTHERGE W, [RZ, 2SI
DA BA 2R PR R AOGS B, AR R s
s FI AR . B, MRz R A 2L
{54, 252 mafh X A BA SC A 2 R 2 0 A 2 L
£ A B9 2 B van Dick 45 A (2008) 76 fb AT 4
Foe i kB, MMER Z AR &S B BN Z Rk
SHEA &G AR ZREEM. SBBRA £
FEAAR AR, H A 22 1 2 1 1) 52 i) [T DA ¢ £y
UNCIRRITEYZNINE 22 2 ¥ it (1 i INE A e
2t 1) 5% A AT BA £+ 43 1A [F] . Homan, van Knippenberg,
van Kleef Fll de Dreu (2007)7E A fiTHY 32564 5%
WA, TEE B2 B, an 2R B 5t
W 2 HEAAE &, B AT iy T BASs 2s 4T,
i 645 B R BT Ak A A, BT BA ) 5 58 9 3 ) -
Az B ZRAE B . Ely M1 Thomas (2001)
FEAATT B BT IR 5T v AR B T 2S5 . Al
TR R, WA TR A I 3 5
W FEPEXT TAHL L R EZEM, Av R T
SACHME R AN C R, WA S TAEE
B, IR H AR EA M ERZ B E,
K FRATHE R, A1 BA 2 FE A0 A5 2 FT BETE |21 BA
Ak Z B 5 T BA B T 22 1] Y O R R R Y A
Ho MWCA R HE B SRS &R F BN 2 R0 3 5
SRR Sk, FRATAT DL R B — A E A AL
B YASRAE F 0 Exk 2 P 00 25 B AR AR B, O
R BB S 5 E A 2R, AN AH R S
FEPEAT Ao Bdn, Y AT BA s 510N R 2 4 PR A (B
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I, A AT 2 S E AR A Al SO T A8 AT BAAE
BB F T B AR AR ANE B, A E2E S, B
KA, DI [ B EREss, it — 2 FEEA
BRI . [z, 1A BARE i 14 2 REAL AR AR, )
FEE BB A A SO 2 RE M 3T AN R S AT
VERERANE, R HAE A bt 5 A ) R 7 A A
T BRI 4 FNAT A, TR I AT BA SO AR 2 AR PE S
AIBNEIHT Y 56 R o B IRATIR 1, B BA R
ZREAAE A 1E B BRSO Z2 R 1 55 A 1 26 R
TR IR AE, B A BA 2 AR S Al s s, A
BA B 5% 25 A T SO 2 RE M AN, IR ZEBTBA T
VR rP S AR N B SCREPEAT o PRI, RJZ AT BASC
A2 FEAE XS AT BRI (4 671 1w 52 W) 5t 25 1 — i€ R JEE
RS, RIZE SO AR A AT Y 1 ) 5
me U o gt — 2D B AR . Mk, FRATHR A0 T Bk

HS: A ZHEAE & A A SOk 2 R 5 1A
BABIHT 14 52 0 DG 2 Hh ke 55 AR T

H5a: WIA\ZFALE STERE XL ZHES
P AR5 114 O A% v ke 67 1) 3 55 4 T, BV A 224
A5 B, FRIZ S Z AR PERT B BA AN 1 £ 1)
AP T

H5b: FA Z R SR E b 2 e S
AT BN BT 9 26 & R E m R E R, BDET BN 24
A5 BB, TR )2 S 2 R M X A BA T A9 1 )
R R
3.3.2 BIAETE @A ET R

Higgins (1997, 2000) % H #4345 22 1 i
(regulatory focus) ¥ I\ & L AR it b e 2L 11
LR R Z— o B da MATE S I B bR i i 7 A
HHARMYES, BXST AMTTEA W H
ATl B BT 7 2L 15— 3 52 1] (promotion
focus) I i 1l %€ ] (prevention focus), HAIEHEE
AN, SGUE B B UK RIS L, A
VE R BRI P e Qe A B R A AR AR 45 2R I
T 5L AT B 8 5E [ K, OGTE A & 2 2R A 5T
S, HAS N T ) B U5 vh 7 ey sl 7 1) 45 2R
W RA Lo BARTEAERESE b, T899 € M K28
AR A2 T S B, H I O A 5 R
JHE PA BN T8 BT v e, I A B DAL A3 4 £ 37
TR 1] 23 o AT BN J T 1 45 SR AR 1 7 A AR
Levine, Higgins Fl1 Choi (2000)%) 3250 57 % #,
FA R 5E w1 g BTN, AT —THA R AT: 55
T 3 0 AL TSR g XS A G, T 7 0 A 1 ) AT BA D)

TE TAEH R I PR SF MR 47 Florack H1 Hartmann
(2007)7E AT AR TE L & B, AH Fb T2 3 € 1m)
R AT A, LA 19700 5 1) 7 AT BATE A7 L 45 A 55 114
T I8 e e ae A b B KUK MLk . Rietzschel
(01 1) W5 ) 4 B, 1T BA R AR 1) 910 35 7 1] 23 X6
VA A8 7 A 52 e, H AT AR 3 A 1] 1 T BA 2> A
S22 W A BNBIE AT DA, i AT 940 5 16 # AT BA DU
M AR XS BB AT o

PR FRATT Bt AT AR A f 90 4 5 ] 6 AT BA
AL Z RS A BRI A O R R T E T . B
Je, ANRIZEBL Y AR TR 22 AR Bl
BLAKF-, PRk 25 5 S50 AT P BA T v ) 22 S A
R, BAGEIEE 19 SHLAY AT BA K 53 25 76 A A T
A v 5T BN b 3 SR R Bl R 2, T B AR E )
SHLAY N F O L A MTHE. FrLAFRATA]
DI, 7ESCA Z R R AT BA b, f2 398 5E 1) Y 141
AR 53 2 1 36 SRBRAR A AT BR AR R, 25 G
SCAR Z AR PERE o AT B R 1Y 2 b, SRR M R
T BA AR 9 22 S A 05 L, DS R Ak 22 R 1Y) B3 [+
Weds, SEBELA S HAR. B, HAT B E 19 i 5L
B S SERLIE S D s N 2 o
PES g A BN AR o 22 5 B 202 vhge, AT 2
HEERE SR L R AR R AL, ANIR) R ALY R Y E
1] 3 2% 25 P A 53 SR AN ) 26 B Ay i Ik R, ik
5 W A% T P B Z2AE P R0 LS 2647
Mo van Knippenberg, van Ginkel 1 Homan (2013)
FRIBIF SR I T A A B Ay B A R D
PR b2 o 1 ) T A 2 SR S AURR, AR 3 1 Y
ANATR Ry B DG TE L, B A2 X g 1 R 25
SR i ET SRR AT, AT SO 2 AR
g AT B A [+ g oty ke BRAR R B B9 520 o %o 42
HEE 8] WA AT, Al 23 B G T 2 A M ok O 7R
W, JF 9 — B SR e A Z A 2 455 T
77 00 T ) A DU 2 T OG22 A ) 9 A 2
M T 7 B R v T T sl A B 1) 2 2R Y kAR
Fo AR TRATHED . B AR g T BN, TR
R B2 TR SR R AR, SO UL 2 AR AT
KM FRB R, 5 20K SO Z2 AR MR 4 Bl 141
BAK JE Y B e, 8% 185 22 5, G SR AT BRI
s KA HH B, BAT B E 15 Y AT, 208 130
B IR AR AR Qe i A R 2 AR B KA B, BEOG
TESCAE Z PR VA R O TH AR i, TR I TE 22 90 30 fk
AR EREE ey, AT AR (R 2 1 i Xl XU AR 7 1) 45 28 114
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U, 7ERIBAAT N BT LRSF . 45, FRAT4R L an
TR

H6: AR 7 ) 75 B BA SO Ak 24 4 5 T BA
IR P A R

Hé6a: BA i@ a I FIBN, H3RJE b2
4 5 P BA AR 8] 4 B0 1) 52 M0 DG R Sk 5, AT IR
JZSCALZ R 55 AT BA AN 8] 9 1E [ 52 0 G R 258
HAOR

H6b : AT B e m B, JLRZE
4 55 AT BA A (8] ) 40 ) 52 OC R S B HG a, TIR
JE S04k Z2 R 55 EE AR ] A0 1 ) 52 0 O R 23 1
T35 o
3.4 FARAEIRIY: FBN STk S HE 3 F B QI 2

B o BR I8 7 & 4

IR 4, FRATNE AN Y15 55 B
Rk, B A BN B 5 A A BA S G B 1) 7T fg
1E B BASCA Z FE 1 5 BB 1Y 5¢ &R e 7 1 4R
FH, iR T 3 R B AE B0 SRS A 44 (L
Kl 5).
3.4.1 SMERRUET R IREOIETI(ER
BAR H FTARA D5 A B Y 3 ] AR i 5t
P, B A BB BT i A BA 5 550 I 1t ke
T AR B2 1B B 5% ma o AR B L BA % AR IR 5t
(performance feedback) [ #H & B 5% (van Dijk &
Kluger, 2011), FRATE A AGIH I B Lo« MR
BN X T BA TAEAE G PE 7 1 i . 3K
T3 — 2045 A BA BT S 5% 43 Sy L T R 5 R 47 T
TAPAZS, IE TR B X T A1 BA T A AE QB i O T
PRI, 45T Rk 8 8 MHEE; T A7 T 2 i ROXE

THTAEERIFE T E R, 45T HK . &
TE LI

DI KRB IR B, BisUR 52
i 2 A AR B 15 RO NN, T S e A4 Y T AE BB
FAT M o AR5 15 25 35 1 B 18 (affective events
theory), A M TAEF S5 A RE TAET ™
AR [ P I TR S N7, T 0 155 U s o 2 S it o L
el 5 W) B 5 ma A R B AR AT O (Weiss &
Cropanzano, 1996), 4AMKIRAT 1S 152
WA, MRS EENAS . KBS
1528, HEMAS A TAE A0 M AT o (an s B
A0, B Z 7 AR B MR o) A s A 7 AT Ry i YA
PRRAS 0 R SR IE M B, A2 7 A a4
T SEREMAR 26, 1723 1 B A %o 28 2 1 1 Uk
AU, I 2 A 2N RAT N E SRR AT
(Belschak & Den Hartog, 2009),

R FARAFFE, FATHR L AE SO E BA
1 AR AT 1) B38BT g £ T A Uk 2 Mk
AIBNEIHT 2 R RIETTEM . Bk, BETIHYS
P8 (affective events theory), AS[w]PEET AT
YRS A T TARIE 46 Ms 2247 ik 2 Rk
R, AR T IE WA BIHT s BRET, HTAZE
12377 AR TE Z B IR, a0 2% TR, XAt
P IE [ 175 8% s Lk AT BA A 03 % S Ak 22 R 1 7 A B AR
WA TTAN, X AT A 77 A5 T 58 A ) i SRR RN %K T
] e I A o, 5% 2 B A T A el e 43 2 SR R
FHEHS B I S Re AT 2, i A 2F T AR, A
B, MBS T S AR ST, A2
FEA R Z I R R, AHE | R ERAE, AR

Zi[ 0 Y et
& BRI RS
L QN gl

!

RIS AEN: | — ZilNclET > P AT H AT
- — - —  \ N J
Y Y
WL i 1F)2 IFTE]3 I )4
Wl g U A A& A6 P A BT
330 Pt ] PRI SR
1] — | n = || —— N | 1| m——

5 BIFFERTHLIT DA A SO 20 A A X AT BA A3 5 e B S 0 S Sk
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AT B2 Lk P A B 53 %67 BT I %) 1A A 7 2 A 1) ST
I AT AN R A A A A A AR AR AT R o
HeAh, FT A E B AL PRI (team  information-
processing theory), 1 BA 5 5%t & 5% M A1 BA {5 5
A MBINE T MEZT R Y E ARSI
WE ] R AB A, BRI 23 BE A ] SC Ak R 1 R
AT 52 5 0 A BA 2 >0 A7 SR i FR AR G T, AL I A,
SN TAE BB I AR M3 A, TR il I 1T 58
ko 024 B BAARAS 1 S0 PEH Sl Gl B, BAAR
G2 % AT BA N A S B A O 2 AR R B, T
X SCA AR B 7 AR AR 1 AN, BRI A O AE
AN TAEF A . T UL EJEE, LA B
T

H7: PN AN ERAT 00 Q8 S 5k, 7 AT BA SC
A Z 1 55 T BA BT A5 e O R R IR 1R F

H7a: WA B AP ERAS B BT S Bk 1F
M), D3R 2 SCAk 2 PR 5 1 BA A3 [ 1) 171 1) 572 i)
KRS, MR ZE SO Z 4 55 B BA A 5 )
) TE 1) 500 DG R 23 B TR

H7b: 405 A B SMERBRAT BB 58T I i 1
], DR 2 S0k 2 A 5 T A A [ ) 17 1) 52 e
KRR, W2 2% 5 B A H E
) T 1) 5 10 O 3R 23 B U ES -
3.4.2 HIAEEEERET R

AT BN 25 G i 1] RV P A A — e A ) 1]
S Harrison (2002)(HF5E 48 i, Bl A1 BAEE &
A 1] R 3800, T BA PN A T B R S A A5 B R Mg,
PAT BN P 118 26 12 1 Al 23 A — T 2 119 3R )2 SCAKRRAIE )
B2 AL AR AY . Harrison, Price Al Bell (1998)
MR L & B, A Sk 2 R 1 Y A T 5
2N A2 W98 55 . Sacco Al Schmitt (2005)LA K
Chatman 1 Flynn (2001)7E A 5% )2 30k 2R A
AT BA 25 SR AR (R 9 bl e R, i I D Y 4
)7 304k 25 57 06 1A BA 25 B AR B Y 17 1) 52 A 4
BURIEAS, VR 2 SRR PR X 45 AR 1 0 5 ma
e e St i

T UL RS, FRATHE L AT BRSOk Z2 A PR X
A1) 5 119 5% e 7T fig 2 Wi AT BA B 5 B ) A AR
o T5E, F ARG R) A8 N B s R 2 i AT BA s
G B[] P 185 1 b, RO AT A G 5% T 1 15 A
iz B, HEmE A R T AR B S
FANHT o TERBI BN SZ I, T 7 BA R SOk
FEFRK, FIEIE AL, ERERF KR L

AT AERRRG, DR W SRR F B S A AL
DERRIATH 2, B EAFAE AR, AR T
T & P B A B 4540 o LRt P A 5 I 1] ) 36 4
P BA S 5% 6] ) A8 B B2 B TF, B il i AR
o EmamMEA . Iz # 2B A C
— IR T R ZMF B RS | R | B A5 ) i
Bt 2 2R A AT Y, PRI B T2 7 P AL
ik PR BHE IE A C A RIA IR, JE T AR R
JESCACZ RS AT BARET A2 . I L, Bl
BAJES 5 ) F 38 0, AT BA RS B2 8] A TARAE 55 19
TV RN AR B 2 B0 o BEE BT A e R
T, AL 2B R A H 5 T BAT B
fRE . BUSAA, A0 fE T AR AR
HELIARAT H A A BA G TR, Al Ao B RT BE
T VAT A A BB BEA T BE TR 2 I B9 A5 B AS i Aoy =2,
7 4FE 3y AT BA PN B2 Ui A5 B T A, AT fie
HETBANBIHT . DAL, FATTHR a0 s

H8: AT A SCAE 22X P BRI 0 522 e 23 il
VAT BN 5 BF TR i e A28 A o B AT BAJES 5
AR, 22 SCA 22 R X AT BA T 14 1 1] 52
Wi 2 S T U553, T AR T2 SC A 20 A o AT A2 )
T i) B M) 2 TR T 1 5

4 EipEWN

Fifi 5 AN W7 o ) Aok B PR AL R, Ak
AT BN 325 i 52 30 41 SCAb 2 R 1 A R i RN
BIEXFE R4 ] . Facebook 5 [ N AMAIA Ak A
5 SCAR AT BN THT 04 S BR 2400 AT BT, AT R B
VAT 2H 2R Ok 8 R A A SC A S AR PR R T Ak R
EMEZEN, P28 mE R A R
SCARTE 59 51 T REAE AT BA TAEH STRkB 2506
N A A, AT AR 2 P ARG o BRI, 4493 T BA
AR Z A X AT BA R Al AN A R e, R H R4
b 7 [ R Ak 2 e aek A8 v TED I 9 e b [m) 8, 38 DD RR
TR FX M R R AT R, AT A £l 4 B ST
BRIt IR T

TEE AT, B\ SCAk 2R 5 1A BT IR ¢
F A B R T R4 R S B A A, SR E FTR
FEH AR B R —BON . — i, AR E
I A BN SC Ak 22 B M 2 2 3 1T BA A58 (Chua, 2018;
Niebuhr, 2010; Perry-Smith & Shalley, 2003; Stahl
et al., 2010; Tadmor et al., 2012), KIE(EE 0 T3
& (information processing theory), & {14 H %
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A AR SCAR TS Sy 53 T2 2 AT BN SR 3 28 i 45
B AL A, LA R Sk T AR A e AR 4 A
FVGEUR o P BA B 533 3 A T A S v ) 38 i A
W, BEfSEE MBI R A E B RIR, I GE A5 AL
T BN 2 T8 A5 B 28T . A =R G, AR i BT BA
B3 (Perry-Smith & Shalley, 2003), i % —J5 1,
WA 223 K IR B SCAR 22 1 1 2 X6 [T BA A 7= A
1) R M, B PR ] A9 5 i OC 3RO 2 3 (Kirkman
& Shapiro, 2001; Winkler & Bouncken, 2011; Bell
etal., 2011; Ostergaard et al., 2011), HKIEHI LK 5]
Hif (similarity attraction theory)flt 434325 PG
(social categorization), MAZS X5 A & HA MM
FEAE R N RSB, DB FRAT, TR R Lk
5Aa B 2R ARER A “flAT, H it
AN 25 5 7 A/ NEVR IS, 45 /N R R
B3 AN AS T AR, T BELAS AT AR o

5T BRI S50 A — S Bk, ARSI
FRIS a1 R0 SCER PR 1 Al R B, SEORA 4
WA—BEIRTET . H A U 2 FE 4 0 3R AE
B iy O — 8, WHELR I ok UE, EE
TR T SO 28 SO 1 R 35 LG — LR, (HEEA
WS R—A R . 2B SR ER, BE
Y, 2011, EREEAEIR T SN WIERHE, WAadE
W AE XSS Y B R IE o AN [R) SCAL 4 8 =22 [B] AH L X
A, SMCHHEBCR, FERIR T SO AR YIRS 2R
MM, EF B SCAL ZREE I PR e R vh, 223
TIHRBE N SCIL 2 4 15 1 BS IA T R I &, K
LR Y e bR B SOk 2R, RIX A
AN [R) 24 5 ] ) B R £ 25 5, SR AT STk R4
SRR, EE . EEE . AW, WA
SO B . (R IPEE . IR IR) 4 B B 6 A AE i
Jr N PR R E R, 58 R4
W BN, S BA A AL A Bk A L
BETE BT A ] S8 (AN e RN B ), AN AR A i
B i SO 2 R O 5K, T A B A
ACE T AT AZES . (IS (a0
Y FA RE A R, PR S TR SRR L. AU IR
HETHHRIL BEER . BRI, X
F A BRSO Z B 9 B L8 AN O B P — 4
HI T, Rl A PR A—Bun FE
A

H ARG H, FRATHR e S R X T B BA
A Z A A S HE SR A G S AT AR, R
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R T LA SE b A A e Oy =K,
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RRYSNERE L, R . M IR ST AETE
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WRIZ M ELE {50550 BRI J7 THIA7 5 1) 22
5o BRATTRE BUA W58 - 3k R A S R A A
7 A AR B BRI AR, I BOR
Blau (1977)42 i 0 B\ S 2 DU i 07 =8, X F &
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R, X5 TP BASCA A A B TR 0 S R
IO [ I 255 b 3 A, XA A R 4 T B %)
H AT A O3 1) F) SO 22 S, S W A A S AL 2 R
B PR, [ - f5E e A AT D7 XA ] T S B
=B LS o

HE—25 4, 78 AT BN SO 2 B P 0 R 4 B B e
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IR A BT R Z R B — i B A X TP
HRIOCR AT, Wtk o2 8he . ARSI
Mg R RN TRIEAE, A WA SO 2 A X
T BT Y 52 e <A B BIAR, EEA WFTORA [F)
M EIR LA AT RS o MAEADESE T, AT E
WHIAT A2 3 26 —1F B Tk — 55 19 Be L
ffi(van Knippenberg et al., 2004), 2 F1ASCib %
REPE 2 TR I fih A k23 23 28 R0 B PR AL
i, R TS P ARG AR 25 AR . S5 AS
WFSEHE A0 LA B2 BRI HE SR, FRATT 42 ) B3R P e
HLA [ i A 78 T P B SCA 22 e 5 P A BT ) 5%
b RIECZHAE, Sk tt a0k
B, BE a2 ) AT BAA o i 2 PR A, T BAOR
TR E | EEE SN Ak SO AR IR Ty T Y 25 5%, 78
VA A B 5 T L€, [RT b2 Sy AT BA G B 2 it I 4
it 2 RIEATRNAM 532 d A GE
WXt A O HARUSCRE < Fel N A
= R R B TR Rl = P NG e R
PG LR, DA 0He 3 2 52 0 AT BN RS 5% 1) 14 o iR 52
FSEUL, 5 0 P AR BT R = SO 2 R,
D)2 55 5 fd k<< S T BILAR PR 2 4R a2 AT BA
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BT, XIEE Dy, PN TAE SRR B2 —AH
BAJZ I A5 2 Tt /8 . A L T8 — S0y TAE
AN, SCAk 2 5 19 T BARE 8 P2 (1L 58 Z on ki
FE LS, PR B AR 15 Bk IE . O H, 7
BA P R A B Tl A R R IR A A, 1 B SR
T TAEE S AT R A I, U At B
THATE B m i 2 25 ie, Rt 2 4 3 AT BA
AR AE BN RS, HE AR A BAEIRT . R
FATHE: Tt B A5 BN TR A, K A
WF 5T 2 1L I BUAE FE BB AE SR, 42 PR BA 3R )2 30 Ak
ZREVE 2 X0 A BA BN 7 A B 1) s e, T IR 2R S0 fk
2 FE A 2350t B BRI ™ A2 T ] 52 1

AR B E A — rh i B 43 A, HIA SCfb 2
A 2 06T AT AR 57 [] g 72 £ LA AR T A 193 7 T )
o, B, SRR IS R s, {2 iE
TE )52 A5 B R R, B E B B A S R
X PMEAHMF, EBEETTHENEMNE., T4
RRAIE 22 05 XU A6 1 3 26 & o (9 98 5 /5 (Stahl
et al., 2010), MHIMEEL R WERITEA fritt—2
WA BT, FRATTER: T R A 58 A5 He = F i vy,
TRV T AN SO 2 1 5 AT LRI DG & b iy
VAR, DAAR R R O M AR A 18 A . 3
Tt oo EEIMT ISR MA, A2
T (Y JR B W] RERZ R G 3 R G R ISR E &, 3841
K o3 B AL R0 o3 WA 2T . N ERIRITR ZZ A A
AR

TEWF IR = b, FRATTE S AT BA A R R
R, RV T BA A BB B DA KT X T B SCAE
Z RS BRI Z B DGR B, BT,
FRATHR B T WA RS w9 2 ] OC R A9 AR
K% : FAZ A G &S BB 2 0. &5, M
A ZHEAME & 2R B AN AfE 2 R E FHEZE
P2 A AN D REA R ME B . ZHAES
AR, B[R] A B SCAk Z R R fE, R
HosX H BN R SR R . RZ, ZRALME
AR A A A 2% T BR S A 2 P T AR R A
T MRS A9 R, 4 AT BA S 53 N [F] 22 R P 1Y
W (B A BN b B SR AR SR, P BA
SCAK 2 R 1 s % T BA G5 35k A B R ) 5 ) (van
Knippenberg et al., 2013), 40, van Knippenberg,
Haslam FI Platow (2007)f9HF5% & 3K, 24 H BA A% 5
0 Z A AR & i, P A Z R 15 AT BA B 53 1A T
S IR ARG, PR AN A T R A P A AR AT

%) . Homan 55 (2007) B 5 R B, 7E15% BZHE
AR A BN R, 2R A BA R 5% 1 Z2 AR AR e, R
2T AT A G5t 2 B o NS AT A AR OGSk
IRATAT AL B 2 A B SRR AR B T
I ZHREALAE G, R G A AR U b B AT S
2R, A BN Z A2 A 5 AT B & i
RPN, A 2x T 3h 4% A B A 2 HE 1 Y
B2, SR ARRL Y SRR T R BT L, A4
th A BN 2 FEAL AR & 78 AT BA SO 224 1 45 T A1
2 R R AT E T, B S BA S B X T 2 R4k
R AU A WL, 2 SCAk 22 R X AT BA BB
18 671 o) 5 e 7R — s R BB, TR JZE ik
ZAEE X P BN B8 B9 X 1) 52 0 2 e — 2D 3 5
5, FRATHE P A T 5 1) 23 7 T BA SC A 2 R
PESRIHAT R A OC R AR AR o 5 E 1) Bt
AR TAEG bR EEZNHIHNRZ —, BA
e R E 18] B A, P AR B TR R BRI R AE A
B WA AR A B AR 45 251 b, AT B E
] S, OB DG i 1 B 4 R ff i 5 £ 17)
SERMW R . DMETEMAZ | pE s & 0, BA
PEHEE [ (A, SHEAR T2 538 R G
PR B AETE S0 b, Rt T B A 3 P (Forster &
Dannenberg, 2010). [ B\)Z 18] AYAH S 0F 57t & 2R,
20 A BA 1) 22 A e RV AR X i 0 2 1] I, A A S
o 22 RV X AT A S 80 14 BRI 52 il s 25 B i
(van Knippenberg et al., 2013), [F L FRATHEH,
IOA R A 114 98] 5 2 1] 23 7 AT BA SC AR 22 A 1 5 AT A Y
A O ZR TR o 22 P B R Shy 3 5 1)
I, RS P A S O B GE SR 2D RO AR AR 45 2,
KA Z R R B W, A i 22 5 2 50
by XS A G AT A 0 22 S Ak A B, JESK ATBA
Wedi e RAL . BITLA, AT B HE G 1] 23 1) 55 3% )2 50
e Z b 55 T AR T 22 18] B TH AR s iy, 39 i R )=
SCAEZ FEAE 15 AT BRI 18] A4 BB el o T 24 AT A
HER g By A0 1] I, TR P BA G B3 B G T 4
DT, XoF SO 2 0 1 1 T B o B 50K, AT g
SN T sl G XU AN 2R, e A A SCIE 2 AR
AR BT RS AT o I FRATTIN R, B
] 23 349 5t 3R J22 SCAb 22 FE A 15 AT AR ] 144 17 1] 52
Wiy, 1 558 R 2 SO AR 22 R 15 1T BAB BT ) B9 A 1)
AL

Im, TERFFERES b, FoATT A BA S AR i
TEEE R AR A, $ T P BRI S 5t A 1T B &
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IR ) T 8 78 P A SO Z2 R 55 P AT 56 ZR b iy
FAE . B, FRATEE T LM ST 5 B,
1 A BB S A5t iR &, BRI 1% T
VA A A AE AT M i A PP, A TE [l S A5t
Bl KB HERE . A DG T BB i F 9T
B, WIBA R T 5 B A AR AN L 4T TR
Bk HA 12 1R (DeShon, Kozlowski, Schmidt,
Milner, & Wiechmann, 2004; Geister, Konradt, &
Hertel, 2006; Hinsz, Tindale, & WVollrath, 1997,
Schippers, Homan, & van Knippenberg, 2013;
Pefiarroja, Orengo, Zornoza, Sanchez, & Ripoll,
2015) . Hollenbeck, Ilgen, LePine, Colquitt FI
Hedlund (1998) M55 & B, #H b T 3% 3545 A1 BA
PRSI BN, $RA5 1 S5t i A BA 2 7E 2 J5 X
S ¥ A S %%k . Konradt, Schippers, Garbers
1 Steenfatt (2015)FAF 5T MR H A B S 572 HE 2t
HAME B S M EE T N2 —. BB B il
T BB 51 B R 3] B R TAE RS B bR ALz )
A2 5, WA VAT ARG 57 A AR A9 98 R AT Sl (T
PERCE . 35Nk F R 1E), 348 - BASAR
PR FRATT 42 s, P AT S 152 25 78 A BA S ik 22
FEE 55 P BRI A4 ¢ 2 PR T AE T . — T,
ZilINER PRy A TN ERSE e Oy b W 1
BAAR AT U 1 QBT PO B, Ml T 2% T 3c ik 24
PR MR B 270 b R R EMY, PRI 2 7E
A Z HEAL b B A, JTEOE /AL, 55
— H T, AR ¥E N 45 R 4 P18 (affective events
theory), 4 F BAFJA% 1E m] Q8T S 5t i), HAT BA P 7
23 7 A T 22 g BRI U, AT BAOR 53 2 R kg 7 A
SR 14 U e ORI SRR o, PR b £ R R AT A
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BB B KRR E . CA VSR, W)
AR % T T BA S sk 3R IR B A — 2 B2 e AR o
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V1) 5 I 28 2 114 ) BN 2 L B 5 ik ) 66 ) AT A LA B
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SET0AG A )T A oll B Gy b A U B A A BA S Ak 2 R
P DA R £ M B R R e, (R £l XoF T 5 S
ERIBA A RS B, 55—, AREE B AR
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Abstract: With further economic globalization and fast development of global companies, more firms have
teams with diversified cultural backgrounds. Managers expect employees with different cultural backgrounds
to contribute their experience, ideas and perspectives to team innovation. Thus, both the academia and the
industry are paying great attention on how team cultural diversity would impact team innovation. In this
research, based on the “categorization-elaboration” theory perspective, we further clarify the theoretical
framework of team cultural diversity, examine the impact of team cultural diversity on team innovation, its
underlying mechanism and the boundary conditions from the teams’ internal and external factors
respectively. In practice, this study provides companies with guidelines to effectively manage teams with
diversified cultures and promote innovation.
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