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Ko AEIE: (DAT BRI A, BREZNEREIEADRKCES FHHIHEEXZ ey PR, QK
R LM I A A HAE R B RR S, Ao A RkAWiE ER el f0E AR, Q)hkw
FbeiE & A MR S B R T A S AR T A1 (DRI AR K s S ECEE MR L AR A 3743
RVER, BB IERMA AN NBE A EF AR E TR AT ARG T A L5 B IgiT; sk
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AT FEAE L

XA ARAKCA, BRI, EEARE, EEHHD

SEE  B849: C93
o) 7 42

AR, A BRI P A T Al A T R O
PG A, 2 2 8 fe B T S A TR TR i Bk R T LA
B TR Sk H AR 9 51 T, PR A R4S 3 (ke
4%, 2022; Moon et al., 2008: 92), {E R EAH 5
TR . TE 22 5 W A 2 M2 R, AT B DL
F R BH IR, sy AN R EENAIHE
S IG(Al et al., 2020). T X558 K Y Facebook Fll
Instagram, TikTok #AR7E 2020 4% 7 H H3Z iR
M R, AR T 23R A ERA P8
(MAU)IE 45%M351, #3223k P & R
TR AL B, B 2014 45375 350 MLl 55 9k i
W, XA E HAEFILT Y LA TENE A%
REI, BAJLEIHL, (HRLRINTHRER S
38 2b 0 A R BT FAT BA B TR i, AT ) SRR AR
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RUARMEAR RS LR NI S % . It a—
SO BRI A BA R 2 IRIR RN 277 TIRZE
ALLSF- FL Y P BA 0 A S B K B8 7 B —A~ 90 T
RGTIR(FE4A . e sE . A5 AR MAN
(B AT BA) 2 75 SR S B i T 7 124 M ik,
AN BT 5 2 B2 42 17 45 DR 22 (497 2 40 5 XU

TR SR L P BAGUE %) DL KA A 41 i 3
& (explicit theory of cognition, |13 HiCIZ R4,
FETEOE BRI SE), (HEIZ T MOAHN N R3S
(implicit theory of cognition), RAFIATHBAEHr
SRR NS T ERGRETD 45, 2019),

A N — Bl N B 190 BOIR 35 (psychology
state), “M 1045 (Growth Mindset) /&~ X} g Jik
A E—EER T AR E—EE
(Dweck, 2008), <2 M SN ELZ 5% 1A &
Bl = i€ J1 (Blackwell et al., 2007; Dweck & Leggett,
1988; Hong et al., 1999), MR EEIR NN, 173h3#&
ERRmILIRFR T DU & I BLLE S I ST 1115 - RS TN
THIBANAT M3 B2 (Dweck & Legget, 1988), i 0>
BEHNANGREERZ WG ZE TR s8R, il
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BT AEFANAEHLUE 5 i A O A 1 P
R I FL77 A 05 e (9 42520 (Blum, 2017; Chen
etal., 2021; Dweck, 2012). # % H T, FZEHBAAL
KOERTTE 55 R R 8, FRIFR T 0
SCUEWFSE . AR IX LTI SRR R T B BA B 0
A F PR, EXT A S AR SR A5 BB A
AP B 25 19 1] 5K i (Behfar et al., 2008;
Simons & Peterson, 2000), A<M & T [4] BA dn ]
BT A RE, TR —Fh %% I oA B A 5 T T
IR 25 (emergent states) (Rydell et al., 2007), 5L
T, YA A A B AT B B, AR S P BAORE 5
IR, S&H—NERNLEERTRE, BHE
A A R 025 (Team Growth Mindsets, TGMs),
YR X BT AL SR 1 SR B R T UL . A
B OBERIE . VBN —A SRR, BB 0
BIEF MO SEE L ERIG ) NAfF7E . 3t
1 T BARF 00 2 RE 8  A8 TA BA 8 SR =2 [ SR
SYME, & REREHN O UM R A B 5% N IR 2 A BA
IR H AR, SRS TN SR 3l ik i <A SR 4k,
ANZE TP AT B PR S RN AR ST, e 4 ST BA
A3 (Chen et al., 2021; Marks et al., 2000; Ozduran &
Tanova, 2017; Rattan & Dweck, 2018; Shapcott &
Carr, 2020),

M Peit A (embedded) 415 15 )
[ 7 <misr H 3> (independent self)IFh, &IET
AN A 2 38 A T P A IR R M, Rk
% HIL” (relational-self or interdependent-self), £
ARFFERW], BSOS AE— A B Pl AT BT
LIRS TR FE R [ E I 2 AR T Y
H TR BRI 2 4 )2 T A B A R 45 8% ) (Murphy
& Dweck, 2010), “FETFINFIAY A RIS, HBAAL
KA T RS — A B A i i — 1 A — Y\l A )
PR = 4R (AR 1) B SeTEmh B, R
B 0 2 1 A 1A By P BA R B3 B, T RO A
(openness)JEHE T F BA P35 87 IH A A9 Rl 43, X —
SRR = ) o AR R S T R A 3R, T AR
KLU A o R E &AM TRE
B IR . RIE W, A AR ] A (5 ]
(judgement) o AT ] F 5 S AT OB —F
A5 L, R SR T 7E AT B 23 S AT A 7 B (Plaks
etal., 2001), HUHKEE 7 MR BRRIB A IR
TE Rl [, P BA AR B3 PR 47 48 B (growth), TAA—A>
FEUR A B AFIE (I g | LR T B i o —A4

HA R ORHEIBA, 28 %% ) TR kK
BAUME, SR BB T L BB 1A, IR AR
Hiy SR A R TR R I 0, A8 T A A I A Ak R
FUISEF AT P AP AR ok o B =g L,
P BA G 70 AR 45 IR B (grit), A T SEERHT BN H AR, 1H
YRR AGE . A — R, sk
R 2R T AN R A Wk n, e
—TCRR RS, AT LLJG R M 28 49 42 48 (Guidera,
2014), Chiu %5 A (1997)F4F BT 5T & B, “NTEBh
L. BRRASBE , Besz kil . SBEhi S5 R ik
DATRAMHEHNEE.

B BB DA ) = 4R 25

WA T B BABIHT T 58 K 2 7 AR AR J I,
VEREE | S50 BORER R, 5 AN I
LA 22 DA X 2200 (K i et al., 2020). FBA L 51
TEARI . 3 5 AR R A rp R B A SE 19
S8 4 ] (Canning, Muenks, et al., 2019; Canning,
Murphy, et al., 2020)&5% i B BN 1T 0 5 515K
MIRZER . WMAMRRERZ (P HHE %, 2016;
Canning et al., 2020), [Ett, J&shH AR O AR
W5, S8R A BABTHTIE BUHL ] i 22 3k A

F van Knippenberg il Hirst (2020)F % 13
HLi% 557 (Motivational Lens Model)Z B, <k
BT EBE T ETHERENAERE -, A
S A R E e 52 M A AT DX 1 0 A R,
Ek, 7R OHAREN—F 2, LEFmER
{8 Z& (Bayer & Gollwitzer, 2005), {HHARH R
TE AT BAH S 20 im0 25000 7 2 A 2 HL AR 52
(Xuetal., 2020). HAj, T4 A—idB—Hih”
(IPOYEL Y, [ A A 37 Y 5% A & 2 AL AR R UL Sl
(Contractor et al., 2019; Felin et al., 2015), “IE & 11
LR (Attention Based View, ABV) Wit B A1
SUAERAIL T — % TV A B¢ % 72 (Contractor et al.,
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2019; Feline et al., 2015), 245 I HEE . AT
558 40 77 b TR il A 1) SR Bh A R BT T S Bk, A
BA B 51 AR i R ), AR AT B R
AY“5548 2 (Argote & Greve, 2007; March & Simon,
1958; Simon, 1947), 284 8h%5% R Edhaiit, K
B, RGBSR O 25 2 A0 el 1 2 4 vh 1 A
BABIHT A 20 B 2 b, H 2R 1 8 s
(-, RS B A B T RE A g JE AR 2, Il
T RS AR ) T R IR, S AT,
JEAEGT 1A BARIHT I L ) 5 2 ik e 1) 2 2 (0] B

2 XEREGRIR

2.1 WROLESEH

AT BB A A S IR T Dweck 7E 2006
AR R EAECODA : IR O ), g
B SR — MR AR e, MR T AT Sk i v e
TERER S, 1826 BDX YA R
(2006: 215), FAR L B2 0 JRAG 0 2 ME 24k R
A NERAHLHIEE” (Dweck, 2006: 16), &AM
W] 76 1 F O Yk AR R 5T R R P Y L A X
(Dweck & Leggett, 1988), Murphy #ll Dweck (2010)
E—F 8 T OSPRS00 (Growth)
HTE E 02 (Fixed) o FFA A DA, K TAE
AR A SRR ML, PR IHRE T A
B9S85 Ty, AR K & B AR A R, Al
T2t OB NGRS . S EYER, A
B0 A W A2 A0 45 1 58 4 IR B8 vh 45 L T A b 2R A
(Dweck, 2006, 2017; Dweck & Yeager, 2019),

VBN A 5T A B, AT BARG 5% ) SEL AR A X 2%
T — B A A Bk (a lens), AL B ORIEH
H O AN, DA R 27 2] 33k Se 45 AT I N X
FoR PN B S (Dweck & Yeager, 2019), [ABA
AL B A O A 25 A NI AT, AR T AR
JIT 3 AT BAJZ T 945 5 (Gutshall, 2013; Ozduran &
Tanova, 2017; Rattan & Dweck, 2018; Shapcott &
Carr, 2020), P& Z A BY 22 52 . A ARG ASM
AN R A0 AeT 8 2 R T e, i AT BA G
U 285 S A0 AT A ey T R T 1) T ek

A A 00 25 9 S8 AR 7Y B 398 (Implicit
Theory, 1T), WFH Rt (lay theories)sl ' RAF
& (lay beliefs) (Blackwell et al., 2007; Dweck, 2008;
Heslin et al., 2005; Murphy & Dweck, 2010; Dweck
& Yeager, 2019), P B3I (1) S 5 20 B8 43 R e

BN B HE B F2 E T 5 T 28 P (Wheeler & Omair,
2016), WHHAIR A —FhZHL, $5TieE B A UEHE
REAS 4, BN ELSAFTERY . S0 53 107 6]
SR HARE S, RIS R E 29 R T
i TR HA Fi(Dweck, 1999). Al /1 (Karwowski,
2014). E(Dweck, 2008). i %47 & (Haselhuhn
et al., 2010). Z1%147 Jy(Murphy & Dweck, 2010)L)
K #3418 (Murphy & Dweck, 2016), B2E A
T A B B 110 2 S I 9 ] DAHE T S0 A )2 1o
(TR AA P B B3 il ST TN AR Y B2 B 32 (Beckmann
et al., 2012) A MO F &R B BT L iE it
o) B PR IR SR B AR TE A R
W, WEHIIGK A RS . KR OB OTE
TG A [F) A 5 B X T 0 AR AT N B 189, e
AWM R EIENTESIL . BUGSEE | 28k
ik X HTITEE | B O A DA B 3 B B (Chen et al.,
2021) AT A — A F BA B RFAE (AN ) | BB
J3) AT LA 3 AR SE 100 A5 DLk R 54 1 (Rydell
et al., 2007). BUEEMEAT HIET — N ANMAE BT H,
Z BN RAE AR R B 521 (Karwowski & Beghetto,
2019), FI BRGS0 385 W LA A0 kg — ol AT BA B 7% 3
ERIN B &, TERRIE W BE L 1L B AT o
Tralrh b B G, T PR R 8RR 2.

2 ATV AE B 5 HE BB o0 25 % T BA B 2 g
(K#E T 4%, 2019; Zhao et al., 2021). HIBAEIE
(Puente-Diaz & Cavazos-Arroyo, 2020)%fVE BT,
Z R Bt 45 Dweck (1999)F % I HL 4 BE 30K
W A B DA, B 2#35 5 T Plaks % A(2001)
MR, FET — < LI ZH
T AL AT 55, AH AT B R 53 A o 8 2 8 40 i TG
BMERE T AR BERER, FLE R
B P B PR (Rydell et al., 2007); H[E%%# Chen
FENQO2NEGE T 245 B BA UK O 25 A S A i
7% 5 P (Duckworth et al., 2007; Dweck, 2006;
Dweck, 2017; Guidera, 2014; Heyman & Dweck,
1992; Levy et al., 1998), JF& T — /L& “shil.
SR PR BB WA O TR N S 4E
JEi R, JFTET BB 3T T, Dweck A%
N (1995) 1t 2 T2 S XA A A A PR 0 ST 2
FLAEE Ty TEELL S A=A YEEE, IR HTBA
JAR A 285 1 N 07 T A O S R B T

H i % BACy A T 5T R 2L T E G,
KRG A A 025 B T BB (Aronson
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et al., 2002; Bettinger et al., 2018; Dweck & Yeager,
2019; Paunesku et al., 2015), “A iR LER, £
AR . BH B Mg ikaitl, 2
Wi 5 280 T %of JFC % Bl A 2 AR 2 2] B8 ) I AR AR
o BRI, W AR SE TR IR W G fer MR A Tk
AR — A | G B X AY .0 ZS (Murphy, 2021),
R N W0 i 1N SR ) e s A R 24
A2 I fiE(Sisk et al., 2018). it it 18] (RS,
TAES R P A A DR 5 R — R
3% 51 (Franiuk et al., 2004),

BARCHUIEIRL, BAK.OATRESE
ZH SO 5 (Boyd, 2015; Heslin et al., 2005), {H
BEAE AT B BRSO 25 19 SRR AR 58 B AR R AE A AR
KO ABRIE AR b, 5 P BA ) 25 Fi AT BA &AL
B9 R A 518 R (Behfar et al., 2008; Jehn et al.,
1999; Simons & Peterson, 2000), PERFLIS EIRAN
B B AL B s AT R E AR, e TR
H B AL, AT SR R Ak 5 B 1 AH SC B A7 K 1 1]
B3 M A SR 5 A0 AT R A R B P 2
[6] B 28k & (Zhang et al., 2020), HBARL KO
5% B ) A FAAR W (O’Connor et al., 2013;
Royston, 2016), f&42 Tt F BBk A i 7 (R R A
ZERET 4%, 2019; Zhao et al., 2021), HA%>)
H #5 5: [1] (Zhao et al., 2021) , F LG &4 Ak B 4]
BRI RIS PECIR A T 48, 2019)7E 3 Pl Ay
YEH.

N AT ] T O 5 AT O S — B E B
(Plaks et al., 2001), ZE— A WA 025 1 F1BA

R A B ) T O RO S — BUNE
B D AT DGE SRR S, JEm AR
HIffT . AN BT TR 2 I AT 55 B A 5 B A 3
fifeg o IR IR OE, FI SRR EBENA
TN AT T LA T ) 3 ) Ak 3
A R SCHI BRI (Xu et al., 2020). /5 H i A&
AR TAEEE D RAA XA KOSSER
T Z AR R IIWFFE o A BRI O A5 AH S AT
KL WA 3,
22 FEEASEE

5 1 (Attention) § 5 SR — Fl A4 i T\ 0
U E I [E] S AU P4 (Fernandez-Duque & Johnson,
1999), FEFINFA, T 7248 A AR 51 £
PEdh e | R, JFAE TP RIAIRS D 3RBUE B, FE
B3 2 H R RG22 R 1 O i P 3R (Davenport
& Beck, 2002), Daft Fll Weick (1984)¥ 77 J1ilk
SR — B P B BEAILD, SRR R Y PO R B
T4 58 MR A D’ Aveni Hil MacMillan
(1990) ) 35 T & AL A1, K 3 2 0 0 Dy e SR 3 4
T AL B RE T B 4R FREE 5 PSR AR DG H I
R, BEALFE AT WS 1 U5 B AL #E 15 8
P BR, WALHEAS LSS 1 O T AN 4R 5 A5 S Ak 0
EDIRuR

Bt Al 4 EIL N SR AR 45 1 52 Je i i 1
AT BB SR Tk TR 3 1 % G e ) A4l BT A B
FHIMZEMERE S o F B 0 5 BT AR R B 8 T 1
B ZAEZ R, MR &K
Jii 43 2 ) 4% TP B AT 09 45 R HLIE R 19 53 % (Posner
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MEERER
« RISHE

Bl (Lauren, 2015)
TS AR S5 LK (Hoyt, 2012)
I FR PRI RISt AP

(Murphy, 2010)
MR EE EELE R A {5 (Murph, 2010)
NS F Murphy, 2010 (Sharma, 2016) 7Ki#(Canning, 2010)
(Emersony, 2014; Dweck, 1995 é&m%%ﬁmﬁa {5{F(Murphy, 2015; LaCosse, 2020)
Strand, 1583) (Gibson, 2020) .
HAUET i c RTATH
(%o}mifzoog 0 Y ,|  AEREEE | HRE (Murphy, 2010)
RHTERAT & (Wang, 2010) Bl BHRE., 1RGN,
(Blackwell, 2007; HBF I i SRR RIS, S 1A%
Dweck, 1988) B (Yan, 2014) Z ufik (Murphy, 2020)
Blackwell, 2012 SURBPIE ST & Bi4847 4 (Emerson, 2015)
Midkiff, 2018 (Sharon, 2018)
Yager, 2019 BAER&R
B AZ T ISR (Van

Knippenberg, 2013)
121 BA I3 77 (Zhao, 2021; Bk E T
2019; Zhang, 2019)

3 (A B A 2 AR SCBIF 5T Y Ik 225 22 B

& Rothbart, 2007), Ocasio (1997) 141 {4 Hh it B¢
TEMABNRE T, WHE LB AT A
G E SR [) RS Aol A= A7 %5 DDA 56 1 Tl L
Jolk . MILIES 55 Bk R 45 ) ik T T 5 v T RE B 1Y B I
VIR g5 . gt e AR AR R AR

WEAE T 58 ¥ 3 8 T 2 7 2 — Fol ot R
(James, 1890; Kahneman, 1973), & J1IFIE N5
—ME, M2 M (attention  selection) Fl %
(attention intensity) - HE IR 1 i B4 A% (Driver,
2001; Ocasio, 2011; Posner & Rothbart, 2007), ¢
YT B I WF T 22 h A 7 A AR B OB (2
&) I (Gavetti & Levinthal, 2000; Huber, 1991;
Katila & Ahuja, 2002); T 20 B T4 A
PN RE 77 43 e 46 1 & 0 18 1Y 2 B (Kahneman,
1973; Ocasio, 2011), &% BRUE R AR,
A BT R e U i & 2 AN # ILIR) A Leiponen
& Helfat, 2010).

fEUNAIRR . th S0 2T T
W& R R ELR TR WL S 5 R, William Ocasio
(199 B A= AE SMT 1T F k3 T Al 11 38 ) A
W (Attention-Based View, LI TfRiFK ABV)HBEHE
P FE . ABV 51L& IS H H NTER LI
Ak A7 A B B IA Dy R i R 7 UL Y R TR
(Ocasio, 2011); ABV J& X = /2 16 A BE & (19 3 — 25
WAL FI %D 72 (Souitaris & Maestro, 2010); 2% > ¥
38 T 4 7R AL AE R R AR AHR LA 2K T
WA T 3 2 S EE At UL (Sapienza et al., 2005);

1M 1 B BR IS P % i B 22 48 (Thornton & Ocasio,
1999) 51 B 1 BERIULES & ol B, R il %
BAGHEEWERINENEEZRNE, HEH
BATE R 7 Xt Al 15U L T & RN FH BB AR A s
Wi (Yadav et al., 2007), T4k 3E A7 7 3 A AL
FUH EEBOR T CEO X EA FE AR B 4 AR
15 )1 B F5(Eggers & Kaplan, 2009); 7EAS[A] P15
T, A Z 2 . PR RN A R v AR
ZERC N A HE R BT S FLAR A Ao
FRFREBCH AR B B RIBA, AR EE A ST
P PSR, [ B kA ) LB DA T AR 3 £l
(Nadkarni & Chen, 2014); 4 /b &5 8 AT
BAREAA T RO AR T R,
0T PN 3R 7 R A = S BB B H R 3%
WAF (RS 5, 2014); MRREHQIHTED
e B A UG A R Lk £l ok e 3 i 2%
) s A R Aol K R (S A, AR,
2016); B4 SF BA R % 1% (2016) 42 5 45 X B3 T Y
TER 1 5 A AR P I A IE A DG OC R, JF B
FETCA BEIRR E I8 W VR, SR A 55 (2016) i
— AU S e A AT AR 1 8 g b A b 3 R s A
Bk Zm, If H CEO WERA —FAHALITRRI &
e ZA L IE [ 5 1R ;. Ridge 25(2017)00) & 30 5 45
P IS F A9 AN [ 450385 14 N B3 20 B AN [ B4 T 3 )
OIBCRE SR, B SR A LU AR SR
BBl 0 4 T A ER B AR 56 BUB 380 A £ 1
] FURE 0B, A ol 25 00 1) SR JBCRR 85 £ 47 5 7
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SELF R IEM TR E %, 2016); =
EAH AR AR (202 1) 48 1 T 0 8 P BAAE 3R B 05
BOBAAR P75 1 0 8 0 B B £l 2 (8153
W g B R R SR HEVE T, T RAE A (2021) 1A
R A1 b £ €0 BT R T L 24 R A A AR
FEEIIGI LR,
2.3 WRIER

B, HENBESEEN S5 XRETT
TTEZMRAMRE, HIRE T 1 20806 1 (8 i
FELEIR, RIMIR T 5 F 7 B SRR 2R A1 BA
BIHTTE WML 0 A B R, (B R 1 1Rl
HHLH R K ZE T T RWRA, BHEEREA
M Z R, MDA . B R
kT EGRBMNERES SWTE S EIIE, 5TERE
ft2BESHERIELANESD, BRES L
e B

5, TR BB O 25 0 5 i fE SR B R Y
ML T, B W9 32 25 10 H AR O S 5 A
W77 HIBEEZ BN OCER, EXTHE BRI 0
550038 22 181 4 N FEHLR LR I B4R B R 35 8 R
T4y YERN—FLIERRE, FABASRK OSRER
TIB— R fil & 2% (trigger), & AT I R B S 450
NG 1R BB, (155 20RO 42,

8= AR ECE S R — SRR T,
WA B TR II T B AR 5 1 BA A
ZIEMIEM LR, BRWA 5T 560 2 T BEAE1E
BB U RN, (R B L B S A W] BB AEAE 1Y
“BAmE T, BAnih gt 25 i AN 45 FT A BB A
REAFE R, BEE— <B4, BieEs
5N Z 5 51

550U, TE AT A R N TG 54 S 1A A
BB S 5, P BRSO A T R
— PRI AL AL, S0 B AT AR N R
WORMCBARE I, MEFEE R EREHER T
BT RS, OF O B G R A A — N R ER A, 5
& 1 A (i adk =X A s ml ) B SR, AR IR AL T
2 HRE, A REE ST IR R AR,
3 i

AW FE B R BN 4 BiR . Bk R
KAVIRE . BERRISTRE . UK. QCA &F
Tk, EARNAESE T B R AR K OB ETER
L S A 5 A A 4 PN FEBIL X — 4 A I

B, BRATF LU Y5 ST
31 #R1: ARRKLE. EEAS58FH
3.1.1 BB KOES-FENT E-ENEIFH

15 25 T ORI R AR 55 0 7=l B EE b, B
T )it BN [A G AN TR AT M U 28 SR A
Sl PUR IR T £ (RYRAE (- CE N [ s N A2 D
X, RPN — T E T RS BINEE, E—
KR KA M H AR E B sl A, K
M, — AR R R RN AR IO AR A B
A B A5 ik 1 B 47 1) R DR SR, S BRBIHT (Collins &
Smith, 2006; Katila & Ahuja, 2002; Katila & Chen,
2008; Katila et al., 2012; Li et al., 2013; Taylor &
Greve, 2006; Tidd & Bodley, 2002), &7 FRELYEF
PRIR LA SR, TR S R S — R A ik
PR, B BNER A, AR5 ECE B A A
757 (Eklund & Mannor, 2021), ifij“M BAVE 2 4
2N E AT B LAy =BT P o AR Ry — G B
PERE, H AR O S AR KRR I pes B A6
ER IR IREAE I MERRES, ARTE
B E M, R R ¥ R FE R R
[K A5 & (Dweck, 2017),

"o, —HEABREOEMEB, H& R G
LRFEH T R IRME ST /MG B R, IEXT
SR FHRANE BRI R E, BE
5 TTIA RS SR, RE RS AR S50 X 47 #0115 8
T H i HES 414 (Spiro et al., 1991); [AIH}, ]
B PRz DA 0 5 5 BT, 23 ik FTBA B A B £ b
BABIMY I Z rh, AR IR P35 B 5 348
75 4% fE(Whittington et al., 2017)., K, T g
P 6 Z R AT BRI AR R, B B A1 B &
AEAE B 1 (8 1 2T A L 4 R A5 AH G
T AR (Liu et al., 2021), 00 PR OELA
[A], AT S0 H P A= S A58 (Sampson, 2007) 17 A
A [v) S5 T R IR PR 2R 15 S R R 0% 1 sl SR
AR, A BT AR RS T K
fh, $E i H T 58 B 7T (Aliasghar et al., 2020), i
R B

HWR, —AHBARKOEMA BN, #mE0AaT
% 1By B (Lou & Noels, 2016; Ozdemir & Papi,
2022), 241 X A [ 38 1 BB B AN RGRAE B, il
2% I B B AR N B T, IR RE AR
WA MiEH, UUIFRBIRTTE, XEEEF
S Bl AT B S BT A ATT 4 R R, A BA
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*****

HH

"""" WEHRE | L mmER |
| EEASE — e
il NSRS | s RRERHE ' : o e !
. TR . SRR ir@w\ A EA BT i . FEEFEM ;
L= i - ! - WA || @ FUARED
fffff D ERAORE — ! i ;
Fik 1 ; e : - EmRelE | | GR —!
| ERBE | k| - EBmE ||
ol f | '
Bl | |- HIBAER |
: [ ERE i =
i : &1
| oy, RIS, 5 o
i FHARRESS | |
i o SEYR P x IR 4 i
| s HURE PR i ]
: COBABGEXER | 1 |
S — A 5J
=IAZH. +

N REFIMEKFR, P> REELLR

4 ABTFY A

5y S i e B A0 A 26 1 UL AN 2B (L et all,
2013); AilfiTEF b I 0T R A% S Bl P A 28 i %
U SR A A NI B, BRI T i Bh i
P FUA A 2 1 (Chesbrough & Bogers, 2014),

A 1 RN R OS5 B
BB Z RIFEE R A YEA .

WA la: TR RE(CORIEZREME)TE A
A0S 5 A AT B 2 AT R AR

WAL 1b: R R (U 2GR ) TE T A
A5 H Az B Z RIAEE R A ER

SRAMT, VR R R E R B0S )
NI, REZSFEANRH Bbs. JoILAE mxt s
FEAH E (G SEE, ABAEm F R BRI A,
VIskE g R . 52 250 B A A 0N 8 1 R,
AT B A % 2 (Sitkin & Pablo, 1992), M4h, H1BA
A FIB 23 AN 22 T IR S Jo i O A L4 7 B (] P 5

B HMERERIR A I H, L3R4S % i) (Cardinal,
2001), Bk, MyEEN)ERMKSOR B, HBA
X AR A A S RURTEUR 8% 1 I RCR Rk e 25
Meflk, SEETEAETEKF NG, 2
FEPIFP IR

B, WORERERM L T, 5
SIRBECE I YEd R R R TE R A ME R AN A R
AR, Wi T EABGAMETT, YT HBGIA
AL R L, MEDUR PR AR L BT R4E . B
MEEQH B, M6 T iR F SR R,
ot T2 B R B T I FE A A A A N B
H, AT I T AR 34 R AL AR 3 B8 i B =
HERZSUIN L N 3% S EU M NS R 2e) i DR A SI RN
HE AR RS AR, e 2 BELAS T ¥t R 1 e 8 4
#(Grimpe & Kaiser, 2010), ¥k, AR R
0 RO, A BA 22 ST i) BT P A0 i T 1 B

)
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BIARGR AR 2, 0 22 TR TT 28 008K 0K ¥ 1
TiE, VAT BAHE LATE ST 1 . A7 R A Hsf [ PN ) 2% 22 b
MR ML Rl MR DL AR B P 7E G
X (Kotha et al., 2013), fE&FR“ERENL", T
IR A ERAR | R R AU A QI AR, — R
BRI T BAZE i A AE (VT S, 2015),
A 2 RN ESHINEZ 2 E U
RICR, WEBRENEREN) ESRBE K
B4 AT BABIHT o
WA 2a: TEREI)TRECORIEZREME) S A
Wit E A U BCR, hERENTEE
T B 4 T 30 KT 1 T B 3k A3 o
A 2b: TR RE (U GRS A
RGBT Z AEE U BER, PERENER
T B 4 T 30 R KT 1 T B S 1 A3 o
3.1.2 BAR K - B R E-E A GI3
HE R R E AT Z R Forflil
HIGE ) ) 1 &0 B 9 6 8 Bl % (Kahneman, 1973;
Ocasio, 2011), FrEHEEIRE, BIFEHRTE
R JitE I 1Y 5% 1 (effort) Fl U% 45 (insistence) [ 7K -,
IENE TR, MBI R B AR AR
J1(Weick, 1995), H BN AT A RCFE AR IE &
BF, H AR R AT O A SR 2 B At AT Ak 3 A B
fif P Rl 5 B RE D, B S EGE SsB o, BT BA
ERBARTF(Li et al., 2013),
EIFAME BMR DB LIRS T A RS
(Dollinger, 1984), 1 R&D 5 FF—— |V 8 K om iF
AR IR AR 7 —— 5 £l BT A BR AR 119 3¢ £ (Cohen
& Noll, 1995; Greve, 2003). Rerup (2009))]_\”]&#%}
IE T #:42%% )1 (sustained effort) A Bl T 40 2135 5]
WE LR ERETS), Dt EsMail. A4L
HF A M B AR [ FORE 3% T RAT AR T4 E
B o BT RHEFHR S U A 5P (Dean & Sharfman,
1996) FIHL 23R 5 (Grégoire et al., 2010)E-4 Ak
TE T (A 55 T i U3 e T R A R B R IR
gk, MG ARE J1 B (Levitt & March, 1988),
TG, AR TR E LM E LR,
IR T AT RERS 1 B L Pk Ak B A O R
T A M E AR A AT Re vk, I3 2R EH S
JE(Li et al., 2013), 14 T A1 BABIHT Y FEAS 18 42 1L
2SR 345 B 2o I S5 sl v A 9% R (Stock, 2006) . K
DA N — R 2 A SR e, R T Al
NAE LB IT i 7S B (Barak & Levenberg, 2016), i

TIIEA FHAE R B 0B ARE 5 B 5 A2,
AN 23 R B AR 0 H B SRA AL F B g
MR R Y FO VR B X MR BRI AT b
PR BT 4025, JFXHE B0 FPEIE SO iR A
MR 2 S5, BB a il i A3 . A7 . Wl
FE 40 55 Dy AR SR EN IR 2, 3 A o 4 A )
TR HIR, DT B 1) R g H A L B ) S
(Shalley & Zhou, 2008).

FUR, R A 2R 3 4 K R] 1 4 b DL
L fe A 1) ) R, e IR K A IR A
BER . —PMEABRKOESHRIBN, IHRBIA
PROFN B AN 1 BL 4 T, B A 1 2 22 DR AR
SR A AU ZSEE” (Chen et al., 2021; Dweck
et al., 1998, 2006, 2017), 7E i lfi 2 AR P EE T, Bk
O 2SI A A 22 3R HY B A ) 1) 44 (Blackwell et al.,
2007; Haimovitz et al., 2011), 1ij B O
MR BIBN, ek T 3R EEITE, FEZUE
Mo PR AEAE R AR, AT REAR THAE U L i R R R
it B s RV AR T8 R IN RN RE 1, R B Sk
(Y5 AE L & (Smith & Tushman, 2005).

WA 3 TR TR AR A O A 5 E A
B Z MIAELE TP A 200

AR 3a: TER IR AR B 0 A 5 A
i 3tk BT =2 RLAEAE T A 8500

AR 3b: RS ERE AR A AR 0 2SS T BA
G AT Z (B AEAE A RN o
313 FEAREMERN ENBEMM

HEREAHRINN, EENRERS ST L
(TR R R R L AR A ERL A A B R R, T
45 B (Fiske et al., 2008; Taylor & Fiske, 1978), i
HOU TR EMBAE A A | 18 N 2 BRI H IR op e A
B B, BEINSE o ELRE K R R AT L i
Be 2R T . AR AT AR B s R, SR
B R EEE G S E A TR IR T L
T3 AN AR R AL BEBE 7 LA B g A s A
A 700 7= LA R BORF R2 M, FE XTI e 2%
F LA b RN R BT A R, AR L JE I Y A
ZREPEREESE T RSN, A
JE A AT R AR A L AR R A B M
6l 15 RN R A0 £EL 5 WG | T 2 R R
anAT . SR, R AR BUME B2
RS HLATH FEAR KRR e F IR A R
WAL et al,, 2013), I L, MELIFE—HT 4R
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FHAE SRR, AT RE 2 (R A5 Tk akdd
Fo P, QR KA RGBT 2R
AR R TAE, AR A ERABER R
T 2 RIS 3B 587 b, (HL AT BE TG i 78 70 TR I b
Bl SRR A v Ty, RO 1 3 22 i
[ FRG J1, BB AR Al BRI

WAL 4 R IJITREEVE T TR BRI
BABIHr Z 1] f) 45 2, e A B g 19 5 5t B
e ()R IR BR8] U A

WAL 4a: TERRBEWRT TIERE TR
IRZAENE) I AT e BT Z B B th 26 G &, il
A g 403 A B s (IROVE R TR BE A9 ) U B

AL 4b: TERRBERT TIER )T (O
HARGE ) A AR BIHT Z A B2k C &, il
A g 403 A B s (RO RS TR BE A9 ) U B

i b, WH5E 1 RTINS R .
3.2 ®R2: BAREKOSHRE S TE”

P R B 1) — A AR AR s A ATTT AR B
frahskEm A A LERE T AT
LeFT A F R FE B LA K 2 5 5 2647 0 1 ] RE R

(Rattan & Ozgumus, 2019; van Knippenberg &
Hirst, 2020), (R tt, 7€ TAEIE 5 PR IT O ST FREAT,
HEH IR AR TAE R E R R G
PR S BEAT N AR, B Ay b e 2R
TR R R R R R R T B o AT BA P
PR MTE B B R A5 oAb O A SRS AT R B,
B b B0 2550 AR 0 3 B MR IR R, 2H 20k
RATTET TAES T M (0L . R B 4 56 &
(Chatman & O’Reilly, 2016), 4414 ki kit
(FEI AATTR SCAC RS N 2 T8 11, LA R AATTRS
2 J8 SO R R — 20, 2 A A (E WL DE P
M 5L TR B 5 B G, 338 a3 4R i2E A N Z 1)
1 PME RN B3R SR N5 20 & /F (Chatman & Cha
2003; Chatman & O’Reilly, 2016), K tk, BT HF
FHLEE SRR AR O, &N RETAE
AT AT BA A 00 25 U800 KN 75 23 Bl B 2H 21 30k
R A 55 AR Ak, TR TERE A TAES Py
i 45 DR (BT ) P9 I B (o0 250 ) R B A0 1Y
TA 3 2 (0 T 7 ) N TE SR I I 8 5 800, R AR
&l 6 fimm .

P BA BT

e

Zi[INB R RF

R AT

i |
| i1/
| R AL |
| BB - WG | |
| MR RURET | |

__________________________________________

Fe BSOS . R AAT BT Y SE AL 11
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32,1 “RIFWIATRE: BRIl

— UM SO S S8 R T B AR SO Ak, T
IS AN I A E AU, AR 8 B BA N AR 8 S [R]
P 1 U IR EVARL A, fBT A BA R R TR R R R A
B 250K, MESEIFWEILR BRE )
(Zhou et al., 2004), SZFR 1 F AR O 54 B 5t B
IR, TEREAE N — B S TR A O
Bl Bk, s S S, BA KOS
1149 T A A TG Xof A VR 22 40 P 1) 1 8 o) B LA 2%
P, B LR B B bR A B ME, TR B
L WU AL R B AR IR o AR — Bk
AW ERT, HTFHALEZ 2N FENAZL N
L, 5 2H 200 (8 AN DG e 5% DG 2 AR 1% 141 Al
HOR s s Ak #EAT A RIA T, R A SR
SHBCE MR A AR AR S (R 2 45, 2020),
L, EAR—BE ST, A O BXT BT
JTRERIGREE (OS2 TR 55 o AR T A A,
FATHE W — B b SR ERE ) EREE S
TRBEAE A A O A S A BB Z [l g A4

BT E K. XA RS . SR
> SR 3 I P SCAR R BRI o A R I R M SRR
AT BA S B R, B T ek s, AT BARE % 5 R i
o ¥ 5w 4 TR ML I R A AR k. BT ETBA
A IR Sy 2 2 R D WLy, AT 2 Bl Rl A
IR BT 'S K B9 A (Fey & Denison, 2003), 7EiX
FERAES, BIBARIOCEIA T X2 i X
e, EAWRAN MR ZEZHENAE, RH
BT R SR WU TR A I, ZEARGE PR ST, A
AR 2%, B A, ANESCEIR, BT
P A B O A5 X 3 T D TR BE R BE AR el AR Al
CHBR T T AR, FRATTHE 3 0 SO Ak 23
R TR RN R IR B A A BA A A S
A 37 =[] 1) Fh A A

A 5. T Ious SR T A B K
OISR IE 1 20, 22T IeEE ) 3
g, FIBAR S DA SEE I E N IEH
KK R TR

A Sa: A —EE SRR AL T T BA O
BXEBESE MR 0, HRIrssi ik
ZEpgns, F R OA SERE ST B A
KRR

A Sb: HZUE N SRR AL T B BA A O
BXEREERNIEMEm, HEA 083k

gEMRGE, FARK.OSSERNT ENIEML
P YT

A 6: M IEM IR T BIBA A K
DAXEENEERIEREmR, HS —osm
Ak, A BA S O 3 5 T R R B IE A 2
PEYiTN

A 6a: A —FME SR T I BAS K O
BXERIRBEMIE MmN, A —usM ik
g, HA KOS SEE BN IEHRX
KRR

A 6b: 2N R SCIR R AL T AT BA B O
X EB R ERIE R0, A8 IugH ik
EMRGE, AR K.OSSERENT ENIEME
P YT
322 “WRECHETHMA: FAMERE

1 BA M i 2 (Teamwork Quality, TMQ)ZR £&
F 1A BA P B A B B, AN A2 AR B B (155 )
Do B, BRAES5 1 s B L E s =2 Ak, BB
T AR Y AR T ke T T BA R B3 B B B 3l Y R
HH LG Y FTEME A4 (Hoegl & Gemuenden,
2001), I HE A T SRS 5T TE A E
B, RIS SRAT FNAE IR H pr A0 AR B, A A B
REERAEVER . BRI REE TSR, (UK
SERS SRR BRI ATEL, B BALIF 2
RS, a2, e Rt (Lee et al,, 2012).
FEt, A0 H A B8, S5ERMERREMELS S,
) X A BAT A B R 4 i ek i o

e, VA A AT B R 22 R A A R A8 T
T —FhFB(Pinto, M. B., & Pinto, J. K., 1990), [
A P ¥ 38 J e T AR Bac e i . ek
SR ATE RO R R AR o AT 10 2 141 BA AR 51 1 3
YTz R (B 3 AR 2k B R ), iR Ak AR
S VA A T A B SO el [ & MR AR IR o S
T ZER A AR B v (i an, T &,
PFEPRE R B RN ER W, i A & kR
BB (BN, 78 B ARG . PR p g,
JELA L IR ) R B T A

S RER Mm@ A I, BB Z
] 9 & 42 b B AT 25 T ET AR B0 E o 3 Al B
WHPERY . AR ER B P RS, T A BA R 5 AR
DRIAE BT LATE P TE A Ak 5 A b B
BHE FIPEAE (Brodbeck, 1994), J-4™ 1) 15 4 1) 37 i
ey S H W K A B B LR E R AR IE A



ESRp

TRAL A5 TS O A AT 20y P BB T 2 56 T3 T 0 B AR R RO B S A 1399

5E G A A8 2 {5 B8 B (Kijkuit & van den Ende,
2010), M7EABRBEMEMFEIRARZ T, BHEHL
TR 25 T A R T R R R s e 1)
Ko B, P BN UM BT AN R 0 T 28 X A
A7 19 L B B T OE ) s e 4R, KR U it
LD SR B B S KO

ok, PIBNRA 0% 4 SR B T A& 7R T A
e P IR . FEMSL I B AN B 5 G 13K
Jihvgs y, ik TR EAR AR S, M E SCRELESE
SR EA . Wi, B0 T FE B AR A
BA B 573 7 i R AL A LR, AERR A4 T,
I & TR At A BA B 53 A ARV R BTk, AN 2 i A
X )y . BB SRS AT o R BUF R R
T4, A B SR RE AR E T BA s 51 % ol
PG o R, HH B304 % i i ] A BIME BT
W EZER

AR 7. FIBNUMERT RN TEREIEM
Al BABHT Z ] e oG &R, A5 3 & g P55 3
TE =5 () A BABIME BT & 1y 48] U 3,

AR Ta: PIBNUMERTSRIET TR B
T BN = A =2 (B R DG &R, (45 5 & )
AL A v () AT BA B ot 2= 48 U A

AR 7o FIBNYMERTRIET TR
T B 2 = A 2 [ 2R DG &, (45 5 & )
AL A v () AT BA B ot 2= 48 U A
33 WR3: FEHEBEESEBEIH

R SIEERIA R, W8 R A AT DL )

AAE Y 97 A H (Finke et al., 1992), HEH
PRI PRI 7 iR o BEARAHSTIRSE TR )
JEE R BE 53 DR B HAT 8] U3 52 i (A A5 2
% N7 Phene et al., 2006; thUL FH %%, 2020),
HE ) 8 R R R N R E0A R
XTI BAT R R, T ) Ok ) R 0
(RS i F 8 R, TR &= A — R R 4P
BUk, S54biX R AL o Bk, AT BARE 12 A0 faf 3k
Mo EC A AT TE R T . RS NOZAETE R )
PR Bk e gl LSy, R/ NER ST, DIRR
FE R AU BE 0 [R) R 1 AT g, 3R B S
W7 BESR IR 4 R RN AR S 2 BB A OB K,
TR 2 11 B 5 3 7 12 A A B B b 450 ARG 7 R R B¢
PRIATIE R (B3 1), R AEMH ORI ANT T FIA A
PR Y LA b B R BAS TT, IE 2T ] fig
PE(RER)? #F5T 3 BIBFFE AL AN IE 8 TR .

R
RIESI Lhet:
UM RIR | - AR SRR
« ST e S RFTAT T B
Bk B
2| -mirx - BtITR
S
B | RmOUREEA | R RA
| - BAREA S B A
IR IR

7 EEEIIER R

[ =ik L ESTE NI

XL T] G5 T
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331 “$E£7EIBA: E“Z TS EE B GIHT R

T, CRIEZREE x B E R R E 2
LR P BA S5 K BIR BE b A3 A B (B RIDRS 1, Tz 3K
BOE B 245 B S TR, Jf @ 4%
WU . BEE I RUEMT K, USRS
1) P A0 2 H B R B S RN, A BA
WS I B 22 52 2% B R AL A R TR S A3 56
WA EINE 4, 2018; Katila & Ahuja, 2002), H
BA K 53 7E A5 S8 MACEE T T 1) AT B DA RS [ 5 5 4%
AN SRAR B T R i ik P AR B A e 1 7 )
ML, AR E BEGE M Z, WA S5 RN
WABL G, FE AR b St 55 R0 A oG i 3
iy F B FRER AR, #E 1 S BRI K I (Capaldo et
al., 2017) 7ESE BRI B2, P BAAE 180 X S T 4 19
KEHLGEE, WEAR . & T4 Lk
FRELVR A b A BN AL K o S R R, S
MAERE M, A H 2R RIS 0, B
H o8 sty ok .

B COUEUR AR < B 00T R T 2R
TR P BB 4 WA B (9 38 — R el L X — 2SR Bt
3K T BA 5 A B b 4% A IS ) KRS 7, I AR EOR
H i B A A {5 B o Hwang 1 Lee(2010)
Lk 5 B T3 AR ACT) ATk R REAS (1 BF 9% &
B, Aol R R 75 ) Al AR T EOR TR, (R
255y AE PRI I S e PE i H R e . e 3L
R M I RUGT 1 N ZERR R B, S 2 T R
TAERI IS 2% P I Y (Dosi, 1988), 7EJ5A Al
A B AR PE T, P BAARS AT ik 1l 2 fi A
INHVBE 1Y B 2 B BE P (Lichtenthaler, 2010), F
T IEAT FIR A RE e, A A A ok — AR AN R
R, A AN W e ) AR (LR A B R, R
AR R AP R A, — E R R B o
[P A, RS AZ BE A AR B R I A
R T, B ST R TA AR IE R &,
B 281 A AR A5 TR ) v 2R 58 R A DR ] L ) 5

S BT AR A R 1) AT BA A R R
FHEABPF ARSI RIS, BT HRRFIR,
PAT BN B 53 T i 1 5T st 5 1% 0 ol P 1 TR A DG Y
[a] 8, TE B AR B RE, BHAFAIHT .

A8 TERE AR RERE) RS T (
RO ) A 1 B g TR 2 e B 7 A A7 ) R

AL 8a: IR ZFEE AR RIS ML T (1
B0 ) B R R4k A BN i g o A

1] FE 0

AL 8b: WU A BB AR RS ML )1 (%
FOR ) 9 T 3+ 2 A A 5 g = e A
1] S0
332 “E& BB : E<R#HF S HEN K

T, OREZHM x BEE R ESE
TRUHE B A BRI 1 55 — A B A . P BAGE 0 48 R b
PRI B ARAT BT AN, AT AR KR A AR
FBER . BE  B i B o B s A BA AT
WA TR BRI A W, A Rk T AT,
PRI, R R A BT A0 5K A1 A B el 3 3 A 201 e
He B A T [ A, I I R AN 1 T 4K 3k 2 ] A
K5 B.(De Dreu et al., 2008; Forgas, 2017; Nijstad
etal.,, 2010), A W B8 CEANHT . v E 1A sh
HE 1 BRI HNR A 3= & MR A5 P (Weick, 2007),
T A e A a8, SRR ) A R R) L
MR . AR, FABA AR 63 %) 5 Pk K 7 T BA R
ZHREW S BRI KU, sk T & AR
ST L ICIE I R TR . T BB AT VE R
TR 1 47 5 A 20 R 3 A A A 2 4 [ AR S
H“fER (5, IS B R RRA M2 .
v T T T TR (A 4 2 R AR R BT BAAS
23 WA — AU A R 8 HE R {5 0 < fitt
FER7, T BT s A R R 5 5 Y R
TEBEATIE O, T D 52 30 i it =BT o

ok, “SUE N x BREE T2
T S IR A ARG R B AR R AR . TR IR
SRR R B G B B A ARXT T A A
F 2R A S B AL R R R . R T e M
PRT X T E R B R e . T —
TETE I 2 Z= M AN BT B 1 A s I 7 A B A (]
HHERS A BE RS B HE AR R, R, BAEE IR
FE M I L A 23 T2 R R 2 Y S5 T T R AR S R
ZINIH o 48 R 5 R AT BAE B ok T IRR I A=
gk, HRLLck A B . KB A E AW
ARSI . RlA, TE RS A5 R 1Y A b
G, WARARRIETEE SR E i, Bk
BISE3E R, M H R AL BA W & W R 8 4
T, M4, MRATfESs N—A~[a] BBk ER 5] o) — 4~
(R R, TG AN 2 A6 AT Al ] 81 R R A8 A A 2 e D
BREE, JEmi Al B shia W (Levinthal & March,
1993). ik, HA R EIIRECREE), 7
REHETH F1BA AR 5 B {5 B AL B R ) AT RE )R A2,
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L (N 0 0 e = W 2 S| BLEY 3 Y e N 4
IIE 1 1 A AE BB AR R e AL 2, AT B IE [
AR A28 A SF 11 B A PR DA R s G 1 ot 2
77, BRI A T ARFEBE” (Levinthal & March,
1993)F“fig 1 Mk, DA 55 3R 58 4 AN 7 o
A9 R RERMEE IR
(MR ) B 1 A ) A BA I 7= A 1 Tl 52
AL 9a: KRR ZREMEIE RS TR (1%
FOR ) 1Y R A ) T 28 SR =R i
2%, i B B s T o X A S
AL 9b: A (I R ) B8 (8
FOR ) 1Y R A ) T 38 R A =BT S
T = RS N e ey =i R B ad WL T3
34 WR4: APEKOSH=ZMZEFTRAE
A BB AS T b — A0 Ko 2 B 5k
FREMAMERA A . B I P RN W47 AR
Bl . HTRIE S RN AR B . ATH
B RBEEERE—M UL SBE ML E Nk
SRR HRAE S B R A S R AR . BT
B SE ISR T AR B R . = L IRIBOF Ak
KEANFERFEWHAEGZ B HRTBE A YGE
I FIA BB A L L N A NS5 4 91 I &
453, R T % A AR BT S PR R,
Wi i T %45 BN A 2 e A A A A 0 A A TR
SCUEEFY PR (Rattan & Ozgumus, 2019), /R4

VAT A B 25 R A R T 06 0 ) B D 11
KN ER, EH RE P BB O 2 oy A PR 38 T3 )
JE -5 B Sl A5 AL Y < XUT) S RN G, X
NFFEE G TR AT g B A G A B B N T
WE AR BT 4 MBFTERR AN 9 i
341 BB KOENEBRH E-REBREX
U A X AT B

BT Z T Z B RS = R E B T
GV SR )0 YL EE X (S S e (0P 2 | (BN
UESES ISP N | [I5F 2 B - W R 3 P N DR o B ]
BT ST oK, A 2804 P BA BT R AT A 6 255 ot
8 RAF R IR B9 2R PR R B R F 2 I R Y
P AR S TR, R A SR AR I RUAR Jo L R
AT G, XTI, R —IORE
PRk D, MR -IRE R PR RIS T
AR 3 B BE AN R A AT AR R I 2
BRI U] BT R O AR ST 1R BT 2 i 2 B
B

T, PATIA A O 285 ) S J 4 3t 5 13 AT BA
AR WA FE2 2% 30 05 Of T8 2 P AR AT 28080 )l e 1Y
IO I B, R SE AR L A [
RN G, BRIV AER DA A i 53 Ak B A A A5 SR I 7
A 3 B TR AR R E— A RO
IO IYNG SRR AL SRR TR 27/ DU NI S
I AE T AR 58 Hh 5 52 4% i ] E 5 RS 1 75 10

DSE 2 S ]

FUHARE SN

SRIRSHEMEX A

FURA BB

P AR

ke iz wile

R A

PEL 9 PN A0 25 0 DU i 2 55 3 ) 725 T A 117 O 3% 4 2
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TEWE IR R R )5 i) Rk T RN L o oy % [ NG SN ESE B VA A

FYR, P BN B o0 25 19 T 804 5 5 Bl T BA
B 5L TE TR IR RE )y, SR A PR B
B, IR ] TR AR S SRIBCRN A7 ) i A vh A 4 55
A5 ) A B 53 535, SRl I AT T XA 4 4
I e ] figp ke [ R, 3 o 98 A A o 0 R D
P AT I (9 Bk % (Jeong et al., 2022), FUR Hi 41
BABY 81138 77 (Hoever et al., 2012; Acar et al., 2019);

55 =, PR B O 2 9 < U 380 o S B T BA
B R E R AT RE L B A BT RO
AR AT E Z 0T T AC ST, %
P o B A SE AR (Beckmann et al., 2012),
REAEDF SR 40 T A O 73S MR R BLH T £ (1) 1
55 N TE Sl (Moreno et al., 2010), & B O 25 1 ]
A2 S5l W 57 A TRDAT ELAT PR A 9 BRI AT 55 B ¢
2i%5 ), WERRRIR, HESEMAIH HiR.

AR 10: BB DS TR B3
FIEHE) AT B IR BE (%5 717 i 1 700 # L% A
BABHT I s M, R il AT BA BRSO A5
R, B 4 BN 55 A AN 1Y) B H 6 O6 R

A 10a: FABRK DAL T RIEZFEE
(AR BEFR) RIS S (18 R0 L) I 1 28 7+ A%
F AR A f m s . R U, F B O 2
TR, BE 4 A BN 5 7 Ak SR ) B A OGSk
FBES

AL 10b: FIBABC OG0 T S A 2K
(PR BEFE)FI<B 17 (38 FR00 8 ) 14 7 22 Fg X
PN B A s . R, FTBAR R O A
R, BE 4 BN 5 P A 2 kBT I £ R OGSk

S
3.4.2 AR DS ER AT E-R B E X
B IE48 52 5938 75 0 R

H5E, B LA B TSR N 73l ) (Bethge,
2018), FPAEH R E B RBEE AR R . P MK
DA N EE 5 38 I 2% > SR8 1 AR AL AR 32 8 1
BRI AR AL () 2 2 B R (Dweck, 2016), 223
RGBS T2 ) F PN EA R BN
B LA R 2w S R AR A E R
X (Bentley, 1998), 1 BA Ao 25 H 56 T3 5T Y 428
NG, SREAEHR SR PR TR AR
AW, R IHE T ik= %% 07, #EmRF2aR
A, TR e BT R R A

HUR, P BASAR O 25 9 < FF 00455 5 45 1T A e

R LA F FH 3R WA, 0 A M0 T R 422 32 T UL
SR, — A R O A AT B, AT
SRTRAR BB W AW A IR, il
BB H AN A=A S EE .
BRSOE . FA KOS E AEE Z IR+
Tz Wk B BN 75 o, 48 ok A A =X
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How does team growth mindsets effect team innovation? A perspective
from attention composition and attention configuration

ZHANG Xufan, ZHANG Wenjian
(Ginling College, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Team counts as the most important innovative unit in an organization. Most previous studies,
while investigating such macroscopic elements as strategies that influence innovation, are relatively found
inadequate for stressing micro-factors related to “humans”. This project starts from the “implicit theory of
cognition”, and by applying methods of follow-up questionnaires and QCA, launches a series of inquiries
into the relation between team growth mindsets and team innovation. Its main agenda includes: (1) based on
the perspective of “team process”, to examine the mediating effect of attention composition between team
growth mindsets and the radical/incremental team innovations; (2) to discuss the moderating effect on
ambidextrous organizational culture and teamwork quality, and to examine the “expression moderation” and
the “process moderation” of team growth mindsets in an organizational context; (3) to examine the potential
effect of “double-edged sword”, produced by four types of attention configuration, on team innovation; (4) to
examine the role played by team growth mindsets in the relation between attention configuration and the
radical/incremental team innovations, and to further verify the concept’s implication and function. This
project finds its theoretical significance in the transformation that brings the study of attention to the
antecedent mechanism. Besides, the “paradox” relationship between attention configuration and innovation
and the function that team growth mindsets produce therein jointly provide reliable practical significance for
team innovation.

Keywords: team growth mindsets, team innovation, attention composition, attention configuration



