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H M Van Maanen Fil Schein (1979)%#14x2%
AL B E G ABIH LT 2, HA
AL BIETE SEARAT T WFFE ORI SCTE . B
AR R O L A S s o SO B B, TE
XA AR, R B R L A RN R
NG, Ti# B DA R E e v A S EEAH U Y
i€, LIS T3t i\ ZH 28 A P (Fisher, 1986).
PR, B % 0 2H 2R 2 10 A 8 5 i 3 A A4k
FEA Y P B BB AN, SR T, B
WP B A ARG 45, 0T 41 4t 7 A R 11 B ) (8
n, ARt AR, BN (B Y — SO 5§ )
(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979; Fisher, 1986; Bauer,
Morrison, & Callister, 1998; Louis, 1980), M T4
SUAS g ) S e BE30 B3 1 8 PN A o A i 51
HIRI, 824 BTN BT 5 TRt 2 (A B 5t 12
8-+4) E % (Chao, O’Leary-Kelly, Wolf, Klein, &
Gardner, 1994),
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AR, BT AR 2 RIS W] B 5 07 i,
A5 & R ITIR T A R, g, 5T -4
ZUCIC S, fh 2l A S5 BOT i 45 3 (i, AR
BE . H8UKE . TAERCESE)(Ashforth & Mael,
1989; Haueter, Macan, & Winter, 2003; Saks &
Ashforth, 1997; Klein & Heuser, 2008), XA —
0 I B R BT 5T 45 R =2 8] TC kR AT A ) X
FOFIIIE, R, X 42 5B ) j 32 4k 2 fb 2 A
(R TR 2R S0, R I B AT 7 32 ST 7 IR 1 A AL
P (Klein & Heuser, 2008), B AT JLAFE & R LA™
Fhos Al A 2R R A iy By — Rk
ER 2 H AT B X e R P A e — 2B R
()RR, 50, Ak 0t 2 AR 45 4 4 B A R
OPA B, (A BN R I 2 R R
PR ROEFEAL, R R H 5 — 2 T i
B i 45 R R AR E S, T RS IR AL
(Bauer et al., 1998; Klein & Heuser, 2008; #X [E£E,
EHE, K3, 2007).

RKRAREE |, axsbln) U2 il T x4 202 4k
FE A A ) B AR B 2 BRAR R BE T B, M\ Fisher
(1986)JT-4fi, HL AL AT B T = R 52 1Y
WL & 240 . #xit, Klein F Heuser (2008)
8 SCHR [l B3R B, R 0 19 4 Uk 2 AR WF T A5 98
S T A BN N R R R IR, At
AN AR A R W AFAE XA ), 2 EATE
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R Al A1 ) 8 R 2 ) LA R R TIR,  5Y
X i 6 TR TR 4 R B e, AR AT
Fhos A AR BB R o K T A AT 20 358 TR I A A 1 A
F R P B —— o RIRIRT . —TF
I, feEF ARy et R AL b B Y
il oy, ¥ 21 o+ 2 A i) 1 72 (Bauer,
Bodner, Erdogan, Truxillo, & Tucker, 2007; Korte,
2007), A Loyl Ry 2 > Mk 2 A A7 ki
AU i3 F2(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979), Hf<2
217 4 4B S A 25 46 1Y — F T B (Cooper-Thomas
& Anderson, 2006), XL AR IR AT TG 1L I b
Mo B ) AR S AR R B S — DT, BRAR
FESx Al R 2 R R R TR A AR b
FEAR ORI, TR 2 A A AR R A A K 2 RN
B O TR AN T K X B A A A B A |
ML, IE A2 B T B Z — AR ) ok 4 B8 Bl
ArE#((Klein & Heuser, 2008; Ashforth, Sluss, &
Saks, 2007),
1.2 HREER L

ML ERHE T DA L, YA Sk
WEFE AR A AR R 1) 1 2 ) A A B Bl b X
L BURE 23 Al 1 BEASHE A HEA T3 I b S A R
itk, FATA RER AL LUt 2 NI, JF
X 5% LAk e A B 0 5 4 A B A TR R R
T2 JE th FAT B N U i 3

ASCRTE R, X — [ ik, F T
INFE SRR SR BT . FE b, eam AL
235 B RN e X A 8L 2k B A R AR
AT R S T 42 Al A Y 4 5 T 7E A [H]
P U F Pl(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Korte, 2007;
Hogg & Terry, 2000; Moreland, Levine, & McMinn,
2001; Reichers, 1987; Simosi, 2010; #kFF, 5l %,
2008 ), {HSEHIBEA NN Bk R 5 i %
HAR A IEAN &, ETRHAECE, BN
HhEEE IR Rk — PRI R R E G, 483
10 P13 o A ) B Y B RN X — 2 . E A,
ARSI A [F e X H G sy e LT RE
T NS AR . 7EIERE b, ASCAkge
HERE AR B YERE .l X H S A&
HIBRIE RS, ARG T 2 AT T B R,
R A R R K e S it 7 B L. T E Y
J2, ASCMTE RV, AFE LS LY 2 2
LB I B AR A i B JE AL, DA AR 4 32 SR Y

MR R
2 ARHSUMBERAR

U TR SOKE LA TR B A by 2 814k 2 Ak F
UM EE IR, 76 OISR, A 2 ZEXF A B
WAB— TR A 21 L B, AR SCR R FIA R BRI, X
HAE S BE G T A, IFTIRIA R A T
HERE b B AT
2.1 IAEER

INFE PSR T AATEAE 2 B 3 A&
(T S RPE FAALEL, BR, [BI& <Rt R TR
HE LM o FENFIFE R P, FER A
[ 4 32, A1 43 3 IR TN ) el 2 1 4 2 1
(Thoits & Virshup, 1997). £f {4 3A [7] #i& (Role
Identity Theory)y= 4 F 4t 222 WF 58 08, i
PRI A A B A EZOR IR, B ohix ek
AR B T AATTHE A )4k 25 v 40y AN [ £ £
T 3 26 A (0 i ML TR 3 S, 4R 23 IA TR B2 (Social
Identity Theory)ld Je B FHit—— BIRIHEIM
18 (Self-Categorization Theory)& i T[> B2~ 55
U, SN EIE Y 5 — AR . IR
UNGE D PN PO S E NG % R 2 LN E Sy e e

M A A R e, AT 2R A T
TEAL 2 s RE SR R S, LUESS 5 A S 7EfE
25 F 47 (McCall & Simmons, 1978; Stryker,
1980; 75, 2008). 173X L6 5 SRR T AMT1#EFE 25
rhR B DL R il N X X B B (7 1 5
(McCall & Simmons, 1978; Stets, 2006). )i,
“ffy 00 F G AR 25X et 2 B 05 T AT 114
e T B2 O TING (I ol o N T B RN e D=
UK T AT B TR & (McCall & Simmons,
1978; Hogg, Terry, & White, 1995), a1, 7EZ i
KO EI A B O IR — B
THEA Az A R 1Tk, AW
TLIE A X A3 PR K 26 A 1Y B X (Stryker, 1980;
5KGE, 2008), TS EINIE LS T S A AR
XiF o7 1) N FE 7 SC LA B N ATTRE 2 s (i R, AT
DATTAT LA A Ay €00\ [) 1 il A AR HEAH . 114 ) £
(McCall & Simmons, 1978; Burke & Tully, 1977),

Rt Dk )RR R 1) A €A T R 22 IR AFAE
— k. A eI R TIZ A R R R ORI
B, IRz A & w A A X I, JEIHiX
i 60 0 L G A 1 H 8N 0 &R K AT O (Stets,
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2006). H1 T X 26 A A R AR A %A G AT AR
e, AT 2 AR T A N [F PR IR A, ST
A WA, DUEAF S 2 X0 2% A 0 1 2
(McCall & Simmons, 1978; Stryker, 1980), MIX 5.
B, ORI, AT S S B
£ €0 1) EL B AN W R A SRR L 09 A A TR], X —
IR S KRN B S iR 1 a X N
(Stryker, 1980),

SR, BR T MAELISE, Hhaif & 5 A
FIRHEAR, a0, B FEE . 248N S B, A
ITHERE 2 B IR FH I8 g 4[] it 2 B
SRR B 5 (Stets, 2006), i, FLSrA RS
& MR T R AT TFE R =22 ) ¢ 3R AR 2 IR i
PSR A TE ) A A S (Hogg et al., 1995), A
SR N RN B S 7g i DPIEREER (Sl A =g TN [ ELiR 1o DA
HER AP BN, RIS R — A
L E R, R A (R = ORI S
S S A B AR B I O B — A AR, i S 3 [
HEPVRE BT [R) T e B, DUITTRE AR R &
TEARAH X 43 (Hogg, 2006). [HIIL, Ab Tt i
B G AR B A A Y I R R BT R AT B 3R E X (Tajfel,
1978). flhn, 7E A ATH 55 LA 22
RN, AT B C 5 <R X ARk . AT
TS5 B O R %HR 5 S5 A —BEiae o B A
A TR T SCRREAAR, T X S AR AE Y 4 A
P Y=l i s IN P 3 IN T D R i P S i B
FE A O3 A AR [ 4R 0T, 3k SR 5 S A R A
e FERBESN A S, A A B RS
—34¥(Tajfel, 1978; TkAzH:, ik, 2006).

2 NATTE R e — R A B8 O3 B I, B R
T B A AL A A 2 IA R, DA SR B
PN HCE L B —E 4T M (Hogg et al., 1995; Hogg,
2006). TERHAT NS, H T L2k AR B4R
fEE AN B S, AfMawmac & B
PRI A B 2202 T T8 TR (AR 11 R R O T AN 2 A R
BT, BR7 A — AR AT R UE” A& (Hogg et al.,
1995; Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell,
1987; JAIGRAL, 2008), 4N F £ (147 Ry FIRE A AL 5%
A—F, RES A ANBEE A CRHES G,
M5 AT A FRERAT AR VE RS, DAE A gk
15 H A& (Turner et al., 1987). Bk, 25k
AAULAL & L2 BRI E S, g 3 AT anfar &
PR M ERENAT . NI 2R BUl, BRI

BB T Ak oAt AR, BRI W i A
23 BB TR PR AH L 1 +E 23 A TR IR R (R
ffiH: | 2010; Korte, 2007; Hogg & Terry, 2000).

AR A DA TR B R A 2 A (R B R T A
TEAS TRl A 92 ST <7 % e Sk iy B, BT A
FAE RETE TR A A AR 2 i 6 R
(Thoits & Virshup, 1997), B, AATan{ay 4 4 £ {7
FREAE LA a2 BBy, D oaxse g3k
e N ST R SN (DRG0 P~ S s i U B
AW FRATA AT R A PR W) A R B e
AT A 2H 222 Al B A 5T 4 A — AN 5k 5 R i 3
A
22 HAHRSUBMSHAE

X HE— MG AT E X, EERZ A A B S
AR b A S LA T A, DUEFIH S
X, A TS EmAS, KAMEH McCall
F1 Simmons (1978)42 H A9 & e HE 2L X 21 24
ML ETEAY) . FF . M a2 R
e, MATh, X A2 R & Be i
BT I N B R, FRATN A AR B X,
AL AL I U SR AT IR R

(WS 5# .

AR AT 41 2 47 g #8 h 2= A PN E 8 7 AR
(McCall & Simmons, 1978), ZH 2R k2 1kt A i
Sho FRSCERIEI R, EH =M AS H5HE
bt 2, B, B 6 T B RS R A
(Klein & Heuser, 2008). M A~ [ HE 8 1938 H AR
A, Wi LR EPE ST 4, M4
AN SRR MR AL S S . DUT XX gt
Z5F M TNE

B AR S 2 A WF 58 vh i ol i A
SUR 1 —4F T2 ¥ Ji 51 (Haueter et al., 2003;
Ostroff & Kozlowski, 1992.), 2H 44t 21k 2 A AT 1E
B AR i 26 55 B B B o PR RO [R) B RN R
AR DN — e Az 3 SRR R A 3 — Tl R Y 45
30 U 17 B Ak 2 £ (8 BORE AR TR 23 K A el
(Thoits & Virshup, 1997; Stets & Burke, 2000), T
XA R 25 R AT A RAEH S S A E e
B, D52 e B A AT i 25 BE L AT Ry FG BLRZS
(Stets & Burke, 2000). Bk, 2458 51 TAESEA AL
A, A B A X 9 A A [ B 25 A TR,
DL Bl A 9145

SR, MEEE P ARARI LS, A%
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X T T S 0 S . TR S g,
2/DEWZSH R THZE X FIX ¥ (Feldman & Brett,
1983), — 2RIk AR, ]z T
IRAEZAN T, SR H L PR K —
Bt H) 5 B B J) — KR H AN IR A 3)
H, WATHERG AL R N R AZSOHE . IR,
FEIRAE), M AN T —4F . IS TARE
WA A A 55 DL E g 00 B A8 58, i b g 2
BFALNE, AR — 2w SR EMIRAL, h
TGRS THRZ NP, ZEALN
T BEXT B A AT R TR, DR I AT i
AP M LLHTHEA S, BRALAR Bl (R 2 BR AL
FHTE#), WHACEHA & T ik, Fik, %
0BG I A R FIAE B 2% /& T A A (Kramer,
1994), JIAMEFFIFEE AR, 280 Tai s A
BU(— ML —FERR)E, FRIEAZALNTAE,
BT H X H AR IR I A 8 B TR A AR
A, WO BERE HAR A58 51 1 (Bauer et al., 1998). 7£
X 0L 2R, FUA A 2R AR i A
G B X B PR AT B E AL, B ST AR A
BNt SN R E . Rk, 4280t Sk
FE BT 5L TN R S g 2R 2 ) AR B R B [ I
F—AE BTk A o

SR, 208U 234 I AN 28T 51 L AR 3K
LA L N SRR LS 5 H A A A R
B, BERBESIFAZH B CE X, M A
& X (Hogg & Terry, 2000; Stryker, 1980), E.{&k
Ui, AR EX R AEERTEAONE
P A FETE(Stets & Burke, 2005), U, X FERIA
o G XA B B, M2 R Y
S A FUA T R AR5 B R T AR A 1
T AFEAE(Stets & Burke, 2000), 41, {XH—A
ARG BURE A, VAT 5 PR A o st e A 2 M R
o B, AN A5 E SRS B TR
A S AHR MY, 41 ZUERAL T BN A o R i
(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979), JEidHH N AR
B4 L Bl 52 B GX B A (8 R RE MR B9 AR T (Klein &
Heuser, 2008; Ashforth et al., 2007), 7E 38 H.id 72
o, 28U AR T B IR E AR EORIE,
BT D8 A I ST B TR B R X I 1 A £tk TR AL
2xiAIR], DT TR 46 dl A ZH 2 AR .

Q)AL 24y H 1 1S 5

At 2t h R 2w A B AT, Jots

S B B B I E 3h A 5 A (MeCall &
Simmons, 1978). #7 51 T3 A 21 4= B T s — 44t
BN BRIRES, T 2 AE 55 BIVJE X 20 55 00 A B
VI % 3] 35 W7 19 B B A% & (Ashforth & Mael, 1989;
Reichers, 1987), [A I, Van Maanen Fl Schein
(1979)45 1, 2158 5t T30tk &by E2H
), R T T 5 TR PR 20 8N £ €65 B
ZH 21PN B DL T RO A8 o DA IR B A 1 00, 4
AUt 2k B B T LUERAR Dy, B B L TSl
FFA LU & F A kR At 2 ), DU AbAT]
REIEH S T OMBHATE S . Wik, M1
TR JEE 1 A1 ) A Hh A6 Bl Ay A8 T B3 A 2 2L A R A
LN R RNl oy 33

B4, HT M RE R, B 50 TR 7
et B b & R A Il R AT S AR, BRI
R EIE AN, AR R EATT NS A Z EIW
HEl, AEINERIE T R E A AR M E
i3 2 (Stets & Burke, 2000), Mith2xAFEE 54
NG 53 B A N B B bR B R I 28 T AR
(Korte, 2007; Stets & Burke, 2000), LAfE%F2H 14t
AL BRI AR, BoR T =M EZEMIEETE
3fj(Fisher, 1986; Ashforth et al., 2007): Z121%1 24k
Wl LN AT SRR A S A B T 3 At
oAt . o, BIBIEE SAIL T A 40N TR
8T L TR LR P S5 AR I R B RS il ax 4k
TG BHEAL T AHR 19 £ €Al (Klein & Heuser, 2008;
Ashforth et al., 2007) iX $£ 75 SR 42 T 42U
38 S AT R . M . A AL R R T
(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979; Cooper-Thomas &
Anderson, 2006), X %6 PN 2544 BT B 4 20 H ER
%, W= A T2 Hi Tl T A& e X
P2, WA RIBMW MTE 2 55, afER
FEIT R AREH . #E KRN E(Klein &
Heuser, 2008; Ashforth et al., 2007), MiA[FEFEE A
BERE, XL EFHAT R TH 5 L H 8,
B ARBOA [FIARHE, & I 564 I SR B A [R]
ZMINENE AL (Turner et al., 1987; Stets & Burke,
2000).

A LA B i FNE 30T LLUBSS H, %
SRR — AT Tk JR ST A A R ATk 25 A )
FINAE R . B TR A B B —A A S, A
N, AT AR R R B i 2 U 23 (bR
FEA N A IAFIME S . B, A8t SfbERN R
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TIANAIH, MHEBRAT AMASETE, PRI
SRR B IA AR T

()AL 2K

BARAL ST A LU R, (HZ
Togelnl, HAARMSAEIN EEG P (Chao et
al., 1994; Haueter et al., 2003), #R1i, BIffiZ7E4H
AN, FoiE WA R Y2 R L JE1T (Ostroff
& Kozlowski, 1992), Xt 2R AT 4 24tk 21k
B2 R BEAT A, DUE 3 ) H 45 #4 4 FE (Haueter
et al., 2003),

LRVHE IR, BT 5 T A AR —
JE 40 S R FESE AR B BB . T AR A s
A A [R) B3 v 2 A L DX 3 8 7R S S TR R
K UL 20 A 2 AT SR AE PSR R B 2 AT o
—Ji T, AN PR A G, Wk
EOWMANWEBIXR, X —RZT AN %M
R E BB EUR] 5 X %5 (Stets & Burke, 2000;
Thoits & Virshup, 1997). ZHZ1H 1) B — B4k
5 21 2 45 4 v BRASE T S SCAH . IR AT Sk SR &R
(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979), K b3k 4 435K
B AAAE, MRS E S A AMEER, W, T
BAGTER LRIAGHIELR, REAOTES
BEEMOANAEES . Tk, A2UEm &R A
JC X 1) A E 2H B B O & M (Stryker, 1980). 73
— 51, RIEMSINFEE, AP ELES
FhE SRR, AR FAH L5809 1 X TAE
FIBN, X2 A2 18] B TAEAR . SE 0 . T AR A,
WAL FE S A AR R ABR R A, 2 A Z
)22 bR 5 2K (Korte, 2007; Moreland et al., 2001),
X LB B ARV B IR BB R AR 5 X
55, (B 2T BRI E RN S A AR, DAH I M
BERIL B (Stets & Burke, 2000), 1, @i Hg A
M FAS Al X A T A A Al B T A S . R
Al A AR R G B0 T A&tk
AP A2 IR

(HH LA A0 B 5

T 2H 2L 2 b B B 301 X 32 ST IATT 5
BT EE, ERRE T A B X 2 4
SACHEATA RO B, LA R al ) 5 (% 2 7R B 5
RIARH), MR RUE, $E AL —ZlkR G R
Tt o b B FFIR, H i LI X — 37 Y
TAELE TG P35 (Ashforth et al., 2007), 451 T H
AR, XTI R, WMt ibd B4

P (Van Maanen & Schein, 1979; Fisher, 1986; Chao
et al., 1994). Hi T (kR FRE 2 A R 192 SOk
TRy 5 g, I B [ E 1k TR A2
(Stets & Burke, 2000), FH 5 H, HEUE— BN
R, HEHSEER THBENHEAE DA
Hfﬁ}#éi(Van Maanen & Schein, 1979; Chao et al.,
1994), Wik si b, SR —ED T
AR A PE P A MR R, Rk FE b 51 T
AW S AV B A Rk, IR SO T E 1)
AL 5 B bR, Mg — Atk SRR
(SEIFER PN
2.2 HAHMSUEE XK

T DL B A 2 2 Al DU A SR Y S E R
Wit, HAML SRS ELE A W . FRATT AT AR
o SCHEATIE W Al R, B, g8 22 it
THE AR S R IE B O R AL
A A A B B AR, 2 R A A B SR
N A A Ea A N A IS M N E B = o
PEAT h Z B M FE 2 BB A, JFTE B BT
S5

[FEE, DL RISt AR B T oA A 36 X 241 21
AL MR ) o A5 BN R e, FRATTAT LA
KK, HEUE AR A BT — 8 A T AR
AR A Sk AR, B, BT DR S e AR N Y £
IR AL 2N, X B C7EH LM G A LU
TR A RS AT E SRR R

3 HAAHIUBEMEHREENAR

VA EXT SR A S AR B e, 478
FHATHE— LA R B 9 S At PR 22
R S AEE AN 7 . BEARA S S i —
AN R SRR, IR AHT 5 TR U LR
ARG AATTTE AR L 1 2 2L A (R A
[l Ak 2N ] B & AR BE o [, o T A ik
AL 22N A AS TR B AR &, AL, 20
UL S A R B R — A 3 PR AT
o AT R X S S AR B A 4 S5 R N 2 A
Wik,

30 HARSUBERNEMYEE

W bR H A )2 R BT Al LS
LT A AR A 2 A R R B A X
AP ANFEE S, B T A A2 R RE 2 4k
LR, R4 ZH AU 2 AR A IV R I 3 X 73Ry



55 5 1 Je MR AR BIE LA T R TS S bR s LRSS 4T 629

BT 0L AR SN A it SRR R, BRI
Fhastb, AR E B T AE NN BER L4
fEREEE, BORFAAE S 2ERE .

AR R TET A £ A R RN TR A
T HABE, (ARAATERS XS, Bk
&, A7 8 56 F I i DA TR B 28 [ B 2
PR 51 AR, (R K A £ DA R IR AS BE IR X 43
BEURAYHRAE (Thoits & Virshup, 1997), &1, XF&f3%
LN TR g Lo PERE MR BT 2L 52, (R B R G e vh
T3 1 Al ] B 43 9 RS A 8, RS BE R X 431 5
BERRAAE . [IRE, A SRR i 2kt Bl 0 8 7
fA AT, H X SE AL U AN BB ] T X 43
4 {0,(Thoits & Virshup, 1997), 1, P HE ATy
B2 0 SRR R W OB SRR R AR, R R %
P2 GO T PR H A e T e S gy, AR IH
Je— 2R . R, XA R A2 e A A
LA AL 22 AR PSR TR 14k 23 A i 72

SR, AR At SRR A AL S A R 2 A0 B
ST, TR AE ) — k2 Akl A o ERE 5 e A A
A, —Jrm, BT AOERHRES RSN
Uk, R, F— O B A R AL S A
AT, DRI A AR AIE b A B 45 D A G i A T v
5L AR A NS T AT, Rt
7 20 ST [ A B R W . ) — T
R NS AR R E i Ry b N R e RS B
£ ERHIE AL ) BREORRRAE, an, ERIBR, T
JBAERL A bR 0 CAERR R T R B b, B AL T
P BA B 7% ) 3 5 0 v RO . PRIt A
] AT B0 32 A 5 A 23 S5 A0 i AR 2 A TR I 2, T
ARSI DI N N s RN R b RENIN A
XA 2R Bt 2 Ak L R A2 T R T 4l 204
oAb, SR [ — A AR WA R R4 B AR AH R
INFHRE, FRATTAREE I8 40 2t 2 AR 3 A W A
HEPE AN Z
32 HLAHSKEEMASR

H AR A TR R I A, BT 01 T A okt
Sk PN 25 10 S 2 GORT A AT A 7 2 2R 5 A
@, DS R Z MR . h A A
X € SO B AR R AT AR P (Stets &
Burke, 2000), [Ft, il A CRE5IE &4 B3 M 6
EBPORT SRR =R ol A R R IN G N DR
(Stryker, 1980), A, 1ZE L6 B, FeAT7 Xt
HAhMEMEX WA TR, A 5MA600

B, B, BT AOAGHE LIS, fAfAFRT
N4 FE 5 e M AR E ) U5 X (MceCall &
Simmons, 1978). a0, E3ERA AR T HE3E
ARG LA, BT AT 5 % T A
Hah i NG B A REIE ARz M 6, AHN M,
— ™ TERE A (e A [ 7 [ B Bl A X i A
S, DRz A S e AN E A
4 J5 T 19 ] 45 (Thoits & Virshup, 1997; Brewer,
2001), W, fAEKHE, $EAE. EAE. HLE. B
SR A N A B BAR N R SR A AT i S IR AS
[F) T A — 2 M RR I, (B KR4 N A FE 5 1 1R
00 B g, th S R AR i 2o 2L X A (e idk
T X, Rk, s (o vk g T 1% M A )
FRI A P 45 (Stets, 2006; Burke & Tully, 1977).

FHEL b, WAL SUNENRRBTET
B T ACINFEI R AESE A . a0, X80 T2 4R
v 55 B R DB S B LAERY e, R TR
TR T 58 B AR A W 5 AT 1T A 2 B A 1 A
A [A](Van Maanen & Schein, 1979; Chao et al.,
1994); Xt 51 1T L 2L a5/ FECR K DL e,
WORT BB TR S A8 5 9 0 Al
(Chao et al., 1994; Klein & Heuser, 2008), i X #r
BUL T fR A TAEM A e, B TR 1S
[F] = F 2l 3000 B AR 9k [F] 9 45 (Klein & Heuser,
2008) ik £k 55 2 2PN A Lo AH X I A AR €6 DA R AR
TH R TG SRR B A A At A R B
M2

F— 7, M4t AR B B E, B
TR AR A 2 A P 5 AL AT T A AR AR 1 i
ST 3L R0 A 0 2 A B 4 (Hogg, 2006) . A ]
TRIE T BB A AT A AINE, #aikFsk
TEF RN B AL W 3 i, ax s dbp: HAE e
A 5L A 4L 2 (Stets & Burke, 2000). HEARITE i
B MRHAR A, M, 7520 AR
B [F FRIE SR R, XL RREARE AR 4
VLK NATTB T A R 1) 200 BN 5 (Brewer, 2001 ),
w, LFEDGEBEL . MEW . 207, BESE, F
BF, O TS IR AR VS, X s IR N i 2
XA F I BB, LUSERE A 5 e Iy P sk Se {4
AR B TR ME & AT 75 W ) € X (Hogg & Terry,
2000), PRI, ok SRSt b BT 2R AR TA TR 1
FEANE.

XEEHE AN R N 25t RE AE L LAt s fb N 45
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BIBFFE R B ER s . A0, X6 T T @A LU
FIHE, R THSUR BT AL R IR . KRR
b B A% 52 55 J5 T B BE AR 2L (Chao et al., 1994);
XEBE BT TR 2L BAA R Gihie, W T4
Ml A PR SR A {EUE S5 T AL [] P 8 (Bauer et
al., 1998); XiH7 b1 T IR H LU mr i ihie, R
TAN kR E bR Rm B (i A B AE R AR SR [
[f](Chao et al., 1994); LI K& X3 61 T 20120 41 B
TR, BT AP b1 S [ i A= 16 B2 A
F(Chao et al., 1994; Klein & Heuser, 2008), X4t
20 N B B R AL A RE SN R R B TR B T4
SR SRR A BRI S 2 B BN 2R

4 INERAREE

A 3 A N A S R AL 2 A R B, Xt
HAH SR ST T M AR E, AR TAH
LUt S AT, RIS SR — A F 5 T
YL PN R SR AR L 1 A € A TR A 23 A ) Y
o TEICEAL B, A SCHE— PR T A S 24k
FERE SRR, B, M st SR &1k
FREE, JEU e 9 4 B AR DA R R e o Y P A A ko
SR F U, A OB AGA R RIS AR 44Uk AR
BRIG FLAl, R AN T 9% U 5% o AR A 0 B IS B
Bo ULAh, SEFIS TS B e o R
8, Rk MR kSR T Be LAk . L
T4 I A SCHE BEE A 598 T T A TE K
PR S AR AH AT B I R

MERS B, IE5IF iR, B Ta gt
SALBE I B = RS PSSR, S B I A
M AR, fof AT AR M R A B 20 2k 25 Ak 1
AT, A SCE 1 2 RS AR S DA B
W, EER BRI AL T — AWM E S IEAb,
H M Fisher(1986)4% H A 214t 24k J& — A2 2 5
PR, R 12238 A U — BT Rt
Sxfbt 2], DA 2 B KR BT B Tk i R
JEWAE R AR SCLIA R BEE O RE A, 145 T X s
BEl), B, Ao fbag ) S0 BRI TR R T
AH I 9 A £0 A R R AL S A R A R, AH R b, 35X
SESRAS T SR R 44U G R A AR A ]
kb 2k E, Bk, AR E ST A8 R TR A 4l
UM ORI W6 S T A A . X —Fie
ST T R AT LA S AL A A INR,
e ol TR U B IT .
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W1 7N R BV A Ry 2t 53 SR e FE Al 138 4,
IR ATE S 58 25 0 A R B — 20 g R 2
Ut S i B AL . FEE, ARSI Z L
N2 B e h [/ A% i & SR BLE, LN TR 5
A 2 AT B BE AR AT 9 6 R (Thoits &
Virshup, 1997). BESRZHZE 20 A T F ot — ANk
[ N7 & R 0 shid B2, R4 A R BRI (5 AT LA
— iR H SRt R R JRBLE, an, Al
HE 1 A F 56 IE 1 72 (Self-verification process)
AR T, AN E o A 9 REAN A 8 B AR
A7 @A R AT % B2 (Stets & Burke, 2005; Stets
& Burke, 2000); #H2xIA[R BLIE o M f ARG 7
(Depersonalization process)iJ it T, A& dnfaf4t
S B B3R 28 E A Sk W Y A T R
(Hogg, 2006; Turner et al., 1987). i@tk [EFEE,
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A R0 H B W R o il R A AT G
X H 5 LAY (Chao et al., 1994; Haueter et al.,
2003; XA, EWIE, BICE, 2007). SR, A
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ISRV R oA B W 1 4 A RS NS B S 2= A |
RIBIAS KR RE, Xk 75 246 SEUE R 5 ok FH YL
AR T, R 2RSSR R,
Wk 18 K #E A (Latent Growth Modeling) 43 # %
(Bollen & Curran, 2006). Ftt, ASCHTHE AW
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The Definition, Dimensionality and Content of Newcomer’s Organizational
Socialization: A Perspective from Identity Theory

YAN Ming'; TU Hong-Wei®; LI Ji'
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Abstract: The research on newcomer’s organizational socialization (OS) has been criticized for lacking a
fundamental theoretical basis, thereby imitating the method of how to measure OS effect. Role Identity
Theory and Social Identity Theory can provide OS research a substantial theoretical basis. Based on the
theoretical discussion on the boundaries of OS concept, the identity nature of OS was explored as a
newcomers' role identity and social identity development process. The identity theory also revealed two
dimensions of OS effect. The content of each dimension was further discussed. Future efforts are expected
to develop new OS scale and conceptual model on the basis of identity theory. The identity theory also
implies the advancement of research methodology in the future OS study.
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