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R I R A SR . HOR AR SRS
FOoT B LA R T BRI M MR, FIRAEA R
(IS () T PATS-IRI IR s 24, R 24T
Fiam . SIRENAE AR RS R, PRk, hnos
B[R] YR B A OO R . H AT, ok I 7
FEUE IR ()P )8, e B TR) A A 1 S A A 75 (1)
I B

HITRZR A R E AR ” AR B SRR AR o 3R
NVAE “HER” T 25564 1) H B TR . 5
SRR SEE AR B R AR, AR
W EBAS S I AR CETAE, 2006), KIHLE BB P &6
BA 27 2] o] DR I RS AN A Z T [l 2L 2R 2 T e ffe, 3
XS S fE S R SR i B e B (B
RO, FBa4, 2009; FRERL 2007). Tk, HIRA
ST RNERASEIE WA B . B IAT R
A BB N T i R AR NI R B TR oK, 1R
FHAW A E (Bllis 2%, 2003), #id &R G E
i (Gibson 1 Vermeulen, 2003) ZEi42 42 H [ il |
FoR R BEATSCE . LSS ] e R Bl AR T A R
#H471F8 (Edmondson, 1999), i HIBA 54 N &R

B AR AW R S, 3T S A BA 2 T R S
REMIAEGTREA A (Ellis 45, 2003) FUAHTLAKAR . AH
HHE:ZR (Gibson F1 Vermeulen, 2003) 1T H. B\
SIAT RS R AEAE ) ) UgE AT TR B | Sk Bl AR (5K
), A&V, 2008), MM SEHLEIBAFIA Nt 5k
&

B\ 5 AT 52 v 2 R 1 e . —J7 1, [A1BA B
Ab (1) A 5% R0 AR B 2 52 e [ BA S ) AT O R AR
(Gladstein, 1984; Gibson #1 Vermeulen, 2003); %
— 7T, AS XK (Durham %5, 1997). HBACEE %
2 B\ 25 %) ( Edmondson, 1999 ). #Z# 2 &
(Edmondson, 2002 ) 1 BA K 52 A KK T (Ellis 45,
2003) 5 ERUS (BEEE S, 2003 B BAEESR 71 (Wong,
2004) ZEH T A S AT A EA s mafE H o 7EHT AN,
AR 9 A1 BA R SR AR 45 (1) =5 40 15 73 (Scott S
A Bruce, 1994), HA5: XU BEWE 521 [ DA J 571 2%
14720, F EL R 405 XUk A7 2] A R A
H (Durham %%, 1997). AT H I 7 AR FE RIS T
A 5y B RIS H-AZ B —u 3 X% ( Ambidextrous
Leadership) %} 41\ % 2147 N 500 (Bucic %%, 2010;
WAL, B, 2012), UESE TS KUK A R E A
ST M E BN E . AT T TR A TN ] 45
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T, BRI UT XS 5 BN ST A Z R R &,
XTI 9 A1 BN 2% 2147 9 (1) 5 i ERT 2% S AR AL B
B CERMME -

T IR MR AEE 22 e 2 AR, AT A 7 7 R A
IR ARSI 23 i BRI A J7 XS R R RO S5 T7 T
FEAEANIA], A BA A 3 H A ] e S A7 7 B ) 28 8 o
[F) 4091 3 38 e XoF [T A e 53 58 AT 55 PR 19 22 AT A .
R R B 8 I I TR D ) o FRATTIA O, Ik ) 83
SR — Pl 0T XA, B 0 U (21 BA B 1] -
HEAT Be %5 2k, A BA S 53 6 B TR) e HEIA Rl i, 1X R
BB\ 2147 = AR A T R, JF HEE T4
LR, B[R] 4505 B8 XoT (A1 B R R PR B TR) 4T 9
ARTEER

N T BIE I () 0T B A AT N Z TR &R,
PATEI NS 8] SE AT [A HR AN R A AR . B TR
R BB B — A7, R TAES AT I 8] J2
T, Xt AR B ik aR] A 7 =0, B ) ) FH 28R
BEAT RS S SORE L PREAL I AE (Swift A1 West, 1998,
BARFR I AAEAT 55 TR e A VP A7 [ A s 7 ) AT
ZE. WHR G EUR FH ) 4 g TR) B IR 9 AE Tk 7 2 DA K
HOHT R R 2 (Gevers 25, 2009). AR R, I
() ) S RE B A R B TH) R TR A % (Gevers 2§, 2009),
B 1) AR (P 8 B 1 — B K T >K - (Mohammed
A1 Dumville, 2001), Gevers 55 (2004) K [E] 35 g
SR A BN RS Rk B ARAT: 55 (1) RF ] 24 ) RELAT 3 () ) 3
fige, ol an kb H A B B | AT 25 S AR TR] 1A A
LU AT 25 5E Rt FE S o B [B) R i i B (1] i) 70
() — S, 3K R ) LR ) 1 BA R 5335 2 W) I 4%
TSI A) 22, 2SR T A4 A4 il 57 X6) B[] % B AT 4 3
() PR i o LA v S, T 55 52 e sk b A
THAT 4 B 5 J AR DA S AR 1R el B i — S0 IR

(Gevers %§, 2009) . {HIL RS A1 LR FEABRE — K
AR, P RA R 53 AT DL I 2, HEE 1 i 2 R 1 3
H (Gevers &%, 2009).

AT FTAUL LA ) 85 5 A R AR &, DA ) s JE N
WAL E R AR B, BRIUI ) 405 5 41 B 2% 2147
IR R S ATEE L, A s s i 1
Ny I BERIT LT DY 7 1 i el s (1) AR 25 X
FEXT T JBAT R mm A AN g2 e A BA 2% I AT AR R R
PRIUIT [A] 4103 5 1 BA 22 2147 MR & (2) AR FLIE
SEE A A 80 5 IR B8 52 1 [ A S . (Somech, 2006,
HL B[] S RO B ] 3R B A TE R 820 (Gevers 55,
2009), AR FTIRIT BN I BAE R [ 405 5 B RA AL iR 2
[ EFRAAEA ;s (3) BT A2 A B, Shg i 3R

Xt BB 27 STAT 9B FEM ISR I E) 3L AR AE I TR] S A8,
54T A Z I AR (4) 18 EiR Hr i) 2
fiti b=, PRUTA ) S A8, I TR IR [ 4350 5 [T A 5 5
TN IAIRESE AR -

FiJ 1] FiJ 1] FisJ 1] Zi[YNE
sig [ g [ stin 2 s
H1 EHER

—. ERFEE SRR

(—) NESRERANEITHARNREA

A3 KUAE BRI AR, AT KR 2 5 R AT (Xl
B4, 2014). Slater 1 Narve (1995) Hf 5t KB4 S
AN 5 2HZ 5 S AT N RE A e ma . [ B2 2] 2 2H 1
IR A, EIBAS S RS e S5 TE AR KRR o)
BB 572 27 STAT N I g 7 A2 520 ( Edmondson, 1999),
filtn: ARG, 225 B AAR AR 5 oS
KSR A B 2% 2147 93 BA s (Bucic 4%, 2010;
S, EERER, 2012)0 HBA, B RIS BETS RENA 41 A
S AT NI AR ?

B[R] 491 5 A2 3 A R T IR A3 B G I — DT &
(3K ZE %, ¥ 3CH:, 2015). Mohammed A1 Nadkarni
(2011) DAHTE BN A 4505 2 B [ 1 il R 54 4K
IS} A % TS [) 1 je) R A AR B . Ancona %5 (2001)
AR PR TR RIS L2 TH I S, HA R R4
S RE 0% DD B (8] 23 5T SR AN FE I, 38 5 4H 2 ()
Z eI 5T . EFIBAIF 7T 2 1, Mohammed FI
Nadkarni (2011 ¥ A BAR [A145 5 & SO 78 FIA HEL
71T BB B 56 AT 45 1 22 04T 62 . i An
PRI4 S #1745 Mohammed F1 Alipour (2014) i —
A, BT [A]45 5 A2 F AT 8 T R AT 25 1%
I 58 8 38T 25 AN I 8] X [R]E AT 45 B A 2490 B ]
PR R R TAE T 22— 350k, [RIR 3 i AR
AR RE . fEAMEZT, Op’tHoog (2009) A%
5 BRSSP A THCKS B R8T 5 SO T
T B LR JE RO B 2% 1A B TR PR LA B 25 A FH 1)
SR EAT A - I [T H A AF 55 5 P (Judge, Piccolo,
lies, 2004), Jeff25ML45H Sula R %4E, I
(] BRI ZR TR IN (A5 RF (8] 450 5 X — 5 BF [R)AH 26 (14T 45
1478 (Mohammed #1 Nadkarni, 2011) AEF T —&
IR o BRATTIA R (1450 5 06 1 A 27 2J AT R 2 A
HEEH

e, B4 AR N B B2 S AT N A R AT
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I 55Ul o 40T XU R sl [ AR, I HL [T AR Ak
(1 B 353 R 30 ] 2 R ) [ A B i 0 1) 2 S i IR 5 2 2]
B8 77, 3k R B ) BN 2 1 AT O I AR
(Gladstein, 1984; Gibson #1 Vermeulen, 2003). 1}
A 3R 0T XU X T BA 2 ) G R R E o BRI 45045: A2
— R AT, 8 ] BA R 7 PR B TR AT P
RERS AL A 0L (1 AR AN ER, B “RIAA IR 27 10 AR
%722 (Durham %, 1997; Gevers &¢, 2013); HJ[A]41
S B [ DA s> s 1) 7 1T A AR A 22 57 BT 8
M2 (Mohammed 1 Alipour, 2014); F H i
TR T4 (Op’t Hoog, 2009) H.A IE A 540 .
PRT ikt B T 850 0T R 4 1) A A AU L LA R PR D, e
EG kAT B TAEMEE, IR I A7 N E &
PR EE 3%,

FLUR, BRI i 5 2 4k BRI R 5 2 >0 75 3R 11
PR o ATl o ) [ HE AL . TR 22 H DA B
WU P 5 IR AE G 1) TAF (Halbesleben 4§, 2003),
REAS ek /> F I ) R 26 s SR O Sl o, $ Tt T4
RR, IE A Gi3 (Mohammed 1 Nadkarni, 2011).
P A S 28 1 B2 T2 TR A8 P A JE SR B8 g 11 E b, T o
DU PN ) 53R . A 1 70 2% B I TR) 400 5% 53 A
B BA IEFFEI (Hubens, 2011), A A T4 AS%
RO B BA Y 52 (B3 77 (Gevers 25, 2013), #EMI~4E
AN NSRS L, T 7RIS, )40 T AE sy
KBRS NGO HETE,  FLRTr= AL 12 ) 75 R B2
A BN SIAT A = AL AR

BEAh, BRI BE NS & B 2 HE S R i a), B
A 53 7E AT 55 56 et A FP AR e TR e, AN 2= 3R T
BN 572 12 1 0%, R RIS = 5
=20, R BN 2 S AT =R o DR R N AR
FEAE R SC A S N [a) 400 5 5 [ BN 2 347 2 TR) R4 AL
34T FLARH 5T

H1: BAISSE BT AEMS, BESS
Xt B\ & 3347 8 BA TE MR e 3R
(=) R EKHA1ER

Somech (2006) Hiff 7 & B A1 BA 45 XA fie % 52 il
FIBA R, 1 in2 5845054 B T3 7+ F AU EKF .
22 [H AR 53 7RI TB) 40 P AR 1522 i [ 2 (1) B 7
THD HH P2 S5 B B TR ) PR RECR AN RIS, B 8] 430538 5
TR Cni et . JRmE R R #0E D, YA
S 73 160D P B T C a3 gk T A 1 i A R B 52 i) A
Pic 5L V) 905 oy R A T Ak B (1] D <545 i
A % X6 A A RS TR) P ) jE AT 15 24 40 B (Mohammed Al
Nadkarni, 2011). iXFiZ 58 150F KA, BE65 S
49

R I AT BT o (R R [ 1) R, 5 T Al o % 48 1
13 I ] 22 HE DA B 1] s A B AR, AR A
J 5 X G B ) AR P 7 AR B RO AT O, R EIAS
A 5 AT BB TR ) AR 22 e o FLJELIRT, o IR [) >4k 22
S SR T (AT B 22 AR o 2 ()T RIAS & 2R, B
[F] 4915 BE 8 25 & 25 HE T PA R 01 1) TAE 1523, Fl AR 1)
PR, 1E 0 T2 5 R AL XTI A 7 ST R
B, X RSB BN R — . [FIR, IR
X BN B 3 B A 7R TaAE 4005 0 N ] i 7250 F Ak 3 X
T 2 A B RO H B B A I [R) 77 1 R R AT S A . A
EFRATTIA S 1) 450 3 0k AT A B (1] s S B R AR o

I 7] S L RE AR b I [R] SR R il T A S FE R
B (12 A5 AT BA 5 53 72 T A L b RS R s A2 5 7 THIIA
— 0 (West, 1996) . i [7] 5z S8 2 F BN S JL ¥ — N J7 T
Gevers 55 (2009) (R, (200 H A2 A, B[]
KO B TR SR BT TR My 2, N [A) s R R 1S N e 6%
ARt 8] FRKCSE e T DRI, B Ta) S S8 BERE R i)
L FAT BN RS 057 AE R RE [ 14 1] R, 9t/ FAT A S 3 % i 1]
IR ZE S, KB TR Rk s B A R E A

N (1) 490 Fi6 4% 368 3t {1 328 B 1) Js REL g T %o o i) 33
FEATE AN o ATRA B A TERS A]A (Bartel 1 Milliken,
2004) . i[85 387 (Conte, Landy F1 Mathieu, 1995)
FIFIZZ M (Gever 25, 2006) %57 THI A7 LE R[] M 2
SRR KR AR E 2R (Mohammed Al
Nadkarni, 2011) PAAAERESFINTA] 52 s B2 45 77 THI )
ANFEFrHE (Janicik F1 Bartel, 2003) 2L BE 2 i ]
T, M CAORAIE TAEFE# L H B2 BTy 5e al, 5200 ]
AT TE) AR IE s, 51 R R 03 TR AN & F AT AN 15 26
(Jansen Fl Kristof-Brown, 2005), SE TAE R FEIEEL
(Gevers &, 2009) . [ BN S A 1] 451 5 BE 2 15051 [ A
FSCOR TR () /A 22 5 2 B, R 3 ER T [T A 7% () B
TR S T T - (2R i = P S = M IR S - A
T A PR BT )P e 8, ] DA ied ot i AR B ) o)
A PR [A]HR)) (Zerubavel, 1985; Halbesleben 4%,
2003, A5 AT BA RS BR[04 o 5 40 . (1) TARAT 2533047
VEHC o 1% — i 2 g 2 (A1 BA R 03 3347 i ) e S8, i g [
A B8 5 XS B ] A 22 S Feg st ) ) O S4T85S
158 [T BA RS 0 R VR R ) AN 22 S 22 R 4 AN R s
AR B 38 g B 1) 800 S 41 14N A7 IS 8] 77 T P AR R8I
5 TARAT 45 AH VT HC I 2 B, 39 5 o0) B (] 40053 R o [
BARSS [] X 5 AT 2% 20 B O 3 A SN [R), 388 56 T A R i
(¥ [ 25 M R0 — 2t (Schriber A1 Gutek, 1987),
Pk SRR R, D B TN 22 S 22 A B e
SR P EST T] (7 o ] S Gl R AR 1
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H2: B[R] 450 T8 B 1) s S8 X el 5 M B () R

Bk, HEREBEZFEZBEAPNMMEA.
(=) BEFLREHAER

I 7] S L RE AR i (A1 B 2 2147 R P2 e . A
FLAH, HA B 6T [N ) B TR [R50, a2 ORAE ]
PA2E SRR E A &R (Edmondson, 2002). &4
A 22 S 2 B 1 DL SR T47 9 BRAR B AMERAT I 22
(Hacker, 2003 ) 234~ R 38 G by 2k [T A s 572 76 B TE] A
W PATETT 2 7, B H R IR [ AR R 1 T
VEFT 22 . TARRCEEM TAESUEET7 1 o AR A 2 Ll B
1, HIPARK G e 8 i st s BT PR BT AN H AR AR s B (West
&, 1997), KB RIMAFER S A Z (Tjosvold,
19916 X Foft [1] fsz JEL 2 AR S A 7 B[] - 447 -5 40 ok
HZERE, AR AR NS ) R, AR T SR 4 1)
JriF (WAL = TS, (RIERIBAZ AT N1
FEAE . AL, BN AE ST R AR AE T ZE A —E BT
I AN 3 A B TR (v, ) e R R A Al AR A
S)it AR A TG R PE A S AUGE B [R)R 2R ) i
XA R 8] (1) S AR TN 27 2047 (B R, 2009),
A58 AT BA B 53 A2 B[] 1) /L BB IEATIR A IR 5 8%,
AR R, — R E A AT A . BRI IRATIA
9t ) Jz FBRF T BA 2 S AT N BA IR g, B TE) S
Res (it BN 5 2147 N

R[] 300 (41BN 2% 2147 R P2 A A R E o
ZEFRANUR /N 2 (2014) YN TR R 2 H A RE RS &
Ao FET A2 N R, B[R] DA 5] 2248 AT A Rt 0 39 it
P BN Atk AT A s 573 ) B A A TR], T A s 2 K 412 T A
P At B B g N B N BEAR 2 (Gonzalez A
Brown, 2006), XL\ [F] <398 /b A1 B R 51 18] )
LA (Somech &, 2009), XFHIBANIEIRIER
HAMEHER (Kane, 20100, X FA RN ESIHLE
PEH REAS(E 3 HIR A 5 BN 2], JUH BA XU
PR 2] SRR Z B A EIMER (383, W=,
2014) o X NHIBAZE IA7 R P2 AR it T R4 PSR
Bl s [ ot B A7 DA (RS2 [ A ok 53 77 A= A B ) R FH 7
T SR EE I [R5 ) T RS L o A ST B
E A1 BN 2 2 AN Wy et st [) R 5 5K 4 e st ) ) A
RO KRR S 155 1 A B 18 8 b ) 3 o jaT 1)
W BEAL, HBAR 3 2245 BN 5 N NP 26 25 & ek,
A 5] (10 85 il ' P s T A R G ot 57 AN BT K8 1) H s
A AN S S5 HINEE S B8, B FR . 256
WS Z S ERBAAEIE S 2. iS5
oK, (kTIN5 2147 72 A o DR RAT TIA A I () 3
PO AN % 2 AT N B R R g A o AR s 1R] S

] [E) 3R 5 A 2% S AT R R EAE F A& Gervers 4%
(2009) FITiIF 55 I [ s FExoF B[R] HE R g (i gt 1 F O,
P N B

H3: B JE) R BE B R LR 1E ) 5 me F B % ST 4T
N, BHESLGREZFZ AR HMMEA.
() BfA) B SRS IR e MMER

B i) /A 22 S 22 R R FL T SR R AT BA B 5247
{100 222 S A [ 2k ) 0BG AN T ol S, ) 400t
SSoF IR (B B2 IR 1 W 2 HE ST, BE S ek A B A 1)
T RS JE,  R B (A1 BA s 57 7 BRF ] 77 T PR A 4 22 S
Z AR DL e SR R R 1) R, B (R 9915 T
(AN [ B T 4 008 AR AT 55 5 R I 1) B ) 45 5 ) 4]
BA RS 2 TR]FRTDC IE , A ) T BA RS2 72k Fs bt ) 361 T
FES IR ER I, A H R a2k B 2 18 A BA B 5% 7 i ]
BASF N IR, S BTBA 2% S AT At R 4 1) [T RA U, T3]
7 1 A A 5] BB 1 FH R (i 2 [ A % 14T R ) = A
BT 5%oF B 7] 4515 5 BN 2% SJ AT 9 9% 2 S L AE B )AL
N BRI TESE FNLEI 28T, 3R H A R Rk

H4: B8]0 S@ e i 1] e R ik T g i JR] SR I
R F A 22 ST A, B R BRI R 3LREE —F 2
B AELEPNMMEA.
=. BRI
(—) BURERIRER

T B BN AT\ I TR A AL, HAE
AR« Fs S RE) P 3 1E R A5 7 TR TE K 22 %
RENS PRt Z FEL IR (5 B, ETH FIA P BA R %
PE o BRI AT 5 DL SME I H B R 5, %
Greds WG T L MR MRS 7 AN
T 60 AN A B HIBAHEAT R WA . S 7R A Ak
G R A T BN A = [ AR AR DG, ASH UK I
(B ZZ A (Time-lag Study), WitWERANE, 5
AN BT R AR A S BOR BB 5L PRI
77 SOOI (RIS R T PEA, IR B A A I RS
B 3ANHJEATE IR SR A, Fh R AR 55
(] S B R R AN BA 2 S AT R AT VRN

AHIE TR FH S H R BIE 5 00 2 A 25 A 1 30 kAT
R GRER S@RNA R SEEHE . NJTHREH
B 57 NFIRI A 5T NFEAT VA8, SRECHE R A B A
AEEEE R, NS AR S 46 . 745
AR HE 2, 1S AP ERTENEAEE 5
I EEE PN WANEE P o - i A E L E S PN AP
EilN 1 RE NG Do e RS & L X v Pl N ETEe=:
AN ARASE IR B, DU T0 1 0] 45 8 2 1 Hois
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HATULAC. MR TE 60 MHIAFHFRE, PRIRILAIR
)45 350 £ (700 1), [FIU 322 & ([FULEH 92.0%).
XA GG 0 AT I B H 3T BRI, &R EH
RN 524, 3000545 277 %, 5 30RER N 79.14%.
XTI (5 9 K A AT Gt b, A
TEOLUTR « FEPE 7 TR ARAEE RO 22 7, 531 201 N,
Lk 76 N, A3 EREAS B 72.6%A01 27.4%, FH
WA AT H FBACL B, ST G R
R TEAFRE T 19-29 & Z [AIIIA 167 N, i A%
1) 60.29%, FHKH 30-39 % (5 28.16%) F140 % L)
b 11.19%), SRR DIF A AN E, EREAREAR
AN TAERT R 5T, 1A RLAUR . 12 4/ 2 4E 8L |
I3 ) AR 52.35%. 28.88%F1 18.77%: fEf e — i
SR /NS P NS N TN S 1 B AL [ N i i
LA, HEAERR) 50.54%, 1-3 4580 3 FE DL E 5
32.13%7H1 17.33%.

(=) ZESNE

BT T B RR A A AR B A [ P AT A7 A R A
23 A), H REZ I A5 S L IR A] SRR () 3L R A AR
[ SRR AANSCRR PR HER . T IRIEA
(A AN AR, R HC T A [ B AS B 3 1 Sk Hp 15 81
AR TR FEE AT ER, BB B &
B3 R W G SR O E i il RE Y GRS
(Back-translation) (Brislin, 1980), 2R A\ RIHEZH
R R WAE e, & maERAER R R ik
ARG FFE TP OOBERIB A # S, BT
IR ER . AT M AR B 1SRRI Linkert 1
MER, ‘17 RREEAFAR, “5”REZELEFE, H
“17 B “57 FoRXF IR R FE BEAS 0 5 o
I IA) A0S . ASHF 72K Al Mohammed A1 Nadkarni

(2011) #£ McGrath’s (1991) F1 Ancona % (2001)
5T A BT R A BN RS 3. %Rl 7 18
A E KA, ER T IA RS S T AT A 400 5 7 B5F 8] 43 B e (1] 22
HE I T B« 98 A A 0 I 1) o 45 45 7 T ) 8 LA L

PR o R H 7B - e SRR R B B IR ) f e IR

AT S5 F AR S T HE S 9F 45 R ME 55 4 FE I
6] 7“2 H B S SR 4 N 58 B 2% AT 557

A 8 . A TR Gevers 25 (2009) R
P BB TR) S JE 3%, P SRl 22 141 BA R 02 72 AT AR B |
VAT« ORI B [ ) P 58 B ) 7 T 4D 1) R iR
HEIA A, B 4 R E MR, 5008 “3RATTH7
A2k AR UL H AT S 7, “IRATRINE W &
JELI T) 2 AT 4 P A 7L “IRATTBIBAN G B B4 5%
R TAEAE 22 /D ) [R) 7 0 FRATT A A28 55 VTAR B[R] A 75
51

WA AR,

3R ABFFR A Gevers & (2006) FF K1
WA R ESR, ZBERH 4 B AW, BB R
A, X T AR5 A S [0 1 (v 8501 0 e — 350 () A B g
ATVEOY o /8 H 53 3 “ FRATTIAT A () Js 172 A2 AR ik H
HH7 T S A A [R] 7L FRATT T A PR e 5 A G A 5 B
Sy BCARAE (I R) 7 TR 25 Gy ik e — 807 “JRATTIAIBA )
FSC O AE TART s 2050 18 A5 P AR PR B 1) 7 T ARV o 4l
A TRATTIAT BN 18 02 AE A T 58 B RE T0AT: 45 i 75 B4 B )
T AEE —2.

B\ 5 24T 4« AHfE 5K F VanDer #1 Bunderson
(2005) £ Edmondson (1999) I Drach-Zahavy I
Somech (2001 7t Attt _E T 5T A5 2147 MR
ZERH 4 BB AW, BB R H A 2147 8T
TR IFEAT VR o & H 23 0 “ FRAT T T BA 1k 7 e % AR
PR R PE IR AR S 1) A AR S 87 “ FRATTI) (41 BA e i
RE 0% 5 22 (PR AR AN S R ABE RO A7 < AT T AT BA
DA RE A BB PEAL & B AR 55 10T LA S AR 2807 i 3R
AT BB R 5 B 2% AN [V R AR T e 45 2R 7

PEHIAR R . A SRR A 5T TR B R AR AR
SRS S ) AE AT A ) AR B TR A0 5 AT B [ BA A
P2 AN IR (B E il PR T W Satap - AR WA B
iaj- AR

. B4R

(—) ERREHT

T PRUENN SRR, A0 R AR B AT 00
WEPER 2 081 (Confirmatory Factor Analyses, CFA),
S I E A BT DY IR R A . = PR L B DR AR R AT
TR, AT I TA) A0S . A S SEL L IR [) SR RR [ BA 2%
AT R IR DL S A R AR =2 4. &
MréE B R, ¥ (146) =289.318, RMSEA = 0.060,
CFI = 0.947, TLI = 0.954, CFI Al TLI ¥JKF 0.9,
PMSEA /T 0.08, VYR58 58048 o 1 4 i)
WG, B Y B S 5 s i & AR T = A
TR R A SHER G B, RPNERA
BIFRX 8, sERIESAERLR.

(2 #Rtgit 5%

AR RIIE . AREZE . o RECFAHE REUHAT
RS ir. W& 2 ITUUEH, 4 MFRAEK
Cronbach’s o B AT 0.70, Pl HFEAEERIERE;
1) 40 S S ] s 8L (r=0.122, p<0.05). 8] B
A LR (r=0.434, p<0.01) 535 1IEFZE, A4S

(r=0.202, p<0.05). WfAIAE (r=0.501, p<0.01) F
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The Relationships between Temporal Leadership and Team Learning

Behavior: A Sequential Two-meditation Model

XU Lu!' QI Lei

Abstract: Based on leadership style theory and social identity theory, this paper talked about the relationships between
temporal leadership and team learning behavior, and constructed the research model by introducing both temporal
reflexivity and time consensus as two mediators with the perspective of time. This theoretical model was tested empirically
by using the data collected from 277 team members of 52 construction project teams from 7 cities such as Jinan by a
questionnaire survey. After analyzing the data with Mplus7, the results indicated: temporal leadership has a significant
positive effect on temporal reflexivity and team learning behavior; temporal leadership has an effect on team learning
behavior by temporal reflexivity’s mediation effect; further, time consensus mediates the relationships between temporal
reflexivity and team learning behavior. This study also found that the relationships between temporal leadership and team
learning behavior are sequentially mediated by temporal reflexivity and time consensus.

Key Words: temporal leadership; team learning behavior; temporal reflexivity; time consensus
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