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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

BERMRELRITAFPHER

(FEA R KA BB 5 A IEDFE T, Jbat 100872)

W E OERHARRE—ABIIIANT, ARERENSLNALFEEXNMEIXAZAGAEMAT T R, &
Fok, BHBATAFY, BIERTARRZ I FENGRXE, EFARRRELERIIE M, 2R X ZRARE
RERBENAFRTE, dBIFART S 2 @ EAGINR, BIEAFRIR T ORI E 02 219 69 5 7] 19 13 &
BUAT K, REHGRAN B AR GHERE . AE T PGt 547 ik, AR T 36K IRH R B A Fo 4R -5
J. MBI AEENRR TR FF @ A, IR LA EIZHR .

KEIE LI, BRBAL BT ERRGEEY, BT, X FE AR

535 B84l; B849:C93

1 35|

Bl 25 20T A 2E RIS 1 AR R A RSB 2
BRI & 8, I ST BT 1A R R
Wz B 0T 0 T AE, H 32 2 R R A R B A O
M. —RARAME XA e, —RILET
w75 G S 3 H i 22 (Rindfleisch, Malter, Ganesan,
& Moorman, 2008), 1§, TEFEIFEA T, R
W 5% A5 14 2% A B G R 250 00 AR 2 T 4
W —m, FEIER IS RECNER NS
Bk 36 1 T B 1 K6 B6 (Pitariu & Ployhart, 2010),
Oy —J7 1, REBOE ST R BT A ) Y A AR
ZIMRR, MRBEEAF MBI RAESR, TRES
133158 2 A A Y BF R 45 2R (Levin, 2006), FK, B
BOH B R BT A7 AR SR R 7 A8 R 9 v e BE R
B Sk K 22 00RE 0T B 9 2 1R F 5 % G A B B ]
RTERL, SEOEIE AR SOt 2 ) S AT Y
AR £ . 1R 253 3 i3 ISR 5T (Zablah,

Carlson, Donavan, Maxham, & Brown, 2016; Riza,

il

Ganzach, & Liu, 2016; Gao-Urhahn, Biemann, &
Jaros, 2016), L 1 R #UEMFFE 15 18 B AT 5T AT
FEBTEE, SRR, B EROFE AT S 4 R B
HERR, BB BT BT AN AR I R BT, AT
FEAAT 5 TR B BRI T BT A B 4 T 3l ) 3 2%
B & AR 4k (de Jong et al., 2016),
PRRBEAE I ] RS, AR BIBA S 27
KRR, YT R ZL0 PR B AR IE 200
FEE(Riza et al.,, 2016), FTLL, FEA LT h2E408K
FAHCHEFE R, IR — AR EE R R, I
H, ok 858 &, 41215 K288
TR, MTAEWEENg & Feldman, 2015; Riza
etal, 2016), Z1Z17K¥# (Kam, Morin, Meyer, &
Topolnytsky, 2016; Gao-Urhahn et al., 2016), TAE
¥ (Tims, Bakker, & Derks, 2015) 14T M
(Liu, Wang, Bamberger, Shi, & Bacharach, 2015)%
S, HRox Bl 1) A A S A AR AL . R, ZHAUT
REMRETEBISHARBEZE, MNRE LR
9 Y FE AL A AR SR AT IR ABESE, R ARG
HOSEAMAT RRRAAE A, A AR MER 4R

e L J: 2018-05-07 I 25 e P
* ERERAFRSRMTITIT, T1572159); AN LBV Iy TR BB ARG & T

BN SCAE S Bl 2E B R & 4 10 H ¥ B (17YJA630073);

EP EI}\Ej{%‘“*‘%g&ﬁiﬁmﬁ*(ﬁﬁ%(%ﬁl’)*ﬂ ﬁ]#&t\ﬂgg{’t, @%@%E@X%@E?ﬁiﬁﬂm‘ﬂﬁéﬂ
B R SRS I 473 LU 1 T 22 R4 (Jebb & Tay, 2016), 4l
BEMES: 258, E-mail: lichaoping@ruc.edu.cn PRGN, A0 B3 2 (psychological
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contract) /& 7 LE AW AF7E R, F H S B & B R Y
R ML AR R, AR BER (self-determination
theory) 1Ak &1, & Y B = (autonomy) . M 1%
(competence) Fl 3¢ Z (relatedness) = > 77 3K B4 4 XF
BT, UREGNAWEFTR RO T, WEEE
T 1) % 0N A B B 1) 242 3 T i AE 732 (MLlles,
2012/2017), H ARk B 2R B ER H bR i 58
MIEHEE, ROF-THIEWERTERENT
fERERE—B S FI S . T2, RBHERIERE
ARAE B BRI ST R R B A7 BT R E B R, 7EE
PRI LH LT R 222 R T -, R A0 it
B F 2 Bk # £ (Ployhart & Ward, 2011),
UL L, AFRHE MR 2 . AL A
B 0RE L DL B RS I W AR B SR TE— A58
BRI MK Az BT R E M, 15 B ARFIM 4%
Fi AR S Al R 38 BRI A9 T IR AL T i )
B 2%, BN A 223 22l 0 B BRI 5T O vk it
FTSGENEFE (Il R, 2818, 2017). HE, A—
LRGP IR, T AR B IE R 8 R 5T
AR R TEZ I HE RS, EEMNEZ
(i) (%) FsF ] i) oG ot e e, ELREAS BRLREAR K, s
TR R . A< SO B i A 1B BRI A
BT X, SEE IR 98 SRR R BT R ARAE L 28
St 2 RN SC B AT, 28061 1 I 3B R T 5 R R R K
P4l G R, TN AR Sk AT RE 9 & R N T 5,
R F A B BRI R R THE S R =

2 EBERMRMENX . FEMEER

2.1 BERISR AN E X ANEHE

3B BE WF 5% (Longitudinal Study)id # 1 9 1% h
“YAmBFFE”, I E 2 T B2 2 AU LB B A
s AR Ak, B T 2OE G DL B AR K
R BT O AR AL o AN TEAD 60 AEAUTTAR,
BEEUT TS BT AH LU T w4, 4 dk i Rt
(Wikipedia) ¥ I8 E= BF 5 5 LA — Ff 7 L2 7 e 3] o
TR ] A, X A ] 2 e (51 B ) AT A WL
BYWFFTBETT - Ployhart £ Vandenberg (2010)35 15
WHoEE SRR A BT, HZ A =
ANERE MBS R (AL LEL), FHE N —
AR EAE X, WS, KSR E
(Kelloway & Francis, 2013; Taris & Kompier, 2014;
Abbad & Carlotto, 2016)#Sf# i T Ployhart Al
Vandenberg (2010)AY5E X .

STE Z, BT — o Xt W] — 35
XTRAEAT 3 WL 3 WA B EE M, XFF1E
PEEATACER | 43T, DLT fRAR R R A AR
ZIEFHESC RS IT, IBERIFIE & AW &
JRRSES, &S iz HERNSMYHLT 2
T MERE L PE, AR TAASEBEM RS, B
EROFSY A LUT VU7 T P RRAE

(1) MEXRBADF 3 Ko ULTEPABTE
SEUEATIN A, E DL VEE A M s e LA Y AR AR R
T I W w22 S R Sk s kAR R 4k,
W IC IR TAL 22 577 AR A AR AR D PR 9% 3 A8 et 1) S
AR A I R I R 22 . (2) AL A P A A G
o 43 I T AR o R 2 AR R AN AL AL
[ 77 678 S (R A, O U A il 4 30 20 4 1 3 A o
Je At 2 [B] A AH B, 5& 22 (Chan, 1998), Joiklyz4r
AW, NETRIEZ X LA g
o (3) MINERMN SN, BVFERT R AR,
i & DL AR R S AR R A B O R B AR
b, BEALFETE SR L 0 E AR fb 1 0, AL ds
AR 22 AR AR 0L, 528 R R A RAE
DI R AG & 2 BB A B R R, 4) B
B e A8t e SR T . N IR I A R,
WA R Z — 2 W00 A & AR R, 45828
H#7EJ5 (Ployhart & Vandenberg, 2010), 3B EAF5T
T A T A OGS B, AREA MY L A
PRI, oA I 8 AR 2 ) A S ) A AR R
R AR, AT LIS R T AR i 2 (5 5 HE S
WE, I8 AT LB B 05 e 4 R R QIR BE, 2017),
BAREIEM BRI R, ARERHATZRAR L —
HaR, (HBEMRA B TR BT RRD
2 (V] R % T B L v 1 S I
2.2 BIRARAIEER

B R EREE N & A>T 3 K,
U, 18] 0% 22 A AT 4 R I 5T 3 R AT A8 BRI 5T
THATEE S R e . B R B ] I B B2, A af
FEITEE BE w W RAAT L 7 A BB A AR AR AL Y I AL
DL R AR 5 AR A0 T 8 W R S B () e o AR 4l 0 £ st
[ [T B A A 2, AT oK 38 SRR 5T 40 AR U2k
2.2.1 ERTE)ERRAVE BRI R T

St ST (1) ] o )3 B P AR TR B ER A T Yy
—PRRERTE X, W — /T — 8 o XA A
Vi) P %25 WA A 7 s e o ) P e A 9 v 28 7 =R
PE AR TPAL, I X HL AT 10 5% 38 BR AT ST 4 PR
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4 BURE Ik (Experience Sampling Methodology)
B HiC 1 (Daily Diary) (GKERY, JEEUE, A f5,
2016), J A [B] (8] b A4 18 BR80T B R 19 4 s 7E
T, BEGEAEARXS AR AL A IS ) P, XA B AE v | TR
Z MIAT M 7547 8 &2 ik (Fraley & Hudson, 2014),
WL SEAE ) 200 WU A R, O ] Y Bl ke
Bz

BT Ry 2 sk, 400 3 B Tk
. NFRS: | AT AR TERT 218 A b, R T U
if b, e S B ABE S, R IO Sk AR Sk ) R b B AR
ity BEWFSEMEETE H W 5T R0 R A (R AR
Afh, JEmiig, B, £RIK, 2017). LLAN, Goh, Tlies
M Wilson (2015)i@ 3345 4E 5 K, R R#pI 135 5
TR A, R TR AR S 4 722 £k dn
] 38 52 T — G 8 i 5 X AR T R R 7 A S
Liu Z5(2015)76 3% 2% 3 J& if ] A9 54 TAF B BLERX
125 £ 5L AT 4 4, KB G TRURM TAE-
FHE MR T WG 4 AR UE A OC KR &R, JF HL
FE % T AT A7 X 450 5 R0 R S i B AT, DA
Lo X G BE B B AT o BT L, &4
BRURE 3 A Al H e e ) AR SZ | 2 DL
PRIG 1 A5k,  RIVAE AR 6 s [] N B 4% A 78 Ak 1 AR
i, DURFEH AR S BN MRS BE BT o0 1 221k,
R LA N
2.2.2 EHETEERRAYE R R IR T

P i) 1) i 3 o )3 R T BT R BRI A
e BB, BIFE—8RT 1 ME/ANT 14,
TESEBREIREFE R, S T O A A, WESE AT
VEPE LB S ) ) () B, b an b 1> H 8038 3
A H AT — R

Bl B RERS, ASRRRE D FLOBE . AT T
SRR, BRI ) . S, R A AL
RAT AL, WRTE R L & A2 A
R A —E BUE, XX R R TR
AR RIS, H O A s ) 1] R 1 36 R 5 i
i1, Winkler, Busch, Clasen I Vowinkel (2015)i#
AEFE 3 AR 3 REE MR, KR T ITHE
A1 R 72 Al A5 RE A8 52 0 1K B TN A9 Al A
*ﬂi?ﬁ@oVOgt, Hakanen, Brauchli, Jenny 1 Bauer
(2016) s 2 3E b 1] F 3 4~ i 3 R Sl 4, 4R
TRTHTAEEBA RSB LAR . HHh, i
B 0] (7] B 19 38 R 552 3 3 T LR R 28 ) T
89 /N IR AE By (L 0 TAE 395 Bl 580 TAE #1858 19 22 4k

AT RE 45 A AL S A2 4k, Bergstrom, Miller 1
Horneij (2015)4 THREFEH L s K22 4k
(A A Z B FF I A )X AR TAE R
BRGNS, A EWET 2 1 ASH#TT
F—wE, fFEWTEZEN 3 ANHL 6 AL 12
AAXGHATT 3 REENE, hbnl i, &t
i) 5] o 114) 38 3 AR 5 U 3 5 AP 9 — g I [i) P 7 2
e AR i, 030 A PSR AT 0 /N A AR 3
XA PR AL LU0 e B 50 o

2.2.3  KEEERAE MR

< BT (1) (] s ) 28 B PR 1A 12 S it w52 4 %
BRA—MBEIR T, ME—ED>—4,
I ()2 AR A, B9 i AR b 5 32 2 2 R AT
s o PR 2 )

LT G, REBRWE T A%
FRIE LSS, NG et N & A28 1k, BFoE
T AR i (14 AR 0 T EE R AT R R A S i) 1] R ) 2B
BERRITIR LT, — MR ED 1A, BABEITSE
Al REFT 2 3 2] 10 4F Y H] . Gao-Urhahn % A (2016)
FE 2002 4F 2 2007 AEY 6 AR N, AR —
YRR T 20 BRI (I R ), DA<k S AR
AT B IR IR A8 AL 5 A AR fh 22 [
PIRZRMTTIRR ., MPEARSTFEILTHER
FFE], Riza 56 A (2016)[F B 25 [&AE S AT A, X
HAMEATE 21670 AYHXTE 40 FERIRFE] N AT T
34 WHUR S, —412 29 NI 22 WEUR I g
(R Bl AR RAR IR, — 22 11 NI 121k
BARNCER, RIMWUIRAE RS, BEE A5 m,
ANV A T R R R AR, HR SR A
BifL 2 ATt P3G, A A T T Rk e

Fi A, K st a] [ R B 38 B A 5 1 AR AT DA
IR AR RE A BRI EL, el Ra
S RAEA, DLRGX AR S ok (BRI 2
Birkeland, Nielsen, Hansen, Knardahl #1 Heir (2017)
T AE 2011 ARSI kGRS AR S R
(AR, AR 3 AR R AE— RO
BRI, BB T AT 7 R A R A
X FE AR T 19, B R L R e SE AT ) 2
WS o UL, B R R T — AR S TR
BReEAR ARk, Wik H st E R 5k F
(ngzmfadl . Bra AR ) R s | A AR .

2.2.4 SREEIAEEMRABEM R
TR TR B (1] [) P 1) 38 BR T R I T R AR A TR —



%4

OB BERFTTEASUT 2 BB 603

B EERES , A E AS [R] e () () B O =X
Tho MR [R B REARE A 40, SR S [ B B )
[a]BE % i1, Lang, Bliese 1 de Voogt (2018)%} 3% [
BEAMERIPATE N E SN RE TR ARFEAR
AT RN, B E—4URA T IE e
1] P ) 3B B g i (6 A A iRl E] b, 4L 3 Wk
BRI, X T Rk —, R T e [E] [ B
38 BRI ST 1 1T (FE B AL VR ML 13- 21.64 R
B, BB IS, #4749 HIRE), XL R IR
W P (consensus emergence in groups)JEATEAR . TR
B U R (8] 8] B A AR T AR A 4, i
B IE A T BN B AT 2 B BT
B2, W THSEEER — M EE, AR
RERIER LD,

3 EBERMRISRMKE

3.1 EBEMRMEESE

HARGB B T AT LA AR RIZE A, (HK
ZHGEEE TR B S R AR — B, — Ok,
B BRI IE I S BG5BT, Ak 1
J7R o

(1) BABRRTFSE I 2 1 S S R . &3 iE
ERBAY, B S W T A R i [ R 5 G
BRI, IR AL E A B R & A sh SRR
[l R, n SR A AR AT B TE T LAV R RS B R, T
AR K ZEff 38 R 5 (Levin, 2006), H A4
A ek [ AH B 5 2 RS PR Y, 38 RIS T R
A RE S AN A 3l 1 (R AR ol Py 1Tt (TR
2017), HAENFFTIRAE)E, FX%F )84 3h A R
W, RIREE BRI HER, A8 R o R AE BRI AR 1k
(Pitariu & Ployhart, 2010). (2) #iFENIBF5E T %,
B S 0 KR L T e B R A o A G, R
B BRI M RE AL, R ATHGE RO I R AR i
(3) E A Fr A AH AR £ o X BT AH G AR B AT
BRI, WA BN, XS, 2
5 PR A BT N HEAT R AT VA E 1 Bk
A B, RS M R PR AR i, A
SRS AL AL B, HORE A o B il 4R S B A,
T Bsf O 12 4 J e A R A4 i) e J 7K S ok B ) 25 57
KLz, K, 2005), (4) 73BT AT iscdE i e 91 4
W o ARIEAF G T B R AE 18 B il & 1 43 B7
AL, (5) MR Bk A B MR, 1518 Rt
FEEEIR IR .

BFA R S
v

| RHTOR. isEsit |
v

| EEWESAEXER |
v

| o |

v
\ R, 1B |

BT GBERITIT R EEIL IR
T AR AR AR OC B B BT At

32 BEMREHIKE

18 BRI 5 A BLAR SCie A A o, o ZBITUE LA
KRR, WMEEARNHE . WaETnEsE. #
APAFERY AL AT o A SO By [ b — 28 BAT AR
HIB BRI, X = AN SCH S AT RS
321 HAEBHHE

BB R R AN O B, HEA TR/
FEZR T EL S A R 45 SR R o, SRR
WA B XA S A T B 22, 38 R AT R
MEARLE AT . E e, A8 BRI IT MR AS £ R % R AT
ez, HEL L, BEMRES IR L2 b
ST, TEBEM R, SRR EE SN &
B A58 (Ployhart & Ward, 2011), 100 24 #iHl
BE 5 U™ 500 IRESHR, 5 20 £ B HhAE 25 1,
PAFEE LB R, Hk, fFE# TR EZ
HI, R H R E SEX AR B R — ATl AP
TGRS o T AR T — Y 1 B BT A5 AR A
w, SRE AT A R AT RE AR A A L, 8 R
e, SRBf e 7R 58 — N 2 B U T PR A, R R
W HERS o D3 Oh, ERITIB BRI ST B i, 3R nT L
o ] LK B8 B s e B SR B i A7 i O =X, 3K
SR ) B3t Filan, ar LALE [R]— B fa) B cn
1.6, 1240 8), XA FEMBARGEHT R T,
IO A T R B T, R A v e 8 ) A T A
Sk Atiit7A8 b (Ployhart & Vandenberg, 2010),

B ERF ST 0/ IVEEA — i HE 200 DL IRE AR
T, O T (] R R A B BRI ST i T, oA
Fis [ ) 588 ) 308 B A 5 T T B A A S (1) 9 AT
ZWREZ MR, W5 R XA B[R] P A3 % 45
KEEAEWWYE; JF B, TERERT RN, kA
AR AT B A 0 T BE— DN, AT SR B
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FOPREARBFE DR A /N R TR R, A b 7=
45, P, AHXE T H A g T 2R R, 2 R HURE
D FEA R — A X /DN, FEAIRAE /N, He i,
Goh 25 A\ (2015)H1 Liu %5(2015) 46 fiff % i [a1] 1] b
(430 B F 5 BE T 98 TAE— S e vh o i, BEA
35k 135 F1 125, HBTE 200 LI,

B ERIF T A R AR — g 200 2 500 AR
A, AT I e a] )RR A R AR . 5
IR A b, A FEAR R BRI EARA KR, A
RHE SRR E R, SkE—EREN
FEARIIFE . Winkler 2 A (2015)K A A (] i) B
ISR, RS FFHIT IR N e
M) AR i TN I T A i A B R S A R, AR
g 255, % —J7 T, 18 H e a] 1] B A R S
FEFE AT T 1) /N AR Sl 6 A A RN 4 21 AT g 1
B, 2 R AR B K/ i A PR ], Bergstrom
FENQ015)H THRREAIL I 28 K IR A 25 1k (A
A I A = BN TP I A ) AR T AR B
BRI, FEARCH 82 A s B LRI
PR BIE 5 X6 G20 AL 2 () R R B AR, s 51 T2 5
BREMRT, WERHIHEA R KN

B ERIFSE P I REEA — 48 500 DL B AREA
i, 3 A R A8 A ST R . i TR
V) 55 ARG, 7 T 0 ) by 45 P B S PR 2R s
W, FEAREBFEIE T, LA, Kt fa) E R
B R T B TR b R A A R AR L, U
K HsF i) [v B 11 38 B8 F 5 180 01 45 1 B B O B
Gao-Urhahn %5 A (2016)ffi Fl (B 5 (P58 P AEA &
9 13000, Riza 25 A (2016) ) Wi FEAS & 43 5 K
12686 1 8984, A7 WFF#H HJ Ml FE 75Uk &
HR R A B, ARJE AT TR A, XRRRE AR
FEE 2385 Jy ™ &, Birkeland %5 A (2017)BIRTEE
WA T B st i AR B ¢, (AR
ZRER EA BREAR A 212, BFRRE—
B, (S A RE R ol &, FR &Ik
R A A B A P B R TR R R, HURE
e 5 S I BLIE A Mt T AAL B . BT LA, SR AR
V) ) o 0 3 B F 9 BT LA R B M 2, W &2
AHIFFEXT G AH R 9 /NIF 58 45 IF 4, Li, Fay, Frese,
Harms #1 Gao (2014)%t FEshh At 5 TAERRIFEZ
[E]AE B R RIS, St B R I — N4
322 PAEAFRAEE

B BRI R 2 7 X — B DA R A ik oy &,

5 A HAMB G Ik A SCERFIE I . TFIRS R
AR i B 15 Bk TR . R T8 BRI B IR
LB L, AT BB 0y AT A5 2 3k ST
Fr ARG RS R HFERT A . B e i AA
AR EARE TR J—FHH, HTBERY
KR EE M, 5T 225 ] i ) 4
] EAEASTRI A DEAL, 3238 B AT 5 R O B 5
AT TT R BRI . — 0y 8] 45 07 A =
A F5 206 5 ) 5 9 A5 R R 1) 6 0 A (F 4 0 45 )
&, FOLNGE) B T & & APP 4,

R 5T (] 45 R 2 2 B AT S a5 R 2 =, B
) Bk & AR [l 4 o 3 A 40 [ 5 AT 300 U
LA IR B XTSIk e, H
B TR AU Rl S R E A, T U B A B0 A
BT HA 7 0T BE T ARG, (HJR AR M) R A
BRVEAXT B2, BE R AR B 5 &R, B
B & I R AE I B B AR (R 4, W
figam i MR 27 A0 7 AT R AR N, RAE S &N E
K, SERIMCRREAR, 405 7] 45 07 2 18 F e st [)
Ii) B )1 B A 3R 1R 3T, TR A A R — Rt e D,
015 B ] i) o A e R A S R, 4R ) A 0
2B R Z B30, Taylor, Bedeian, Cole £l
Zhang (2017)ff FI4E % (7] 4 X5 TAE 3% B T4LAT M
AT RE AL IR IR HET T TR, X 131 AR
EELE 6 R R A TAUR MBI, AT
A 58 BB R B N B0 (R B, F B 9T T B AR
PR R HUE— IR, HOM THIR 6 i EdE
REREHERR VT, 7855 — UM & MR, BFot &t
HHNSHESELT —AKEIL . NEE =145
R, fEHEBREAR, ZINEHEEIEES
¥ NG L, WF5E s SRRz R0kt g
[ AT VE I

L F [0 45 8 A 2 B A iz B BRI R
WA TR PGS AR MY K R 25 3% L ) 5 2 4t
TARKAER] . HFirw] LAYELR HI4E ) 6 0 Wb AR 22,
LT O 0] 35 e 2 B A 5 45 5 H, T I
HWAEEREZEAYR, O] UAEL RS E R,
WF5E & Bt AR # Kk, [R) kA T AR B L A
AT AR IR, RS A B M S
FL - 10 5 18 A 38 FH 3+ A s i ) B ke 3 A K 1Y
A (][] B, X AE AR SR L B R0, AR A (]
Ii) o sl 25 ARG, B33 AT LA 5 A R 42 7k
BRI LS 5 A, R AR R R
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W fE, BFSEEE 16 AT LA A = 5 SR I 7E 42K
PR %5, Vogt 25 A (2016 i 702 £ 8 iR 45 3047 1%
st [T BG I A SE 152 T, FRAS B ik 940, TR
A B\ VE 5] B, Bakker Z8(2015)7EV8 & FF 4R
mF, R gIR AR TS AE T NS
OB 7 15, DA 1) 46 B 2 A N8 Sk
SRR IRE, A ORI A S SRR S A
WA, BEUSAE T Lk ny PR A rh b AT 22 e [ A EHE 1
BV, ARBRR TR N R A, R R
I S N O N % B iyl [ I SR 90 = el T ]
VCiC, Zablah 55(2016)N T 4 T FHE4HE L&
WEES R TEEZRNER, TEARIERE
2R 51 T 2 J6) A VE BE A K 2 1) b 22 ok G
PEUCHL, BEAE—2R B T 00 45 R g5 R i 31
Jii % e B R b, R DG & A, [, R
B~ 5 T DCC SR 1Y 5 B 2w, FHOR DTG 5t T
Bl SEBL T Al FRE ] 1 A DEAC

8= T ORAE M iR, sUE
FHF 7% %% 19 55 = 5 B A2 )P (Application,
APPICR B I, T EMFE AT &S
— A, W TR, SRR ES
& LIRFLETT IS APP, X IR
WhTEF, BEWS AR g W i B2 2 4R R A5 Y, IR RE
38 1 15 4 5 ok DG IR0 TR N e A AR iR A IR
AL, A RO 2 ORI . IR
A = 2R Ay 2 T B ] (i) o s 5l e s
V) ) o )3 B AR 9 35 T, Bp I ) B ot K, 25 5 s
WiRF A, HERAR IR KIELT, K
HZHHS S B R AR . Beal, Trougakos,
Weiss il Dalal (2013)#A M IHBCRA . Bk
SEF, NREAES S EE & T % L H K (personal
digital assistant), ZERPORAAEWRNE TG, K52
RS . 3 Ah, B BETFHLRTE AR R i 45 8% )
SN BE A IR B, IO AR e A A 3 A% O P R
T TR G Mg A R [, APP AT 45 G
Bzl . H65 . EAEThRE, HAEHMERE,
APP T LLiE i ip btk sl wl iz F P A5 B kAT 28
VCRC, (RUEHERSRIETIRENS A AL, H APP ¥
T I T R 23 52 W) I 2 25 SRR S I HE M (1 0
Wi, BHEIT, 2016) LU LR (E B % ek,
3.23 HiERERLE

TEIB R I, T AR K, A R
%, Wo KAFEARFE, SEERE B RS 7E i

T MBS, BT &R ERMRS, &5k
N E b 57— VR0 2 TS 3T B — 2 B &2 1 L
IAA UL (Chan, 1998). B 75 £ 2 /i £ 2275 &
FNTTREAERG, JROIE T BRI A AR,
25 0 ] (9 5 2 L ) 2an SRAR R A, 23 (A5 AR AR BLAR,
Tk, MHKIE 60%LL A, $dEse 40 LR
#r{l(Barzi & Woodward, 2004), FrLL, BF9EH &%
IRAEGETH 53 BT 22 B R IBORE 07 5 it Ak B2 1

T8 ERF ST b AL G I B B AL T 1 R
W B 35 (deletion) Al B — 4 %1% (single imputation),
TP oy AR I Y 2 SR I G5 2 A A B T
B, MRS RFRS1T, Aol —ERE LY
SRR 22 NG T IR & . — MOk, X T
Rt BT[] ] o 17%) 38 P 5 A Tl 3 3 e ] ] B 1
BERTFR T, HEEK R Z2R IR, R
HATERE ) T B HR UM R . Goh 4% A(2015)
Liu %£(2015). Bakker %(2015)2A &% Liu %£(2015)
FRRFT MIBRIE . w2, FHSOE, RECRATE
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Application of longitudinal study in organizational behavior research

XU Yan; LI Chaoping
(School of Public Administration and Policy, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: Longitudinal study is a research method that introduces time-lag to explore changing trends of

variables and causality between variables. In organizational behavior (OB) research, scholars have become

increasingly interested in longitudinal study. While the number of OB research adopting this method is

rising, a comprehensive and correct understanding is not available so far in China. Longitudinal study can

be categorized according to the time-lag, different types correspond to different sample size, survey and

statistical analysis methods. Further research could be extended on the team and leadership, organizational

culture and change, and employee motivation. Future research should pay more attention to the achievement

of cross-culture design.

Key words: longitudinal study; empirical sampling method; latent growth curve model; latent change score

model; cross-lagged model



