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£ Flpt ARG R B2 o o il e Jiang ¥ 4 (20123) B sk §F AR chipoRe g 8 &

NRHE o BB f#&:ﬁ]

% Posthuma % 4 (2013)*7He L1193 fsm~ ¢ : # T 61 &+ 4 ik § 24y
W 2042 F oo THFABE A FTRELE AR EFE BT R

1992~2005 % 2006~2011 = £ B 3% 45 % J1 2 =% fic F i3t iy o P

e TARE o FHE AR A FTREELEL LA RS LERE TR
PO AR LR ABT BEREEHENRAZ BE R R TE
#

10



BEBTRAR. }

Nﬁﬁ%&%ﬁa}

!ﬁé&iiﬂ.@lﬁ:"f—ﬁ*—'l
—
B Fais, J
%ﬁﬂﬁ%#-‘]#ﬁ'&..]l
HEEE

[ii$ﬂ&iﬁﬁﬂJ

iy —[ AT,

[ BORGEE

Bl= e A4 FiRE 2w |1 T oo SR

B {5 o Posthuma & 4 (2013)#-+ 4 FiREZHw 2 T A& | & Tigs | a5
Firafiz 5 Thiegs(core) ) 3 1458 > bldelircid o A A s 2 0F
... FoFAAFTIRERLE G L T E g Tl | A Dia- i
ﬁﬁr%ﬁﬁWm@%ﬁg’%$28ﬁ°ﬂﬁﬂéﬁi—rﬁ%JﬁiW%ﬁJ%ﬁj
PifE2 5 T8 r-(peripheral)# %5 ;> & § 19 7 - Posthuma ¥ « (2013)2 # 3 4p §
Hin D R T 20 & K F B OHPWS 257§ g et 2 & SH 4% be UEIL S )
RN R RS AN PEE LY € SEL S F R
M2 7 0 4e Jensen, Patel, & Messersmith (2013) ~ Kehoe & Wright (2013) -
Combs, Hall, & Ketchen (2006) ~ # Jiang ¥ * (2012b)% #7501 % 2 4phE £ + Fih ¢
B 0 s AT RRIRG A S TR Ly w2 A

T 35%‘1 $rx2 g

- AR A S TR 2R Y ek W R 5 e & (multi-dimension)
11



SPL L o 4o Dyer 2 Reeves(1995)H#-z2_ 4 s v B & & % 1 (1)4 4 Tk >

PlUcHBR S S HBRS B A S BT (2egonk o bldcd A4 0 2 A S

~

JRIREH S 2 RIFT S Q)MARS € 3ok o BldoH e FARTHPF AT
ARIEF @F AP H S GBI 2P LR 0 blden mD FRARL
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2008) r He ot e R FR AL Z - 2 AR HN T 2
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PRI @G o R s A A T RS fonE -
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A g E M Jiang # 4 (2012a, 2012b) 4% AMO #5812 42 4 4 TR E L
AR S A% ¥ %4 Combs, Hall,& Ketchen (2006), Jensen, Patel, &
Messersmith (2013), Kehoe & Wright(2013) > 2 Posthuma % * (2013)#75!1 *
2L E A A FIREILHE > 2 BAEG S A8 18 HAIE G KEis 4 F
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B RS REE AT B gt R o (2). APl
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%
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2). 245+

A3 3 H #* Subramaniam & Youndt (2005) 5 2 Youndt, Subramaniam,
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Cronbacha &+ ** 0.7 W B 5 7 R & o SHRFEATHF IR > AT T 2 A 47 %A P
Mo KA 0.784 ~ 0910 2 FF(3de 2 1) > i AT 7 & $I8 2 ) 3R RIS
BT R 2 REE o

1 LR p I R R

87 8#c | Cronbacho | T3E | #£&X%
e fﬁ;i'liﬁ K3 6 0.784 3.39 0.725

22
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X test
« X2 test p>.05 p=039 (%)
o X?/df <2 1.06 (24%)

Fitness Indicator

* GFI > 9 0.98 (24%)
* AGFI > 9 0.96 (24F)
* NFI > 9 0.99 (2+4%)
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* RMSEA <.05 0.001 (%)
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