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W OE OAfBERI SR L RREBERRE, AR LASR AL RE LR EFLNEL, £ EEN
dnt, RERBLEELZ—MRARNIN., A FThm EWARRALNE TEGESD A, 2HEIKG AR
R ZREEANREORTFRRRFEERN AL TR, AR RETHANERERE, EHHAETH
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SEKS  B849: C93

1 EBAEIRH HEAL TR AR C AL YE (Jetten & Hornsey, 2014), DI
bR B O LT, IR A 2T IR R E

EIA MDA, Mg DU, JF5] AR AR
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5 25 S B SR O ] P 3R 694 (Amis & Pl S

Greenwood, 2020; 5 —1# 4% 2016), RER R4 PRI IR BRAL o
) sE— I, o HER 4 4 A B B T 2 -
SR AL I 52 TH 20 V1) 5 B 55 = 1] 3 o K 22 BB A I 5T 5 A5 TR 2 T e 15 M

. , 22 A AHSE M) @i(Galperin, 2012; Dahling & Gutworth,

Xif TR R R S B T4 S0 A R A B R 1 = . .o
o B A T 2 B S
ST R EEPE 2 (constructive deviance) F HEH 2017), 1 X B BA 2 T 0 3O M I 2E L AN

o AR, X ARG A ) T B i A B i
BRI IR, KAM Ny T RSN ARG AR AL L B 2 A
) AR X A SR GO B AR S, AT 1, M

IR o Galperin (2012)K5 AT R B2 o —Fh oy = o o g o
) L e V2 PG A P i 2 e LA 221 1 ol 3 ) B AR PR 5 8

TR T A 2 s H ) 25 A S Y AR AL T 5 A AL 2 o . e s 1

e L e ot Y BA G R, H PR 5 R AR AN R A shHESS 2 1 BA
R R R AT R . B AR R U s L e g s NN )
. N . . ) =y HOR, # M 22 T e B4 SV A A S B B
Gutworth, 2017), A5 DASULET DLt oD PRI, IR
’ ’ T ke B T B BTG AL S50 5E (Dahling & Gutworth,
2017), XA 22 0 & A B T M Z T
Wg?@é&ﬁiﬁg 81, fela, BIBAILEE AT oK TE A v REfS
* %{ 4\»‘\ :%J_sz)\ (72102162; 71974140; 72171053) ?Uéﬂ@%&;ﬁ\:ﬁiﬁ E@E*ﬂ, ﬁﬁ#ﬁi%ﬁiﬁﬁg&*ﬂ
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PRI Gy ik 20 SV BE 7 A5 5 00 B R I |
b B 20 215 51 TR

VAT A 35 A s 25 A — 1 2 28 1 1) A 2
Jyi, A GV el AL AR AT O A R R DG Y
— AR, IR RS H R TR 4K ZHCR
A 5 S ) #8538 (variance-oriented theoretical
paradigm), JEVEARERE (UK AN . A6 5RE
F IR ALREIE . ZHZUNIRISE) | 400 XURS (i A FAm 4
T 451 5 24 ) 28 X 3 B i 22 B9 5 W] (Bodankin &
Tziner, 2009; Galperin, 2012; Dahling & Gutworth,
2017). #RT, A TR BUZ Bk IR AR
T S T O 2 9 B PR A ) R R A S Ak .
Ak, BN EE T M i 22 B A 32 00 = SR AR AT R
S5 SN E PR B R, XK AT BN R P A 22
AEATE L T8 3 10 . TR FT BA PN B AH 52 1 4 0
P RE, BRI AH SR AR M 25, AT BA e i
P v 22 B8 5 AT BN i AR 2% R LBl AT it

RGBS (event system theory)ZF & T A8
S5 ) BV U T AR = 1) 398 18 5K (process-
oriented theoretical paradigm), 5 ZE 4 & 1 X ifF
T % 1) 3 45 5 T (Morgeson et al., 2015; XU Zg,
X%, 2017, 5k#K, (EAHR, 2018), BB A
Bl A BT BN g 1 P i 22 4 43 B 4 1 R I S 0
iR oAb, AT BN A e 25 HL A SR B R T
A SR AR 5] 5T A BAA T T A T I AR (P A
F %, 2019), ik, AT EBLESHERGE IS
BN 26 O E 2, ZRa s HUiRE . 2
B Bl e AL 0 AT ik, oA AT B A 5 1 i
ZEA R BIE AT R P ER, 5. (D4l A
AR P 22 1 R S HE 0, MRS B
et (2) 53 b7 20 SR GARE AL S AT BA A A
ZTE BT R, BLARS E 4 2V i Ak =5 R dn o]
T8 28175 & T BA P DA R0 ARG 2 2ot et 1T A s 1 Al
2R EE R, DL B P AR R 2% i
T AR IS (3) R E AT BN 5 Al 2 % 4 U 4
TR AE AL, R I A 56 B R R M R 22 S
2H AU B B 0481 U T 56 22 SR 080 T A e 1 M A
2R ), LA R 5T P BN 1 A 22 0l X
WEEP AN . B4 54T 7 A 5 .

2 SEIRTEDEVE N

2.1 ERBREMNE. WESRER
Galperin (2012) #£ Spreitzer Fl Sonenshein

(2004) Lk } Pascale Al Sternin (20035)ZE W 5% R 1Y
Fah b, B M 22 8 o —Fh o TR T S
g H ) 25 A1 56 35 B0 A ik 1T 3 T 4 4R 91 R =
FEW BEAT R o A 2 A R 25 07—
AP A, TR — KBS BB AN, R
FFE BT B, WIEAHEsL. #5 . 18
KATHR . FAOIMTR . FEESITR . SEr SN
B AT N (Vadera et al., 2013), AT H Ff
AR ZE AT RS, TR T (D)8t i
R XT T ARS8 B SR i 22 T 4R R, — LA
K, IR i 22 S WA — A Ih ST A &, AH N
Rl 2 B A R R A ST AR A (2) AR X
AR EE R T BB AE R L2 [ R AT 18 N R A
AFERENES, HE2EMHHSI A ER
BN AFHE, 2k LA R A BT, B H
B AT 2 T RAL R A &47 4 (voluntary work
behavior) (FMVEERE %5, 2012).

TEXTERAE 04 B B 5T S E A 7 2 1 A S ek
T, FRATT R A O 2 1 T PR S S KBy = A
R s AMAZTE L 0]/ B2 T 2 42 T (P
B 4%, 2016)0 XF TAMKZ MM KR, BA
GEEZRIE T A/ LAERE . RET . BN
2505 T B R Z (140 . Galperin, 2012; Dahling &
Gutworth, 2017; EEME, XM, 2020), XF T
I /R A TR e R R, AT T 5 2 B 4T XURS R
AT BN 451, T 5 0 A2 2 i) 2 5 P s 2 1 o B 1R % (49
fn: Tzineretal., 2011; B%, TiL%E, 2019; £
o7, WA, 2019; THITF, THEZR, 2020), *f
T 1M i 2 A 22 T 2 ) PR 2R 1 B R SR
FEARIE 4y W55 s A A A fildn, A 81
V5.5 353 3 B T T M 3 09 T AT oK i R R TR
ZHE, RS E A IR 25 HLR AR
AN 22 07 A

AR F RZ i PR 205 T AF ST, B IR
2285 K PR E N 0L, WA B
F2 R AR TR T T 2 B R B AR Y R
It HR SR AT Sy 1 5% W S8R A AE B K I 1 78
P 4N, B IASE(2020) K IS E IR 25 5 B T
BB GALE R U R R, AN S RARETY
TR AT N 5 AR AT SR Y OC R,
RUAE X F A S AR BAR A 2, Nt
SIRAIKP B E A S g PR N 5K
BB S8 2 ] 56 R A A 47 et A O e s T
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AT KT L T RIS 18 (2020) M2 2
0 14 9 o e A B AR T R M AR AT R S A
BB I SIS, A€ A AR S 7 1H
RV PE AR AT S 38 2o R T T A S A R T A A
BB S8 LB TE ) 2R, T AE A SR AL R
AT R 5 5] & IR HE R 2 1m0 A A1
BB R” H B T BE
22 FBREIEMEZE: ARBRGIETHRRNER

AT BN 5 M A 22 B I 558 143 ZF WL, Kim
Toh (2019) & Y42 K AU 1) 1 A 14y 141 A fi 22
(positive and negative group deviance)RiF, {Hi%
TFF 5 06 AT A Al 2 10 A <P DR ABE A, S8 DU 0F ) 2
BAEE & 55 1 BAS2AE AT S AR DG TR, FR AT %t AT
A TR 1 i 2 1) N L et BRI 5 ) R =
ZAaNMRZE R RETR, RS BRHEE
SR A A1 BN /LA R TE WE Y, 0 BAA RAT A
(group citizenship behavior; Ehrhart & Naumann,
2004). H1BANE S 47 M (group voice; Walumbwa et al.,
2012). A [ 4 =47 K (unit-level counterproductive
work behavior; Carpenter et al., 2021), FATIA N A
IOA e 15 P 22 A VR T A ARG 5% A B 40 A [R] 1 Yy
FHOREME, RN 45 AN AR B AR B,
T i TR FNAIL T 5 BOAT BA AR A 3 T A B 5 1Y
WU 2. HE—20Hh, K BN M 25 X
e FET IR EH AR 5, BB R 22 (8] 38 5
AR M PME AR, A BAE S — AR
B PR R 2 AT B\ R I [ 309 28 109 [T BA B 5 T
FHEAT 0 O 515 09 AT R o

VAT BN 3 35 P O 25 A ] P A IR e e 22, &
2 1A BA 1 —Fh $£ 22 J& M (shared  property), 1% 4]
PR PR 2E T I R R i T — 3k, H R
PR AR 22 K78 31 T A P BA o 3 b ot = g v S A
T[] —BR A 5 5 R 1) AR A DX ) 1 At sk BA,
A RTT 2 F A BR A BRI i 55, XA
Y5 5 H X ) T HA A~ & (Carpenter et al., 2021),
KT E, WM AR ER S, MR
i 22 1 P A 2 35 A Al 2 S 0 B —Fh 285 O I )
HIAT R, BV E A SR A S AT SRy 08 B IR 5 A
o R, A A P i 2 R AT A 1R Ol 2
AT & AT R IR) R A4, B AR A LT X
S, VBN E P O 22 A A T3 AT DA A BA R 1K
o] DL 7R 2 2 A A S [ 0 28 Y B A R B, AR
SV A B ) e 8 P Al 2 XA ot 1A BA B Bl )

A BN IR B2, A RRAR R A B AR, T4~ A
w2 NPT E AR A &, 2, ©
ARG R R RE R E M ST IEE
PERAT N, T AT BAEE I T 22 G L Al
AT R JE, ad FERI Dy F B R 22 )
T X 20 2 P IS S T SR A AR S ) L e R TR
AR, AT R R B S 1A A A sl A 2 P BA 1 1 S5
AR5 BB AT R o

1 BA S 15 i 2 A A5 A 32 42 2 L5 491 A Bk
7, H B TAE A A R 7 208 B0
N3 WEE Ry W A k2K R 1 Brig VA N bl B 78N 1)
EEHE, WO AR M 2= A A IR R A
LUR G AL BAR SRR AR A . HREE IR
—J7H, ALV EA R BT, EXT I
el A Z H b (K FE 4, 2019). Nigam 55
(2016)48 i — BA7 8 N & BB A B0 A i, AR
2L 23 T AP IR R G, R
W SR HESN B A WO o X — T R R AT
A, WA HES A A HES . Tk e
IR, A5 2 AT LA Sk R4, 1)
. FARMAEFQO12)MBIT A B, AR AL S1T R
FIZH 200 0 ) %o 2 A 081 B LA I I 1
Wel, I H2H 22 > 4 ) 45 28 S AUGR AT o H A 4
1 B8 2 (B A VR o (FLB % 2 22854 ok
UmSEAL . B, DSTS RO A R
LSS )V RSk A B R 4K SCAE, 2017), DA
ToA O AR A & AT AR Z G
RS o O T anfar HEsD " IR T i AR Fe 43, EAR
S E A ZUBE 0 TR AR M AR I8 R,
AR AL UL A 7= A IR T AN A B B, R L
2B H LN SN IR ER 1 A8 A & A= U2 (Dittrich
et al., 2016). {HINA AT 2455 61 F v 72 WL J2 1 28
WHT, B KRR R <A gV i dE 4T 5 &
HAL” (MIEINEE, 2017), B—Jrim, WLV
ST WO A . Abell Z£(2008). Barney Fll
Felin (2013). Felin %5(2015)%5 23 I A SHOW R
AIRIF X FI SR . it — b, Aggarwal %
(2017)F8 HAMARFAE | DAL 72 | A (B LD fl 405 (A
DRI Al 47 ) LA, B A1 R 44 6 2 A A J22 i PR 2R
fiff A R B 42 (AN A U549 R 0 25 e ) ) o 4
wWar. BEAMMEZHEEZAN, BFEZENEZ
VE) EA) AR EL A FH el A A B 2554 22 T 9 1R 22 (Felin et all,
2015; ¥R, ML, 2019),
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3 WxRie

I RS N
AT F R A S A F— A1 2 1 e —
P BAAT by R 57 i — WF 5 BB, 2% JE B ) e
TP BN B O 22 RO R R e . R
EH UG ] 5 A T 0 AT A B Ml 2 R0, T
R R, S5 O ESh R, R B AT
VL BB 5 1 A AT 52t 2H 2V B g 32 L, AL
BRI — 155 & 3 e 23 331 o P AR i 5 — AT Ao 2L
AN 5 A BN S S8 — P A T 4 P AT S bk
SR g VAT BN A BT Al 224 USR5 T B~ 2T 7
R ATH EER VIR 2 B BER 2 JH A
SEUGWEFE A I 5, TR AR BT T S8 P A Bk
i 26 3% — 28T U, IRATT LU BF5E (& 1),

MR 1. REIANBREEREERSEHE
B BOREATH M EERIE TAE, AR AI A
SEEBLE A 22 ) A A 5 R AR | AT BA S e i 22
FOFU SR SUB B L 2 R A R, B
FERE A I IS B4 T J A0 S it B A 2 Y L
FAE

MR 2. ARRGELER THMEZRER
ERIF A AT H B SV AL 1 e % il

3.1

1375 & 1A A 8 A 0 T3 2 (AT A RS v 32 ) i 41
A5 25 im0 i A (A BA O BRAS 5 ) % 1 BA R 5 Al
ZrARER . R, RAITEAERZAER
2 M) R AT BAAS B 1) R 3R (131 BASE SR )W~ ok |
R R BB A

WR 3: AR REENADRGIERN
HMRAERIE . AL H NN A BN E M R 22
5 W VE R 21 R X LA PR A = A s, ELAA
Mw, FATTTH B B\ EH 15 1 25 = 44 B il s 271
WIME 5, 5155035 A A0 E R0y, ol i) $258
T 5 | & 55 L2 1 AT A sz JEL R P A i TR 155 4 R 15
KN 2] o 55 WL A A L A5 A7 Dy s )
R B BN2E S5 S B3 204 8 T i b R S A 2R
1 B H7 KT -
32 EWMRMAGRE. BitEMERE
32,1 WFR 1: HHEHEBEANBIGHREERSEH

HER

FEATE T, B BREE S W 25 B 17 o e
SHEMFEME, BRI AE AT F A0 A B X Sh
FIRBEAT R RN, A2 55 0 AT BA R B 1Y) %
WL o TR A 1 AT A A M A 25 1 7 5 AT A
WHRZE R ZW R DL P2k . N —3
PE . TN, HOA TR T VENAT Y AT B 1k

& j R A2
- Yol frEe [
: ’ : TR ;
| | mRcmRE | ] [ Ao
| | : S| aosmmum |
: ' ' h o BRI RS, |
| s i

RN

T (DEEZRHTRARFRARTI H AN o] REAR 7R (0 R AR H 3 15 P b AT PRGN IR B IE M L R o Q)R R 5N EB U B KR,
(3) A1 BN 2k 15 1k w25 BE A F OB v XA AT R R YE, E R TN, i AR R IE, B S E, R R
(Morgeson et al., 2015)Fll Ilies 25201 1) A ik, TG (R0 B A g5 (F 5, Wi, 28 Matusik 45(2019) 89 71 BAJZ i 52 800 58
PEATERAEI BRI . FESE I, Pt ) 25 2O R Ak S 2 R A 4 7 1 0 R
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P 22 5 1 0y 254 1% 1T A 38 12 22 199 P9 o — 3
P, A BEIE— 2 BT T BN e M e 25 AE 4 2 b 5
A B RON, R B 0 B 0 A A A 2 1 2 i 25 1
RIS o WS B SR 300 H ol g
1438 BT 6 B (AT R =081 17 A 2 4 rp LA AL A 5
TR, XTI T G R 17

FEF A BAFR MR 2 10 LS i R, 2
Bk 52 T e w25 B 3R, D[R] SR A
FHA TSN . #EFAT R E PR K
(@ Morrison, 2006; Liang et al., 2012), AHF57HI
38 A V1R R [0 45 55 S ATE 9 vk B A Al T 5 L B
(inductive approach), ¥REHE TR T, HW L
N AT FEFE G AR EE LA AT
T R U AR 5 1 T Bk & AR A5 SO A
HISEI T (a7 S57 55, 2013), BT BN Pk A 22474 1Y
N SRR TR S L i T 2 (B AT i RS
B . FAb, 5 AT Al 2 A0 R
— A B A SR, ol L BB R A A R
3.22 R 2: ALABRGIEXERTHAMREZRNE

RE R

BT X B L f S IR B pY e SE, B i
75 S B PE(MeKinley et al., 2014), 44 44T
BACIRAESR, A RSO BIR REG A&
BHTTE AR . Staw 25 (198 1)K B (threats) &
Sy SEAAR RIKS 37 14 R s AE B o 45 A DL LS,
A5 K 2l LGB AL e SR 20 2 IR ELA5 461 Ak T
TBRARIR A5 1 7 451 2 o RIDKe 1l 22 45 0, 2 215 6]
AL ZE 1 U] Sy DR A T o A g 2 2188 4670 T 3 32 461
HEEfE, Flan, HPATHL FITR MR )7,
FROR T XTSI K L4 .

2H U Bk 2 AR H 0 S
A, 3K 2 2 D B A BA AR T A N TR R A 45 b
(Sarkar & Osiyevskyy, 2018), 2Kl EILE 5t
TR AEE Z M AR R ZE, —FHETH
LU Ak = 148 7R 25 T A 2 BT AR AE AR Y
P4 BRAS T AR ) TAR AR . O3 — i,
TE DR A0 BB B, 78 P O R B il A 5 A G
F A5 BN W) 2 95 (recovery) (Trahms et al., 2013),
2H LB R b E 1t A 3 Rl 21 Uk L By
HAMES . B, X— 558 e s T
AT R SR, IFA Bh T E R IPA R .
# % ms DL K o 3 4 PR FE (LePine & Van Dyne,
1998), MZHZUB BB Ak 51 oo B iy | Sl i,

VAT A J2 0 38 f) 7 o 782 B2 85 (Trahms et al., 2013),
B2 AT IR RS ik LA 25 THZUNAT R

Hy: 20800 64840 40 (35 /3% 5 ) 5 A &
R EITABEREZN EGF A,

LU BIEAL FAE R 20 S BT Hh ) % R4,
Bk g5 3 A BA G Bl HIL 3 #2 (Sarkar & Osiyevskyy,
2018), A 45 A 1R 2 F1E 26 8 3l o B b 58
(normative conflict) A A % BLLH SUHIVE 5 L T
U 1 B AR M R A7 7 25 S, 7 A 1 o 5 B
(Dahling & Gutworth, 2017), 2447 [A) 84 B 3L 5
0 R W B e a2 U I W = = B N S PSR FR UL
8, T 24 [ 50 1) R0 0 5% o 28] 1T B, 35K 2t B
LI BA R w0 B9 BV o 2€ (Dahling & Gutworth,
2017), PRI, FRATIHE E A2 1 A FR S v 5 AR Sy A
AR T i 28

2H LG A A T 1 0 7 A R U Bt TN
b =5 55 FSE LB DA (B, T A AT 2 % T A 1 %
AR R Ay v, B U A 1 P AR
o AR, Al 5 T Al s Rl i B Y
XU B (BN, SN TAERICE B ZRZA
A 5T OB Bl i —17F) (X4, 2019),
GULI R B0 A F e 2 AR . e
AT AR B, 30 75 4 AR B9 1 & B A T
fig. Dtk 412U Ak 5 0 (B ) S IR
P BAREAE 1P 2 1 7 A o AR DA 2R R B, >0
i 3] A1 BA A i 5 J) TS 2 S AR AL i 2 ZUR ] 25
i AT BA R 5 7= A2 AN 1 55 8 (Festinger, 1957), H1BA
HEVPE IR 25 1A A B e T B BA S B3 Sk T AR R A 0 A
T3 R —BE, i 32230 1 0 41 20 2 A B 14 3 7

Haa: FBAHLIE #5242 40 20 1% 49 18 L 35 (3K
B3R E)S AR AR 2 AT A Z RAR P AER

LRSI (psychological discomfort) Ml J& 41 41
WAL FAF 5| % 1) — Rl i 45 /% 3%, Dahling 1
Gutworth (2017)$H 5@ Xk —Ffut 3 FREF IR Y
s, R 4R SR 505K O BRI ME S A
TR 2T 1 45 183z, RO SRAR I gE AR, 54
A2 TG 15 2 Rz — R, AT BA A 233 aod SE [R] 1 22
DI ke L A B L AT AR ORI 2
N, 1T 5 e AT B SBR A AT R R AR (RN B
X4, 2012) L, XFCOEE EASE IR I AL, B
A RARAANACh F2 44, ml LA A R 44, 45
A FEAS 3 A B 25 0 0, FRAT 1A T A B
T E A DAL IAT BN B 7% 1 e ] 28 1 DA R G A [ 22 g
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) 5 4 S i 7 A A S 0 B O T R A R
o Biln, S0 PR AN K i T 2 A A S Ok —
NFBAR AT H, FIBANF 2= A4 —Fh =
OH L ORET AR AR5

1 BRSO B35 W] LA U8 T 4 ol 4 2 v 1) 2 W00
i, ALV S0 R AR R SR
T 57 45100 BURE SR BEUR, FEBLAE I T, A2V
R —FPIE AR A B 22, 33 o/ i 4 4 LA 45 1A
BA B 70 A7 ) — i L S R BT A Rk, T BAO BEOR
TE AT LSRR IR T % 2 WS4 1 FWIATR . Dahling
I Gutworth (2017)F8 i, UL BRILIE S B4
R A T 48 22 ) 1 2 S 2 f AT BA R 53 7 A —
fife e g I Bk . R, XIHESE(2019)IA N,
24 A A B 3 R 1) 21 2 PN AT R s R X 4 2
KA, i HA e A 2 AR wT LA
BF, A AT 3 2 7 A R AR AN R AZ . X AP 3K
TR TRIAS T RS S AT BAC BEOR IS AR B . Rk, 4
LU AL Ak = A (5 32 /0t ) A T AL 9 o 2R 04
51 & A BA L BEASAE

WFFE R I i ol 28 5 1 A A Dok 2= 5 1T
W, /03X Ff AN — 0 3 L (Van Harreveld et al.,
2009) . ZE{RUHE, gk B B 2 UL R N 1 1Y
AT v 22 51 W ASET AR 04 Sh AL 75 & 1A BAFR i
W22, —J7iE, 85 A BN R 3% ] DL — 8 7R
A i 41 2 A5 A Ak T Al R 1) AS 22 R 0 1) 2 L
Ty — T, A B AR 25 A S B TR B
5 A A — 8, 33 Se T AN G IR B A ok
PIANEF SRS . Bk, F B 23 ] BAFE 1% 1
i 2 24 8 il X b L 22 (A BT IR G

Hoy: F PR 220K 36 JE 40 48 1% ) 1340 35 4 (3¢
B/ E)S B A AR £ AT A Z AR T AER .

Hye: 2R IS M (/5% )RR @ i
F BA AL SE. 7 52 A B PA o BB OR 36 s B A X MR £
V- ALIE: 32
323 HR 3: HANEEERETAREGIERR

5 i 2. AE F L

hasE S BB E , R ARG R A 2=
AT DA 55X G — BN R BRI AT o (Wu et al.,
2021); AT LA -5 WLZE X AR A B RRAE AT
(Owens et al., 2019; Sun & Jin, 2021); A LI~

P A B P it 22 = PR i D LSS 7 > i e, BT
DA A — B P A B D 2238 D A7 A, L mT LA

JEE K RS T 2 30 R AR AL A TS O A1 S A TR o
ST, FRATE I L HER RN R Hz o] W A o
P P BN TR O 2 T 5 R ] R R 430 o3

(1) AT A T8 i 2 %ok 4 A8 001 5 g A 2
R

£ A BN R I 2547 A R S A 4R,
R R BB A L MR SRR R R 5%
WM B BABEL T — 925 S B R & &R, e
PR FE H, 1 B (attention) & WL R 2 > 58 —
#(Li et al., 2015), P BAEEBE MR 25 18 B 1) 5k
FUE S5 K& T 55 WA P BA A S T8 LR T 41 28U

A T B 2R 2R B A UL B A AT SRR TE,
in 2z £5 A5 BN 55 55 003 T A EL AT AE 2SR i) SO0 2R
BE, X0k 55 W2 A BN AR AT R 4R 48 T R
P o B A P Al 22 5 | R A9 8 D 2o R << £ 35K
P — P, H AL BRI . BT N T RS B
TIRARREE WA LA, AL 45 H B R A B
FIEE, B AR L S 4 2 R R
A I8 IE A 24 1 3 BHLRS it AR AL B TR i/,
DIAR 32 2 2 X6F N A 45 1) 5 355 335 1o R PN 08 S R )
Fp2: e (Dahling & Gutworth, 2017), MAP K T &
oy I 355 A8 AR T X BB A s ) RIS AR TR 4 i B
G . FRT S EIR . TR A R B O 4 4
R BT (kA %, 2012),

AR AR ZE A7 AR I BN, — 7 T
A TR AR B SF R T O AT LU A2 2L 8]
B AR A A SV ORI T 4U5E 4 J1 (Galperin,
2012), BFIEZHLURIEFhRIN . 2T . ST
<[ £b A IR 25 (Morrison, 2006); %5 —J7 1, a0
BT R w2 2, W SUA AT RE 2 WU
WA E SRR AL A sk, HE5 LR
HLAIJE 7 19 JR) T (Morrison, 2006), 5 AREHE 5
TRZEAAZEARL, A AT 15 1 i 25 (A7 A 3 19 ) A
HUR 38 B 0GR R i B ) 1T A A 1 M A 22 A B A
WA AAFSEH, $ER ALV A A B
RS . A TSR . DB (ISR EE 1Y)
B4 1 A 15 A 2 0 A 7= A A 5 T B, T i Y
(G v R ) T A T M A 22 45 ) 5 | AR A B UVR L
Iy AE 2 V8 (dysfunctional), 1X P Bt 24 A F F
VBB B A

Hy: BEFRRAE R ZFHES/IRE)
588 RB LHAELENE UBXER,



938 O B R 2 it B

%31 4%

()M EEE AT P AR 18P Al 2 X A U457 431
TR AR AL

0L BT 5| R B AR AE B T
(controlled information processing)#&— Ffl & T %
B, WERZINNE N RENE BT
#:(Morgeson et al., 2015; f“Hi, Z25/¥, 2018), @A
8 (team reflexivity )i J&—Ff LAY A HUIN T
X, Fe B B, BT TAE AR, 5K
W ik, I EATUREE LLIE N 2SR/ AR IR B
(Konradt et al., 2015), X—H&H#E EREEN
T B AR AR B RS E AR 2, A rE Ry
BARERS B4 R038 1T (West, 1996) A BA 01 fi
ZRMARIR T HL B AR S FAE . W
) 14 11 BN P A 22 = 2 2 iR, 5| iy 1A
BA S BBV BB A .

A1 BA S B2 AT BA 2 2T A EE LA, 5 X
T TAEFUFT AL PR BT A S, X BB TA T Bl {1 45 1A
PARERS 2 BLER B 1 48 1k DL B IR 5 AR S 2
(B 2208, A B T RN KR — BBy B
bR, KW, SRR G, kiR, 2018), R
MM, 24 A B SR 22 B, AT BA A R 4 282 5 1 A1
WEE, AIRESs T3 BNAE Bk 2k, 4 Jn i) ik
152 Z b, HE RS BUA BN R SR AR, DL K
i PMRRBCRRIER, ROm sl B . H
T, FRATTHEI 1] BA s B 5 AT A 2% T 22458 U BIG R

Hy: 504 B ARG 5 A 3R e 2 F
M EE /3R e F WA B IS T Z AP AR,

¥l s Bom Tk B AR B2 A sh k5 B
Jin T3 #2 (automatic information processing), J&—
FIETAER . TEBEDNAS N, RENE
BN T 772 (Evans & stanovich, 2013), 52 4]
AP 155 28 RS BRIV Sy o Xof A A5 AT DA i P e 22 =14
JE R H SR B T R 154 RS
(dimensional model of emotion){& #& X/ (valence)
G (arousal )2 BRI 45 0 R DU R A, BRI . 3%
15 T B 1 45 (activating positive mood) | 4 1% HY 7H
%1% 2 (activating negative mood). <75 I FIMR 1%
2¥ (deactivating positive mood )15k I AU TH % 175 24
(deactivating negative mood) (Russell, 2003; To et al.,
2012), A5 BA A E R M 2502 B A IR 2R 5 19
A FHAF, 65| K& 55 W A BA ) e e R A,
WO, AT 5T B A5 T30S BB 28 (AN AR . 2%
) IO T AR I 4 (AN FE 0 . BB ) o

AR M 2= AW E B A & T 5 2
P14 P ARG 2 AR 3, 4 55 WA 1T B SR 4 T =R 1 1Y)
FEo B MRS, 2 PR AR A P B S BIL R g i T X H
AR, PR AR Ak 178 2H U 461 2% T R 4Tk g Uk 3
Pty Y55 WL AT BN SR £E T 1% RIS B 1
BORPRTLA, 550038 A BAE R 3h 8B b iy — I,
T RS AL T ARz b, 8 3302 5D
BIHT S AR HE, X PR RURAT A 5 R R 2 A
SRS WA A AR FEE . BUBIRAS o ARE XU A2
F8(De Dreu et al., 2008), AR M1 45 Ho
Wi 8% A0 AN — A%, R 4 3 A R B AR (a
cognitive flexibility route) & #VEM, T IHEM IH &
)5 3 U 45 % 42 (a persistence route) s A 0 (To
etal., 2012) HAKI &, HIBAFRR S 46 7T KLY KIA
I LS A R R, A B TR BE TR 2T T
AT BA T A0 15 28 3 5k 1 5 B A SR AE B T BA 2= ST, LA
X R AN RE PR o R, R AR TR T
BA DA AR SR B ] L 33 ) AR B ROk A B H B, 1
T i DA B ) T RN 2 s R BOR IR Y o BETH AR, )
MK THRABIBI NS . Bk, FATHEm £
AT ) SR DR i 22 S0 15 | 2 55 UL AT A )
5 AR 46 PG T RIS 2, TS B AR AR
P — AR AT B2 2, TGS B A 26 S
FIBA2E ) 5 U BSE R

Hs: &AL B CBE RN 4 £ B8 B ik
YR 2 F (B F /5% ) A S WL B N5 ST Z R A
PAER

Hs,: 57 0LA B BAGSC7E A AR AR T 4 2 5 ) T
IR MR 2 FH(RE/RE)FeFNE RN T Z
AP A A

Hsp: 5 W04 F) AL ALK AT 245 25 L I
IR MR 2 FH(RE/RE)FFNE R NTE T Z
AP A A

AU A B i MR AR 2 S T IR Y . B
M5, BIBNZE 3R T 808k 0y 2 20 45U, (2 B
HRZ B 1y 2 MAg e, LR AR . B AR A
BRAERE P A 0 7 A (K 45, 2012), XOBZHA
P IR | IE R BRI AL 1 BIBA A
A UG R R T S YRR, 2 A
SRR i, BB 2 3T 0 T TR, ket
LU ST R B A Y OBV B Ry, ZH 2R 5
TS Bk R AT MU . iE— 2D b, DR
UK MW ) BLiS (minority influence theory)¥s i, 72>
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BOR WL 2] L5 & & 8 (divergent) 5 8 Ab B i
R, AT A B R ) A, B S A T
AT 1) it U 7 % R R LA 3 19 A8 7L (Nemeth &
Ormiston, 2007). $&t, ECABAI15 78 EAEH
GUrpy A R 9 P HOHOCR, RIVEIBASE 20 8 3 R i
I P 5 e 2 AR 3] R

He: TWHEHANFE IS BWRIRG EHALES
iy ERAER .

L5 Hy. Hs 1 He T R 28 1 ¢ R AIE R,
£8P A ) 08 M Ol 22 5 43 o VR 55 W AT A
BN AR BUS X HI A =8 U JER
Wi, - 2E 17 5 e 2 20050 490 B, abk R AT A s 5
i 2 5% Wi 20 2L 0810 ST 0 N FE ML, FRATT i
B — PRI R

Hy: &5 IR £ F4E3E/% )R
Kt 5 WL B AR A g WL B A R 4k
5 FULE H A S T s R AT E A A U
EAGS

B, FRATE IRBE AT e P A BAEE SR s A
A BA 8] 22 S5 S8 TR 37 A b 5 et R ) B B AR
Flko w e, KT BB i 25 1 it AR
WSCHRTIA, SV R Ak S R AR B2 215
BB S B, AT E M BT e As
LU R AR 1Y Ban vk, < BARIE b 58 — 131 BA
O A3 7 2 H % 3 B = 5] K i AT B 0
i B, IRBEANH E M, 51 Y A A 0 A
T2 R A, X — M A s R ik — 2 i v
T 1A BN A 2 1 Bk sh LK g, AT B R
EL T P A i 22 A E S B BK Iy o 78 SUE BK
JyAERIE R B, A A AR 2 7 A Y AT e R
Ko Hak, XFHIBNEEMARZE R, m
14 B AR T £ A BABE 54 B R R HE S
T A A ] 28 S SR AN T R B UL ER A 57 T & 22 [R] 1Y
AR B2, ARRURR 2 8 B 25 5 5 | R W46 2 2T
ST, AR R

Hg,: BR¥L R H 2MAT AR IR BB F 4+ 5 H
AHME A R ARCEREZ AL RAELE
IEFAER, YRR AH LRGN, LK X R
Big, RZ, W,

454 Haa Hop. Hoo Al Hg, BT#6 KW A8 LG R
i, AR BRI

Hgy: 3R35 R 4 2 MR 3 40 IR 40 12 1 F 44
(3% /% &)l i B AHLE A % fo B BAC B R & M

2 H PN X AR £ AW YR, B IRE R A Rk
BEn, ERXARER, RX, W&,

Hge: BR¥E R 2 M8 3 44 1% 61 1B 4 F 14
(3% B/ B )R R GE it F) BAALSE o 5 A B A0S B2 R
& d R AR £ AW Hrh, SRR
EME G, XX RERE, RZ, NI,

Ho,: BITAE R F 2 B BAFLTE o 52 Fe H) PAS 32
RELSAREREREZZ A6 LR GERFGA
FTAER S AR AR, ER X RER, R
Z, M5B,

54 Hyas Hypo Hoo M1 Ho, BT M)A HE 56 R
g, AL B

Hop: I BAEE R 7738 % 40 201 9] 18 10 3 4 (5%
JE /4% F )il i B AHLTE A R e H) BAS BOR 3E i 2
B PR £ A6 Ha, S AR &R
B, L X ARE;, RZ, M5,

Hoo: B ENEEIR A79R 0 40 42 1R 41 18 A0 F 4 (R
L/ E R KB A B IAALTE b R Ao B s B R i
Mo s H AR 2 AN Hm, SEHRERS
Biger, LR X ABE, RZ, N5,

Hio: BFAR] £ 5 & e st &5 B A & M AR £
FAE L G H RS Fe g AL B PR A
ZRWEXABELEZWGRATER, StHEmIAT R
PAFE R M4 £ 38 ad B TA RS Ao 5 I T PAH 7 A
st MIANE 3] AW FH e, S H A £ 7K
Bger, LR X ARRE, RZ, MiF,

4 IBEILEW

A5 25 R 7 G B0 A BN — 19 25
8 U S A, AT B4 A R T T A S A
ZEWIE S FE A ROCR, A6 . ()% il AT A
BEPE A 22 R 5 ORI 5, 5 SRR B E R )
(2)75 G AV i A < e 3 2o 355 24z P AR
5 AN AT Ao LA 35 XoF AT BN 2 T8 fl 2 7 2 e i
YRR, VLR R A 7 1 A0 VAT BAE SR 0 6 Lk il
R A VR, (3) PR 3R P AR B i 22 55 2L 41
BT B E] U T 5 ZR e AT A A 5 1 i 22
CRECRYIRIRE, LA b AR e o5 WL AT BA SRR
55 WL A B e 2R 19 4 1) rP A/ 55 P BA ) 22 5
ST . 4ok, ARTIOR RS A B
WRERL ) = ML B

S, PIBNEEBEME N 22 B0 B o e B g
ZEHI R ANAT O KT, DLEAR SCRT T LR #8
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RETRZEMEREmZE, I HERXRSHRE
PO SCAbE S R R i A R M 25 N g A
PLHE B\ B ot AR, B AR 2 1 I 25 R
M DL R e 1A A FR O 1 A 25 1 R A . ks,
VU7 E AR B . WSO A T TR 22 R R,
— 7, TESET R EAIEEE 2 AU
GOPP I B GEEIRAE Bt T I T E LR GiR
PR RN G 405 1) i 4 B 8 A U
B2 (Hofstede, 1993; #EMX %5, 1989); 7 —
JriH, VA5 SCAR R R I AR B, I b E
MANE . E EEE R AR T B (P e i
45, 2016), FEULFP AT, T RLE O AT LI
Ry, HBEEHEZ A BT, A URBR 1 E S
T 5T B BN M 25 X — IS A, B
ETARBEEEERERABRAGMNRZEITE,
SRR T AT BA B D3 7E B 4 5O R i B O ERGE, FE
155 25 FIA N b B AH L FIAH FSE I, 3 Bt AR
BT 35 AT BAA £ = 9% sl w55 7 e Ol
%, H—PH, WRMIF LA Ll P A E %
R i 25 1) 485 A8 B TR0 RTI T L BB A% L 3R AT 3R AT X
BT 2= O A T IR, A B R R 2
FA B I SR 5 SR BT A SR T

85, DA BRI 1 i 22 ok T 2% 41 U4 48]
e BAR R, A SV BT S Ol T 42 AR
AR R W LRI T LI SR IS 1 (IR
&, 2019; MigIY 4%, 2017), HIMA B ZER
T2 W02 T 0 B R, X e R HE Bl 15 461
A K e ] Y AR 45 20 B PN AE BIL R (] BRI AN
Fo o HSCUFIER B o B2 o AT H DUSOUAR £ X
BT R IR R S PR AR AR R . AT
B PR SRRt R AT SR (il an . EBAEE ),
AT BN F 15 P 22 7 76 S S T U A T H—,
AT A g 35 P 22 A9 K R P A T AR T I ek
MR RAT R, AR T S, B TER
22 B4 F [E AL B B i i g VIR B, 30K R
SUB 3 78 77 R B XA T . =, MIBR A e
T2z BT, M TRIBNVET, K
1M 25 B A T 58 1947 A M (behavioral ) AT 2l &
[7] (Fuller et al., 2012; McAllister et al., 2007),
M S PG T R AR, XXFFAT
e g B CEZ, L, A AR
P D 25 A 0 BT 2 A 05 PR AR A R Y G S L
£, AT RIS 7 48 5 A8 A 3

T3, BRCGANFE T LAE B LT R E £k 4 B
Jr 20, AT b ) T IO 2 TR % 02 T 4 X
B

5=, FU RS F A —1E 245 3T
AR, FEALUBEIE AR R, @Rk
BAT MW E B, B, BRRAT 3 R v
AL B AT R O, S EE A TR B Y
AL A BUE SRR XTI AEIN S, Bk
PR 2217 M PR 5 1 IR T PIXE 9 175 5% 544 (Morrison,
2006). XF TULEEE NI H, W BAE Bt fh 22 & —Fh
ANE FH A FH A ARG RGNS 0 HT 0
P B RSB )R 1 (Morgeson et al., 2015),
VAT A 3 15 P i 2 K SR EL AT v S i B2 A R AL, 1D
A1 BA R 1 P f 22 A 5 T B AT o, Pt
FIE BB TR GRT A ), A A g 1 P i 22 3
BT EAMASHE . By A BT
SRR LG B i AT (A ), AT B R
i 22 SR EATAR B AR S | TR AR BRI,
XoF 20 AU B AR O . AT N/
FE N H BV e 7R, RRELHE T B
A BAIA N 2, 2558 T B9k A9 AT 26 a0 72 .
fRIT & =2, B A Ao i e 1A A 15 A 22 T
5 S BREMRIE TSR F e, #ENE T
1 5% 25 4 — A1 BA AN — 1 45 — P BAAT S e 3K 1)
T AR o ACHIF ST $ L4 08 =0 R A R0 AT B 17 &4 1)
it AR X U AR T TR R e SR AE .
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The antecedents and consequences of team constructive deviation:
A routine-evolution perspective

SUN Jianqun'?, YE Wenjuan', LI Rui**, TIAN Xiaoming>”
(" School of Business, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China)
(> USTS Think Tank for Urban Development, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China)
¢ School of Education, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China)

Abstract: Organizational routines can provide stability and efficiency for enterprise development, but
sometimes they become worthless or even become outdated longer because they cannot adapt to the environment.
Constructive deviance is a bottom-up driving force for organizational routine innovation and change from
employees, but the existing research is still very lacking on this topic. At the same time, the essential nature
of the normative challenge makes it difficult for constructive deviance to unfold at the individual level. In
view of this, this project focuses on the team constructive deviance. Based on developing the relevant behavior
scale and event list, the project integrates event system theory and group cognitive-affective dual-process,
using the research methods of interview, time-lagged design and experiment to explore the antecedents and
outcomes of team constructive deviance, including analyzing the formation process of team constructive
deviance in the context of organizational rigidity, and exploring the inverted U-shaped relationship between
team constructive deviance and organizational routine updating and its mechanism. Relevant results of this
project will not only advance the previews constructive deviance research, but also provide inspiration for
management practices to avoid organizational rigidity and arouse vitality.
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