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Abstract :

This study aims to explore the relationship between knowledge sharing,
organizational identity and job performance, and the mediating effect of organizational
identity.

In the era of knowledge economy, the business performance of enterprises depends
on talents and knowledge. Talents must increase their knowledge through continuous
learning. Organizational learning is the driving force for organizational growth.
Knowledge sharing can make this motivation achieve the effect of multiplication. It is
the inner feeling of organizing employees ' convictions. Therefore, for enterprises,
because members have different expertise, backgrounds, and experience, it is obvious
that when members have organizational identity, they will be able to communicate and
exchange information, which will affect job performance.

This study adopted survey -method with questionnaire, which was targeted at
employees in work settings. A sample of 292 valid respondents was collected. Using
regression analysis, the results show that the more knowledge sharing of employees, the
higher the organizational identity; the higher the organizational identity, the higher the
work performance. There is a partial mediation effect of organizational identity on the
relationship between knowledge sharing and job performance. Finally, this study
suggests that companies should design their management practices, employee activities,
and software and hardware environments at all levels, creating opportunities to facilitate

employee interaction.
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(- )A€ 32 223 (Social Identification Theory)

At g inl 2o 323 H d Tajfel (1982)% Tajfel & Turner (1985)#% 1 » H pLgk 8
BAERIp- L2 B dofi g ~ 8~ 2 it B R FEp e fris A
¥ 4 4p R 2 B8 o Tajfel & Turner (1985) 35 4 7 3 fo o p B2 7 &
W FlerBAgHRY BB LR REREFEFLI 2 8 o AP E Y TR
2B LERABERTED Y - BHAEEML BUMRFR c BA 0k
BE - §hed g 2 FRBA - P B f e 2 e Bk
AR S B R G op A% 2 348 (Cle'ment, Noels, & Doeneault , 2001) »
Dutton et al. (1994) %7 4§ Bt BlES AL RF 27 > B4 ¢ 45 45
BB - PSPz @B G M pfR2 TR M R BT
Jl4 ¢ 7 5 (prosocial behavior)} #rHl et » T F BRI S - HH2Z 2k R # 2

RS SR IR RS 2 EAR T S SR
(= )AL ¢é £ #1235 (Social Support Theory)

Al X I thd Cobb(1976) =4 dl » H BBiE GAL € 2 L iF e € ok
RN N S Y CHERBEAET f 2 BT e TR Rt 2 R T R

rgé’lrﬂ_lh‘s;“g7 F A NE O | ¥ e 7)%4 ,.4@;&&’1"7'_&‘?\7@5 A3k

P

Y2 B herak € s g o A4 3 B 22 RAR o

Cobb(1976)#-4+ ¢ 2. £ $# 4 = Z (a)fi k2 % 4 (emotional support) ; (b) A

B 2. & 4% (esteem support) ; (C)i-¢ 422 L 3% (network support) % = f& = ;¢ >
HRAAAE L FE B ARSI frp A M2 TR » PRABW AIET
RBABRILFLG% o2 BRE{rH 22l RIRE 2 2 5 B - Fl2t o Ak g
{ﬁﬁ'9°aﬁwmﬁﬁbww%@i%yM%Awagaﬁﬁﬁ&

P
prs
(\
*"1“\

gpREL L, (PEAF) SIFBATA BT A LT B2 gy
(ﬁé%%iﬁﬁ

ﬁgi%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%AﬁLﬁh%ﬁ#iﬁﬂi?ﬁﬁﬁi’uﬁ£@&7
ARE RIS RAES Aok fr- BA S BELE A AHAML AFE R
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B2 M D S BM I T A B A Rk 2 e B4 E
CRE L RS E L PR SRR SR EE S G

= 2E‘i‘%\- F?’E!'m%—k

FERRIEHLT > eHRP R HE R - B AL BREE LTS
S E KRR 2R 0 2 imeﬁbﬁﬂfm {Feh4 2. 7 > Golden-Biddle &
Rao (1997) g:\};‘%" ‘_E-]—“‘%‘; P‘QPE'}E’\%] :’I’\"-1 ¥ B -J»\. P‘Q}F'}i» ~ aﬂ:%éﬂl"z:\}ﬂ?'},i\: p"i tE] %L(FI\L

}'E;_E f[}%i:’f\’ [}
(=) p Ak R

Maslow (1954)#% d12. % Fk 2 Phk TR FELA S E 4122 7 v %
RN - N ZZRfrp AFR2ZFRI G H ALE
Brrm) BE2 F R (RAEE~pE)p A2 FR (FRBALA2ZIER)

% B A 2GR

(=) #FRRP R

ﬁr

BB AAg o BB AARARY E LRRL EAeY R WLk o
LARE A T L RN EER L R R VORI L A
X

;fé‘?i—sf" /T}T“’\'TF?

A A

s &
7

e E LR R AR WL E S L Aol LR 6 A
Hed A NERR LA  #Ep e 2 BARFLEF R B8 (MER -~ ¥
%%’wm’&%wk@éﬁﬁq%mwﬂﬁEl%‘i%@ﬁi’f&

Ak}

Miller et al. (2000)z% 5 & 7 5 2 ehiesgule b 22 A 1 ;I*ﬂ TRERZEAT

SR N R L -

T~ ERRFR LG

FHRAPM P EEHNEERPR PP L2 R 25 e FF S A B
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2% % ~ % 4% Patchen (1970)# 2 £ i£(1984) % 2 & » A2 40T
Patchen(1970)7% 5 ‘e ile g T2 f d1 2 3% (Fib o4 - A4 I e Mol B &

d = B G 7A) = 0 & B

1.4p itk (similarity) @ 3%+ f B A 2 B frlemz 4pF » A fcd @ 2 & f o
£ X ApiTenp R S5k o
= f 2 & 4~ (membership) : 3%+ B fra s B § FL DR > ki 2L 2 B

BB - R TP RFER PR AL FRE LD B
N

3.4 g5 (loyalty) * degh2 & FAp3 L4 » St enl B8 R 0 T e sk
TEFORPAREZ ﬁﬂ’ygﬁi*wm‘%l Fap iR Tk k2 fE
BLfenad o
FOREE(1984)- F AR & R MO BeGiF R AT RD T e

Bl it g A g Pk s deT

1.7 < 4 (cohesion) : = {37 sk b2 Ak~ fr T2 Mo T4
G- s ‘fr\.‘é.ﬂ_f“‘i £mHi— T ERAE ,E'_%:L = e pr oo

2.:¢ % R (involvement) @ = B PF§ 522 ZRRCREENES SRS L gh g T4
B2 0 Tp RGN ERPIFNER 2 & ¢ o

& (loyalty) @ < R kgt lm@hamasl > p e nifrasiz P4 F
Bpugd o X EER S BRGP IR B TRk
e (alienation) * & fl p ° FRE M EAG P n A2 MR ook o gRdgah

li%iﬁ%}%\’ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁki\::&\B#Fvi’}v/\'{\Z]];F]b’(l’}:"y&{/%:\ °

BALEEZ A hBp 2@ s Mmp AR L B (DR FZG %
(FREMEOERE2:8%): (2 7 hz o w(HEHHEE 237F); Q)L w
v (B R enBE k2 32 §2) > Van Dick, Wagner, & Gautam (2002)* #{ 4c {7
B2 B G e SEPR BRI BB R0k 25U B (ethnic identity) 0 & dp 2 R St
M2 RiETIERL 75 &M (Christ, Van Dick, Wagner, & Stellmacher,
2003) » Christ et al. (2003)jt e iuk g & & & & 5 1 1F5nk g~ BH Rk B &
g R(e ﬁ*«)FMPE};g, » Gautam et al. (2004)# * 3n4r~ (75 ~ R H 2R e B A 6

113117 e ﬁ%\(FIQFE'),E\‘: .ﬁ"ﬁﬂ? °
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AN EACY R

(-) msnk g LR 1k a2 iR
Cheney (1983)in7 2 miizul B B L A p e frib § 5 F 7Y 2 Fl 5 p kg
2 - BREAR z‘:""l“"#ﬂ BE1d#p LAR05 {.3__,?1%\'«1— [ R /R St E_%«L 2
B bl Em E#U@%iﬂé%
2000) > ¥ B 1 ¥ & FRFRE 6T E e ERBGE
(Ellemers, De Gilder, & Haslam, 2004) -

72 v % ¢ (Miller et al.,

IR
»‘5‘«\
_‘3‘3]'

Knippenberg & Van Schie (2000) & % it g AAL € 20l g 25 5¢ »
AR ARG r L B F R R 2 p AT AR B S BT AT
%% (Siddharth, Soumendu, 2005) » A ig MR T B < e 2 fFT iRk 2}
B MRl bz ek 20 {ep A

BIP & ¥ push B o 3 #(2008):% 5 ARk B T L e ek |2 p 2
%ﬁ%ﬁgﬂiﬁﬁga,gﬁgﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁwk’é—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@
P LR P Efed o RFRA - RALE T ngennp
A 2R EA2 BHap ko
(=) Eiink AL e SRR RER L & f me R

Mael & Ashforth (1992) o5 § st gk e B A L2 ek d » QIR A 320
2 PR < AR A 3 A ﬂs%%#%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁliéﬁ°@$mk@
LAPRPEFIR L LR CEP AL R« T RAR A e
g FATRIRIIL B - Koo A RETp 2
2B EE o 2 A 4 Ad2 sk o Mael & Ashforth (1992)#-i 4% 18 2
GESER B ECRE S SG Eaa ity Sk LU (R R
Raided 28 Rz g > o2 (B frRdEd 2 fas ngsuk g B AL

~

“1\\-

B (HE 0 s PAT4 0 2011) -

v

Pratt (1998):% 7 mial g A e £ | £ & L& 3

“—\

Fag ’fﬁllﬁ

Wiclewe gy FRAF T hipMadf > &- 7};@_’3‘;%’\ ARV R TE

Reade (2001):% 5 ‘e gitle g ic 59 f<p B 2 AL # (value-based) frit ¢ sl 2 2
#_ (SIT-based) = i = » ki - Pratt (1998) %k d #f E2 A A2 = w3 2 HILF
@ﬁﬂg@%&@@ﬁjéﬂﬁﬁﬁliéiiaﬂJ’ﬁfﬁﬁliﬁﬁi‘
F2 o pAhREZF RS PEREL ARG R NAHL BHEE L AR -
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i
N
i
.
¥
%F
.
fim

ERBE R k2 BT
PHRBE A1 BFui-fAIflrdizdly ER2ERFENAI NG
RIFd BoriEme msae g > Byt 2 BPAp3 2% > 255 - f8
&5z w32 2 K (Allport, 1937) » il g AR 1 2 p A EE{r e a2 R ELAp
2 #2 & 14 (Dutton, Dukerich, & Harquail, 1994) » A_75 4p B chle 2 B i & i i
TR seha | oenhf T2 47 34 (Albert, Ashforth, & Dutton,2000) » § J2 % 2 ff
BREe i1z ep- RPEF R EE T 44 IR B - B
TR T2 P iRfel @ (Riketta, 2005) -

FIP A 5ok o B2 2R W AN E B (organizational identification) 2. % & B Af
BN AiE - 5o e Mael & Ashforth (1992) z BELEF 0 + 7 8% —*Ff 2 B
F,ﬂvwmwk@mngwk 2= FEHIRA N A r R G = RS R

e LB 4B AT RS e A g Lk B By

L2 B ot hiE 1}&»4 W2 BRI LB LR B2 FT
TEE 2 AP BARPRITE RS ZERELI R - B amg 510 R
CFIRLAR R RTIREES - B PR NP B TR
Hu b AR iR L T2 F s FRERABF L o

dE L pA kF o ARk L BB ER 0 FE R A ERRRR 2
B 1 BRERFERAJIE 2 AT TR AEEF 2 KT A -

(Miller et al.,, 2000) > i 1 $>t @S iulr A2 & 2 § M1
2R erg e 3 (e o BRI FS AT ILG o B RE R T e~ 1 (TR
LR T Sofofflagz b

BAEL CERAY  BFRFR R LG AR BRI LR RT) -

/4

v . AN 2= ¥ KA . > 2 =
EIEFABER AR ERY 0 &8

A BRRFEAAMAE

LR urﬁﬁ?vlgkad’* B T HERUPRE LN FERBE- B
$i- B & 2w g (Edwards, 2005 ; Cardador & Pratt, 2006) ~ 33 Q‘F“ R Z E .?7%“«
222 {7 % (Van Dick et al., 2004, 2007) ~ $*+ (e g iulke B frio sk k2 2 5 e
- % &7 (Gautam et al., 2004 ; Riketta & Van Dick, 2005) 2 ‘e iiule g fo1 (72 fi
B g2 ez, B enid b (Van Dick et al., 2004 ; Abraham et al., 2007) -
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B £ &> Cardador & Pratt (2006).5L % {7 41 &2 ¢ 32 4p B 4 &5 %iﬂ%? kR
A2 B RS RA S ZRBAHE (M T ) K FAAHREERE
Plp o BRGRRP R Z o AR AP 2P A2 AT ILH o ok R
M2 pARImAWN KL P75 R B R E Bl it B (Ashforth &
Mael, 1989) - Dutton & Dukerich (1991)~ it #-p* 48 & fh e s | 2 p 2 a0k
ﬁﬁ%m%@%jﬁﬂw@ﬁ”“ﬁ#ﬁ FHF L p ARk PR FRE .
ghreek #‘w*‘v’"&.l’? ¢ 2 AR X FIALEIRRLIEH ~ p ARSI

42l

WAL frdk § 2 WH LT oL JHEZFFRLT 2B R Y ey

o]

|

wale g 2 4 %y @ (Van Dick et al,, 2004) - & P % @ 4v > p A 2 3L g frle g

—;W\AH’;'},Q\;i ’i‘ 3 \PI\AF\':'},E}fr E’&Jﬁ7 ;’“FE'}E‘\;‘T# &%%ﬁﬁjﬁi}iijﬁfﬁgﬁ'ﬁ"

2= & #W;WF@#@%‘\%ﬁéipfﬁﬁﬁ?JﬁﬂwﬂﬁﬁL
WERAAF > e i 2 BRI R vuﬁtﬁﬁﬁ B2 R 2T
RS ERE LR Ey T w—ﬁ’fjﬂﬁ SRR B
*henfT 5 (Van Dick etal., 2004) » 28 @ 2 2 (R FAL)4P T AR Ui~ 2

\?Y%ﬁ@WQX@’*”@uﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁiﬁékﬁﬁﬂﬁ’iﬁiﬁﬁﬁ
RV ERE R \,,%r& A EEIEREI AN gz o7 5 (Van Dick et al,
2007)

FHA FE AT LR DER > BHRLE R o RenAGEIIL S 3 - R
2 38 A 4o M4E AR 70 Gautam et al. (2004)ie @ S HIBA B G 2 m Y § ¢ B @
VU] M2 G R el S RS E S B2 - 2 82 - Riketta et al.
(2005) 41 * 2 f83K €A 17 2 B W HGL P B frie g2 KGR 1 (FehB M2 5 R
fobad i > B R HP S FHT L FEDBML RGEA A BN R f 2 Y
fri frind %2 jpRdes BB o

B MeERRFREfrL T R HmPET > BERRFLT I 2 0FE

2_m AR %?Eiﬁdéf,@p%‘ii &% (Van Dick et al.,, 2004) » 2™ 1 iF2_ %> & >

Cheney (1983) » 7 ‘53¢ # i & AR R ZEE e o (BRI TR 1 0F
zJ%imeﬁﬁﬁt1W%%%£§dL%pd%@ SRR ¥ v oz w i(iE

R P BT 2ZARRE A k2 3%a )& F 0 4p B i (2 (Efraty & Wolfe, 1988) -
Abraham et al. (2007) %7 % B LARIETIAAE L F EfoF Beang T 0 Kg v e
SR AL EwAzokk > H- HRD 1L Aok (SR FREL Y
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PR BEP IS HRL AT RE T R RPN I L BREF S - 7]
SEfRY I RALEFEFOLGHE  BRIRLIEFRAGFHE -
Btk B3 PHIR btiﬁ%%@i’ AT FAc R I OBIREEE > @
B S M & oEng > 4 A B 0 drh Ao o

=8 11ce%»

H\

\

R

N

Foed WA RN L2 ERI 0 P h R L R > 1 P2
F2 i3 2P R AR G P 1 (R ARG
22 o e (Austin & Villanova, 1992 ; Campbell, 1990) » T} G EHE W4
BHELER L T riikA 2 B BB Rg B2 E 0 T
BAH VAl P e L P FARABER - PRAEN-F
LB 2 REE e

(™

\
%
b

\_.
%
B

ﬂx‘{
‘?‘“‘

- S TR

@il s 32 fobt R (2008)F @1 T Fox g airy P L B A F L
CEEES IR Lo SIS SAE SN ERP RN | ol XN BN

P2 A RJer AR TAE B AL B ek B (Campbell, 1990) - B E B 4R R
70

QM@#%lﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂt§i§ﬁ~E%iﬁﬁip’duﬁgﬂiﬁﬁlﬁ@ﬁ

—»ﬁi&’npfg—éﬁlilf%#ﬁ‘;ﬁ:,ﬁﬁmﬂ ﬁ*ﬁ—_‘ —11 % ’Ijéfljl‘ "%L,
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GERBMHERTRAE BHEFHTAIREPHLEFTL . TR
31 iR e
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3 2-3 112 T &K
% % IEE

Campbell 1990 | f1 APz 24 Rfra XRFARL B AL TS %
Z IR o
BN EHE BB RS OES o 1 B e
PRt %iﬁiﬂ 'MP o * 1245 Campbell 2. 3 4 » #-
1 v »h 5=

Borman & 1993 (1) iz 7% 4 »=(task performance) * 45 B 4 = = = @ 1 3

Motowidlo é:}ﬁ lizg»m,l FRAE -

pR 11
g—‘;’i‘i'\‘/;m;%\'ﬁbﬁ_%\’ ;Fum’} l__ éé%\;ﬂa ’ l):E_’LJ}:‘FTf‘
Pytedorn v { BREE -

& i 7?2-‘** AR E T o A A HETR 1 A Ren
Motowidlo& 3™ o lﬁ%i’vﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘zuﬁmaﬁ@&%$lﬁi
Scotter i a%\;mrgjﬂ FERIARR LS > P AT N fF A

AR 2 & Ko

=

ok g 2004 | 3 (v F it & i (e AL ALK o

AR~ 2 2008
o =ik 1fed 2 FAABMATE RN ER IS T -

HpB 3R 2010 | A1 B R BB P > 22 B8 el (7 AR -

FHRR FLFLER
e A - ﬁiff_r}: ¥ %

£ (1996) Tk 2o 1 (R »afd» 0 M0 (F2 Foans 35 FlE - & w3
o™
1z 735 »c (task performance) @ 1 Fent $ w2 Jfer <
TR RN R TR R BYGRR o WS AR B E R TR A
H RS PR AR AR R 2R S RIS TR -

2

FEAREBE L s om B R ek

>

Ed

‘“‘Ar

2.7% % 5 »x (context performance) : 1 iFeA 3%
ﬁ?%ﬁ%iﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁ§°é“'%ﬁﬁ% B2 Ed i

R N R R R N B SR N N o oF ]

FRETE R 2 N edg i T SRR A RS i TR L A
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it - AR B TR AR TR AL MG 2 dpik 0 ¢ F ke
%~4'4%@&23 BiAR 2= R (RRacs £ 5 2007)
() ki re o% b 4 o

- REE Y RPEETL 2 TR gL F A X 5 AR T Y R RN e
& % ik 4 s (Task Performance) v 7% % % »x(Context Performance » £ 4g =
1996 ; M%7z > 2006 ; » & E A - 2008) 0 EirHE R AR I e .?ﬂdf* s E 2
Pl ey B RA WRTPL 5 MBS ep L Bt empihdd2 B4
Fa dw  RIPpREFFH LT -BEILPR-AFFRT 2 HBGE
A fep re R P RE D F 2 55 (M2 0 2006) o
(E)BATERE T IEFL ~ BARFF

1L B 1" % A1 AR HWEENE 2 HREL TS KTG R 2

2.2 FFF & F PERERD AR HERS S LT A R R

AAFALER R LFE G AR ER e kR ke b
3

\t

TLAERBAZAE ) ?Jt?,r‘xi&%:sgf* PRy > FARA B BAEE R &

T 3RO EEFTS > A~ 32 T o

F

JBABFT ATEFAHZHE~FPE-EFRE-FEHEHRSE >
BRELABI AT AR S M R R e L
PR i e RL(ZF 5% 4 5 2006) o

Barrick & Mount (1991) 3n.5 § * 2 = 24 8wl g f 1 2 1 (T

A E] G 3 TERTRy ok BB A T AL 4 o

Hunter & Hunter (1984):% 5% FER B 1 S oxde i sx SERIF]+ 5 F 1w 4 o i
.+

SRR o HotAxds o g (2008)F7 § H b A B e P 1 frdon s R
21 feensepge R £(2008)45 2 B 1 EF ALY Efm L 2

fedfrc s B BRI > B DAk > 5 % 2 (1999) 4 43 A A 4 F R P A
B B 1o 1 TARRE 0 5 E 22002 HAT T EIR > gl i

2 BT o N 2 3 iFehE el (TR G L APM B o @ P ST RIAIRT

w

iLZ2_TF o A rZ_ a1 iF mﬁvt&’f\?" iT 3:, #EF&@ E T ?%—;ﬁi}i'f‘?—] 3

F P E
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Pm@7ﬁ# ﬁa@ﬁ‘QMMin%ﬁ’lﬁﬁi&ﬁ$i’lﬁﬁﬁ
B HsE B HRR (2010) A7 dn RSAFRR TR A HY 1 R ki G AR

KTRAEHL FH»s PAEZEL -
FEIM 1 iFE e WHEABANS 2 AR 2 ReMTER 14T 0%
Al 1 (B 3 ey pifsd s o o~ L 5 e
ﬁJ{%glﬁﬁﬁiiﬁﬂ%’*Piﬁ%%ﬁﬁiiﬁﬁmkﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁﬁ
A

2 fo §WFL T

o

A

Yr & A ERAR
— ~ In\;ﬁ%&zggw\)kémﬁ.@

RP A R E A A S e SR F R 2 I MR 0 X
M5 (2006) s § R B SGRE E F T SR R ¢ chl 3 o e
LFRARPINR 1 e S igps fa el R 2 8 I L3045
TEREER J1FFA LRI A R L s R e A IR L2 2
NREFREAWTT 0 22006 F 2 E R 4 52 fid A ¥ 1000 < 4 oE e
MBLz Pt A Ffrl APRBFE Z LB
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ﬁﬁﬁi%@’ﬁfﬁ%PUﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘&?gﬂmﬁ b2 RS R 12

BALAHETPE LG 20 FHP L KE oz oS AL f

G2RE L AR 1 R KRS R L el 3 AL L
FOUORE L BB RER oS T 2 LA -

Patchen (1970)% Cheney (1983) & s e Biiule g fad 4p v ~ & f g & & 3
BRZfR %I a0 g oSGk RE®E > AIVREIELFRL - &a &40
F@ﬁw&ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ’@ﬁﬁﬂT@JO
g PR AR RS T i3 R 2 DR Bis R AR R
ERZRPRE P R ERL LPARR 0 NS R R e A R

N

<

ﬂ,

2 RBARR o FIP AP P RRG TR A R fre Mite B 2 B3 Apdeg L oe oh

k!

R o
R

Hl: foms 3 a8k R 2 MF2 0w B

N
4
o

21



=~ 29%\ L B AT (T2 B _?3

Katz & Kahn (1978)#& 1 chk & {75 2. 38% » ¥ 7 #-4»cd| A & 5 & ¢ ) (7 5

Ao ek R 2

na

(In-role Behavior){= 4 ¢ ¢ {7 % (Extra-role Behavior) 3&
el SN *FT A2 P TR T3 BRE YR 30 75 fea (FD
T RERPBREFH TR o 47 HFLVRIF- AR pd w2 FhEL
B B gizdpy s o A 2 7 5 (Organizational Citizenship Behaviors) » & 4 ¢

s— v

¥ I 2 {7 % (Prosocial Behaviors) e

Cameron (1985)4% ) 4 ds @ B Y & PR » B HiE P LG - ¥ 1

FEenf A 2R 4 P —*Ff QLI L R R ‘Ffiii*{/.—_ﬁir’ﬁ,_f%‘iﬁ%ii p s

|

R PR ieth- KA S 8- o 2 Bt BT 2R R AR
ol AR EA 4 16 SreE o IR (2002) A fllasT g ¢ F I B
F@ﬁéﬁ&ﬁi%ﬁ?ﬁﬁgimﬁiﬁ%%ﬁ°

FIA F (2004)3 gk B e e figocam g § ¢ 0 B R AR e
e F M eEc HFLAT O FERESS [ A2 B ERRE S L -
MR L #es fHadamrkp o Fai 0183182 F EFnalf ~ 2%
23k B el fed e i BB 7 o FRES LR B Tt AR 2 iE
G T e g g A rph Edag > SR p A ek g T ﬁ%_ ,
Bl I’;J_T’rrf.;.’g."‘rJ g,ﬁfi 0

\T:t

_‘_]>—

5 (2010) & #P A RE AT H % tHm A EEE 1 v PRk R
.1w¢“fﬂf Wg hip B2 A RGBSk g8 i
ZBEF Lo MBI, P HRE A E S BRI E R 2 T P B (T B

L

=N
9

PETRET RS SRR U3 BT PP S A LYY

d P FR o BB RN RARERE c AE R HE L TRMK 4
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=
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R(pR w2 0 2007 ; » 2008) » AL %
Gl ERenA N H o XA lii{e # s (Foss, et al., 2009) 0 B 1 AriiAe ® A (e
FOURGER 1 0 » i fpd RERSF IR E R HETP L TR R
(Robbisn, 1998 ; % % 3 > 2000) » &5 ¥ 4G ¢ waspld ~ wBL F U E
Je® o Hvicd B AE T ARG AT B AL T odhdg R (Mikkelsen &
Gronhaug, 1999 ; Mikkelsen, Ogaard, & Lovrich, 2000) -

A

LT W N1 WA A S

g vl LpM -

RS

3L B 4R R(2010)4 3M 2 PF7 § 4n > e A J e (T sken®] 3 ¢ 2
PTAL f;::;‘«fr;;%‘r”ﬁ PIARenT o BTN > oA 2 (FL F A AR 0 1 F2 B
CA AR - F ¥ E(2008) a7 r—g PR R Pl IR R
RS EFRREE I PEEORA T A R e R
TH ¥ mEEo A PP £ Nelson & Cooproder (1996)

=

a1
ML AR g B AN

w WE AT AR 0 B A2 BT EE A NP ik
#omB1hAasPddiREl Fmra B AR 7 »%4 R Hoof &
Weenen (2004) 7 3 & 1 R 1 4ok i p Loidieg 2 & F @A 38 4 0 QA

FUA D (A2 0T

ﬂ‘éﬁffr’% 3=k 2010) -

)‘\\

oo 3 fon (F @G B FARM (F 3 > 2005 ;
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