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—. 5l

1= )2 B A1 BA (top management team, TMT, T FR i1 5 A BA ) 455 1l 2 2 5] (140 % W 7 1] 52 1)
NCIELY £y O /NI GEr L s i i b A DAL L = e v N i 7oee sy e N ZA TN DI o
B AR AL AN CCEOSF M AN N, U2 AT T T 8505 19 v A AT BAARRAIE ) — e oz e
(HambrickFlMason, 1984 ) i HIS X T4 Fl WA 7oA 0 i KA 7 in 22 B8 im AR B e A i
PR A HE T v A8 AT AT Ay S ZH 252 e (A5 e 5 AT A O Ay s A B i AN
R 13550 (FinkelsteinZE , 2008 ) .

SR, o A BRI LA 11 23 58 e S A A8 N A BT T O BRARAIE S
FHB T8 TR AR, H) PR T R B i DA R K B DR SR B 2% M A R B« N 1 27 e 2
B AT 422 PR (Priem ™, 1999 V& B MISE S T2, 2011) B W T2, R B I BABIF 58— )y
T 568 8 HG 55 3 T AR A BN, 55— TN AN AN T FH 2 ) T AR AT A e fif e e 5 AT
Y #s B #A: 2016-12-01
ESWE: L4 FALHFHRIA A (2016BGLO14) ; P = ZH A A AA#F L 5-9F £ T #2530 A (222201323008)
TEEBMN: 22 % (1974—), B, £ AR T X F W FRHIT, FRFH L,

FRHFE980—), F, AR I RFHFRMIF, TRFEEGRIRNES),
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BB AE R LT R 27 N 2 A0 (1% P A B b 235 44 T B9 SIEUE RIS, To— 51 91 M 1k
M 1 A BA G R R i R LA B v 5 1A A B PR S A D B e M ML o 4 i << il R R A
Z i, B BN R K By g 2E R R I BA 5 35 s B A A B Y DG BT 7E (CarmelisE, 2011) o 2R
AN G R AT BA BTy 7 1) 1 B 2 5% i 4 T A 1 B L5 R AT, TR 2 v 5 T BA e o ki A
AR PR ) 25 R REAE B AR 2t IS Y BR AR ) (Priem 45, 1999 5 VE & % FISR 5 5,
2011),

I, AR SCHR R TR A BA RS v A v A AT A AT BRI K AT BAKA) i 1T BA 5 LA B 14T A
ARG — B X A A ) iR 2 v — T v A AT AR SR 25 AR A Sy A% St 52 T A A
A RRECE FRAE R, 5y — I, EAVE R B BN Bl e R A SR sz 1 A A A A e ) M T
AWAEALZ H (Forsyth, 2013 ; Mathieu&s , 2008 ) o (HZEIR A 1 B2 A T fff = i H B2 AE 44
HEECIE Y =4 A IS, D05 2R B A B G R i —<ople SR S i A BA Bl 2 B T i — e
IR FATTRE E A i A S HEA T T SCERIRER , & B RE A7 K SR 5 (1) < G X A7
TE T LA AL S B0 7 X, PR AR SR A5 T 4 1 T AR L 3

AR SC IR 2 X Y AR R (1) v A A BT 9 0 — Uk R Ge P i L A 2 e A B g 2
(group dynamics )Z A7 E /R el (Kurt Lewin ) A5 8, A B “BEAR AR 5 BOAZ O Fne4i T
J17K T fA 1 S ftH 5 1 e 45 1A BA A A B L AR 52 1 (Forsyth, 2013 ) o HUAT R A SHLif 1T BA
Bl 7 DL R PR R, A R R S B2 1T A B T v A AT BA R 4 ) SR LS Bl (Peterson,
2003; E & =R TT T, 2011) /T, 2BERZETE IR A BB AR B 5 4 PRBE , A5 AT T3 i
Tp A K 800 T 28 B Al 43 ) 3 A AT BN v 7 AT A 9 EL AT AR 5 3 JOR o 2 ) R S R
(QuigleyfHambrick, 2015 ) . =145 A BA ) T W53 15 TE48 7R A Ml SR 32— <2 0[] 51 ) F UL
il , A A PR A R ) THOML S AZ 317 (microfoundations movement ) 75 5B 457 BRAM 5 H A P
W4 (Felins, 2015 ; Powell fIRerup, 2016 ) .

—. BRI N TIEL

KA sT W, s A A AE = A AT L2 E 7= A B o0 2L A5 (Finkelstein %5,
2008 ), BIE 72 B A1 Al £is oMl 45 380 7 2 R 2 A A T 3L R 8% 9 45 2R (Ensley 5%,
2002 ) . 835 A4 2% B AR IR BT T BUCEO K 3 K i % AT 55 i LBk , o 78 P A BRI L A
T —FpA BN % TF- B (Carmeli%s, 2011 ; Ensley&%, 2002 ) o i 4 A1 BA 0] A2 B RHIILES I 30k H
ZRPRTT 5, 2 PR NI RE S FHAS [R] 4 20 50 1 X ol T () 31, () e 7 s DR o ao e v
0 e A A BB 2 5 R , B2 = O T ) (Finkelstein®s, 2008 ) .

o A BA BRI AZ 00 B 2R A 45 (A1 B B L 1A BA 554 | [T BA 3o 2 (Finkelstein®% , 2008 ) o A1 BAFA A%
i A BB L AR AR, Ak BN 243 i s A 0, G AR B8 D B lk R DA S B
PR R AR DA HISER S 45, KR4 SRR 5 b 1 P BAFA B A AR PR ARRAE A B AT A
S5 (Hambrick %, 2015 ; Mathieu, 2014 ) o A BA 25 #4) 0] Fh AR 53 £ €20 LA K AR 5% 1] B4 56 22 T R
S A2 T A8 03 1 CE RO R EC AR o 1T A ST S 2 A BA S B P A 5 28548 R AR B P T Bl
— 305 KT X A BAEE KA ) S, IR R B O3 TR A B AR 1 P A ] 2 s i 5 45 A AR Bl 2
PERVEH (Hambrick %, 2015 ) o A BRG5F AT 4 BEAT 55 290 FE R Uit 550 43 K 36 1 R
SRR (Hambrick 5, 2015) s {R3E ZE S 5 R D SRk = 8 HT A R R iz
2 AR % 2 A BA 45 #4) (Ensley Al Pearson, 2005 ) ; H - 55 WP <22 e Jay Rkt J2 3 DL R
AT ES B 2 (28 FFERATEE, 2014 T HIHAE,2014).

o A A R S AT A B 7 ik s e 5 v 11 s S v, B R BTE A S 3 A AR A
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2R, Horh P BABESR ) At 2B G i o Y A 3R (Finkelstein®5:, 2008 ) o thBFFE LIS T %5
P BN R A A FE Y O o, A HI s 2 R SRR np 2, ir 8 SOl ELAAR AR kg L8 i 98 AT 55 o
58, 15 B W45 26 R wh R 5 A PR 2E (Ensley fllPearson, 2005 ; Ensley%%, 2002 ) . Finkelstein%§
(2008 )IAA , 1A BRI ZE A (544 ot A s i) 5 S R SR st e vl ) v A AT A 2 A RN B 3, T
SN B RS DS AT R T A R SR 22 5 B 1 R (R AR A% L3y, SRS TR .52 ZH 2N G
SIREREE R RZIA , BLCR T 5 A AT AR DR SR i A AR 35 PR R L B6 T UL, Finkelstein¥5 (2008 ) £2
T i A B AR (CAn (&1 1R ), o0 IE S R S A B B3l 72, IR 48 1A A 5% £ 22
KU =R : (1) =48 B BN Bl A TR AT A, () IEBE A e s S a8 A BN, (3) = /s
VA AT i s e 5 T ZH 2485 SR 1) 2 i) ]

FEHB\ (TMT)

HIR% (composition)
TEBEE R - ¥ HALR
* HiR © FFHE LAY S ok o BREEIERE
o HY » S5 (structure) . filE p o MG
s EHEK * AEHEREBE * AT

5 CEO © B

E#2 (process)

s HEEF)

* B3

GERISIE : Finkelstein (2008 ) .
E1 EFEMEHNEEHNEE R NI RIESR

ARWFTE LI —HESE Ry SLhlt 5 I BN AR 5 254 A B B 1 ST A 1 v 5 1A A 3
FERZ s, TR A BRI AR SRy SO i) v 48 T BA 8 77 - e 5 T A () A0 ol 5 5 4 3 Wi A BA Gl R )
A A BA L shad B2 22 v 2 5 850 BARG 15 544 T A AR Ak o UGS T BA (A AE) 1l 5 4 B AR B
S — B 2 R SRR (F M T B L B ik & R I A B 1 % B AT TAL F sh ARtz rp BT
RO, EATT RS A BA G R A A i, 2 32 B R D SR RR S R, 1k AT BARY
i HR 25 SR TR, A SR H B ) sh A RS AE B CN 1297 78 ), A6k S v 1) 1 465 T AR e L 544 LA
Foad F , AWFF0Hs 45 A 8 1583 43k =R

ST Iz e B A i A B L AT A 25 F SRR SRR T ZR M T TN A 45 SR Y
S 0 [ PRl SRS g AR B QTR | SE AT B A X SIS A v A T BARRIE I
HIRRRAE 22 5725 SOy B A B FE 2 rp TS M 2 2R AN ) 25 2, P BA G R i st g i om fRAE
B FR AL R AR D EA T ARSI 5 AT A ST R P AP 53 -t 19 v 8 T A PN 8 A7 AR A0 5 . 3 A
T AL [R] AT SRS PSR (Hambrick 55, 2015 ) o 4B AT ATE D HIAEER IR B E R E L
TCABAE A A BA NI Z 0T R AR, 55 AR SR A A DGR 5 o 1A AR g e 1 Ak PR AT
ZefE BN AERRE 1 R4 TE T I PRib /K -4 (Finkelstein , 2008 ) o 35 T K 2535 5 19 A1 BA -
JE A 3k AR FE AR, T A T S 22 Rk 2 DR T 22 O o5 R 22 57, AT 8 i e 5
J i, AR BE T 5C 2R B AT AAS BIAR G BRI o B 32 28t [T A S JB M 5 v i 154 [ 45

& & F B\ 20 77 B 034 1

55



BELIWERTEHELENLEEHISS TE
W L S R AN Y ) N A 4 W L RE TG 3 QY )57 A O
VB IO R ) ket

N e
EAEYUHY—HT o
U R AR O T —————— "

RN R TR, O Ly "
9 | STEYEHERY EE Ak OMINL + ||
EHEi | T s R I v sy + ||
" : TR EXHE 4+ |
m | EEOBUNL AR S ||
! el B " ~LAL “LNL-SHEE “(XEEE) LNL-04D 4+
| i " Y TR Y INLF O ||
! ST m SHELINL + m R TY ek SHEESLNL + |
i ﬁwwﬂmwmﬂﬁ [} . 4&4%&&2% < m "%ﬁrﬁzH a m
“ = " il < \ mponns AL |
| BESETT O : e E “ AT
HEWE | m ret v ln | CEHREREVEINL - !
5 _ y | ke SHLHE 57 . !
WEEE O ] wee m | X R e g + H
WENE O | Bl O | YA PER T + W v
i~ | AN . | LD LNLY K - | S R R
| Eyod O | ssa001d AL VO YIEXD R M EEEY WW%W&W_MW +
! T4 ! " ‘
| e © | B aY || waamsEmEscres wLE, +
| , m E NN
oL e D R ) WA T Y ¢
" m FCRAS)FEHYIE O
SN EN LN ANXEE B m (NRHBEREHVEHFOH O
TR Y NG RHETT m m uonisoduios TN
FWEWASER WEHW O . o VA 5 |
R 09D O
WG A

SNEZGFESEE (F395F108])

56



S 1 Zh Y A A S R R BT BE , DR T A S5 A AE AR AR R 22 5, B[] A A BRI AN AR
[F] | 5 T A AR 11 AT BA 5 A B9 T ek 10 B, 38 20 2 i 1 1A BA S B M F 5 1) IR 8% ( Barrick 55
2007 ; Hambrick%%,2015),

55 ST AR T A BAGE AR O B — 2 B S B R e AR AR R R A — R e A
A< B Tl << PR SR ) B 1) A (Priem 352, 1999 5 VF 42 B A5 055, 2011) AH X RMF5T H Fi S TE
P FELE BE#E M AE BR , Finkelstein%5 (2008 ) HE s 138 T PHNERE , Rt 28 A AR ph 8 A
& (O Reillyd¥, 1989)% H F-Shaw (1981 ) 1) AT BAEE SR 77 , 38 5 A3 B b (A AH EL IR 5 | A 155 /8%t
I3, ST EEARF T A SR S AR 22 — (Ensley®, 2002 ; Michalisin:, 2004 ) .Hambrick
(1994)FEAt 2R 4 B FE Al L PR T 3 R 98] 1947 M35 4 (behavioral integration ) , il A i 8
BABIFSE TR (CarmeliZs, 2011 ;0u%,2014) o 3 ZEAIFSE 1 Bt 2 AN A SR A T~ T BA A R 1Y)
FBRYERE AR A P R LR G R, B B B0 A s D SR o R AG E

P U= A 55 =2, BV BRI A o A T BA A s O 2 R R 56 XU, ST AT TR T
PRI 28 -4 B0 % il SRR S 20 2L 45 SR 52 i o X I R AR A T 3 R BB I 55 7 i, R
QU7 ¥ i v A A B D SR A 5% LA B R FH 58 461 4 Jot 1 sl T 5 A 5% 5 7 (Peterson®$,2003;
Wong%,2011) o IXEAFFETREN T LA P2EATE (AN AL, Ay -0 90 B 1 348 o DA % s 11 [
M, K2 Jm R T /INEA L M58 A R M o i 2 b o S5 AR AR L, XRG4 9R Ak T
FIIER R AR ST B B, {H LA o e A I i B T8 SCRn & A BR sl 1, ok A SKe 1A BA sl 18 9%
B35 1) (WongZ%:,2011) .

=. BEHERS SRR

(— )R A S

TR A BN S T % 32 S T EL A 2 B AR 17 P BARRAIE , 1A BA S o P 5 A 4 R 2 A —
HE A H P JE B SEIESE R 485 H B (FinkelsteinZE , 2008 ; HambrickZs , 2015 ; Nielsen, 2010 )
Y R ZH 5NN N O 248 5B m i BB 2 T 2 VR B i, H S PR AR B AR A
ZFEE (Hambrickf1Mason, 1984 ; Priem%s, 1999 ), {HI 24 H |, I 1A WF9E HAER KX Fh ¢ &
(Finkelstein%,2008 ) ; A 4t , 75 5 Z AR AL LA 7E B AT 2N Z AT, A 2 T L
BT 55 HH A5 B MR AL 855 (Kearney %, 2009 ) . A1 BA S BPERT ST (O8GH , F 2k B T A M
AT RAR R 5 A R LA R T SR (E R AR B 2 B T BE (T 4 B SR 07 T,
2011) BRILZ AN, XS FT 0 20 T 50 45 P BA A HoA F B2 A RAE , QoAU 20 A (Bsf ] RS, SC
AL Kz AT BN 55 #4455 5% PR 2% (Hambrick %, 2015 ; Nielsen, 2010 ) o 1 5RAY S 43 A A5, tnAE
FESRIMCEOTK #E F 4K, 1 5 5 ot i T BB AR R A BRI 28R

e A BN S B R T I AIFSE G 0, FSE R A AR E N 2215 5L Bk S e
B AR e PE (U I BRAL BMPAE AT ) LU Bl S S a5, i R b4 e T I BA S+
S AR L K AEAS [ SCAR 5 1 B T 55 v P BA 2 R A ZH 20 S AR 28 I BB s i | 2
FATX A BAIAR  0E 7KOF BAT I 55— e AR AE (BT, 2009 ; FMAFL S, 2006 ) A HEIA
T A P A (R PRI BRZFHT, 2012 5 AT EFN 06, 2010) 25 Ff AT A S5 55 ke 1y ] oo ) ) Bk 252
2014; VKRS, 2015) S AT T SCUFRT I o BR > R S o — L F 2 A AR A0 et PR AL 06 2
BAR 2, 4N 22 on Ak CBfE ATBE a2, 2009) AET (B 345, 2013) Ak 311 (ks (i
2012) AN AL THE (RIBEAESE, 2012) BN SR G, 20115 474K, 2013) ([ PRk (BEA &
A2 [EA%,2009) | = B HLGRIE AR, 2009 ) 2335w (] g XURITXI RS 332, 2010 5 X1 KT ,
2014)%
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5 EAMIFFT I, SEUESE RAE LT 5 B BAEE IS A4 T, B 4 P BAARRAE e 2 S RAE A )
A5G W DR SR R A R ) 55 A 3 LA R SR A 2 R R (Finkelstein: , 2008 ; B B %, 2009 ;
R4 B AT T, 2011) A P 56T 5045 A BA S I M AT 92 Kk 22 S8 A [ AMIF 98 A JE i1 5 A7
TR AR R A e E RSB AR SRR UG X R FER R X 25 EA %R
PR BAR D0 K, E155 T F A Z AR A v 5 58 b 0 BRI A S 3 S Bl BRI & e
BT SCRRIE L AR H B A 1 S BRIk RIS BN 25 5 , A BA S I AT 9 14 4k S 3
T, XA Ry B R VR ) S A B T S

SEUEWFFE K B, N 2475 S T B AT R A — T8, o 77 7 97 T 5 o 8 AT I
(HambrickF,2015; Nielsen, 2010 ; ¥ L34, 2009 ) R0 7 B PRISARRE T X A —3, BME
BT AT E—K 5 770 (Homberg M1Bui, 2013 ) . 3 T A Z AT FS 15 BB RMA
by, BRI A5 B A I AN Ak By > 25 s i i, A A S S B LA T B8 2 iU B DA R T
7] AL A DR T i T RS e, DRI AR B R A A5 5 o N 1 2 S TR A N 2 R
R, T IR BB (Talke s, 2011 4 HE55,2013 ) 42 & R DL M 8 BE 1 DL AR B R SO 5 /Y
£tk (Carpenter, 2002 ; B{FEE5E , 2009 ) AR HFFF P LA KR RN Pk % o 4 388 i, 3k 26 1E
[a] 5 N S BT FRAL B d M e B A S B 2H 2R 4% (Horwitz ATHorwitz, 2007 ; Nielsen, 2010 ) . 3&
Tk 2 B BEE P AR E—R 5 | SRR, LA AT TR =3k 5 B AR AR AL , R
T 55 T A BRI RE , QAR T A 1 A P9 e SR 1, e S PR AR T 3
AT A 55 T R A T RO R AR R S, PR A AR A 2R i A G
(Homberg#1Bui, 2013 ; HorwitzflHorwitz, 2007 ) ,

B T X ST RS 22 S 22 A0, 2R R T BE T B0R A T A S BRI AR — B B, FTBA
L REVEATAE Z Fh 2 R0 208 it A A S P A S TR 358 07, 75 B L 47 ELAAR 43 28, Horwitz Al
Horwitz (2007 ) AR 4k A BT 55 ARG S R 00 T A — N 2475 5 5 ot 54T 55 OGS 5t 5
e, B ANAEIE PER R 5 WA IR 1 5 O R AT K SR ik S AT A
ST 4l R AR S ) B R ) B9 ik L 2 2 T SRR S LA R A RS 5 T T LABR A
TR AT o o 5 P BN S S PR A A 2 22 B 02, N EPD 5 55 22 T R R0 75 B
L F Sk A PR S mbE e T 2 445 S A5 i R A [F] (Bunderson FSutcliffe,
2002) 5 = 18 R 28 AR ANZE 200, VF 2 WF 9538 H R [R) A PRV $55.5 Ml e 45 AT A S o
4 (HorwitzfllHorwitz, 2007 ; Nielsen, 2010 ) o i & F A A9 A= i JE1 U BIRE 4ok & R BUIR 23
] PN BIASU T G5 AE AR 2 Wi S Ti) 24 B S T 5 A 2 85 2R A 56 2R L N T A e ) R 0 S Tl e
T[] 52 0] [T BA 3 A, B 5 B 1) () 4 RS, 3ol s i i 7 A8 55, L 22 AR A B (Chatman M Flynn,
2001 ) . =5 8 A BA Hoan SR 78 = K o3 CEO AU FAE b, BV 54T 55 W B AH DG I 15 S 5
P AT i B )2 Uk G At PR 2 TRz o, TR T R Ak o <382 M (Horwitz FlTHorwitz,
2007).

AL ZEBEAT A TR R R ST RIS DU R, A0SR Xt A A S ok ) 202 9 0 ik S
AR R Z AN LG, 47 6 3 B T AT S S T P AR 9 A SR S TR TS A R, i 4 A
A S5 S 52 i 21 2R R0 A R WL HE LAAR 2048 7% (Nielsen, 20105 Priem 3, 1999 ) o AR AT K5
B A SR ORI ZE I8 T 9 S B 0 e TR A A 5 o B S S XURG D - S v (A = ¥
% .2007) AL S B (NielsenFlINielsen, 2013 ) K HFE 0 2 Ah BB AR SELE L)L =S5 T dE—
AR TRIH 5 R L2 T S S (R0 A B 6 2R B NG 2 2 38 S () R it S B 2 14 % 8 7 1) (Horwitz
FHorwitz,2007; Nielsen,2010) . bAk, A BA S it 7R BES 2 d th B 5 & 4L, B 715
SPFEAAR U —IR 5 | T2 A, iR g5 | A A S A 751712 B (Homberg M1Bui, 2013 ),
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()R R BN

e A BN P 45 440 i % A 0 DA S B G 2R T S, I 1 00 P A B AR 2 2 P A 2544 1)
#:0> (Finkelstein%F , 2008 ; Hambrick 55, 2015 ) o AT ARt 2 F 2 A 45 F REAE , AT BARRAR 534 fig
Z RIS R A, 5 TR A BA R A A AR RE 22 i Ze s B BIUTE E &R B B2 K &2
o E KA EAF T LGSR (R T R IR B BN R #8 S7 ,  BAKIASE (14 1 | £ 0 £L
2 A S TE SEIE R A & B (CohenFliBailey, 1997 ) . & 5 P BAIFFE Hh i &4 A1 BAEASEAE
A 1, W Sanders Al Carpenter (1998 )IA Sy, A BARIAR AL & 25 Ab FRAZ 2405 BRI EE G180, RN
55 A BRAL RS R IEAH 5 o A BIWF BRI T T AR 2 1 285 525 8 g v A ML, G0 Simsek 45
(2005) KB, 15 MHEA HA T I BAEBXT SR BRI A T A3 B SR SRS 5 A RSO DG .

P BA 235 R 55 140 25 37 4 P T B 53 €0 )RR AR P 7 T, Barrick S5 (2007 ) 75 267 4 141
BAZE R AT 5 | T AH B M A 2, Oy v 5 T BRSS9 T T 18 19 JEL B8 . Hambri ck 55
(2015) X EHEAT T BEIEH0 R , 45 e B T BAAH LA R Ay v e A b Bl 5 A R i )
JE Rz ke B FH A i f A BAILE] L A = T AR B 1 > A
K143 KA T T R = R AR, SR B = R AR R T A AR
55 5 B AT RN Gk 2 1] Y 56 2 (Hambrick %, 2015 ) . Hambrick %5 (2015 ) f I HENT , 240 A BA S5
FIE SV E S R BRI 25 1A — B EH B

o A BN 4 A R ARt Ry T G 2R (dyad ties ) S 25 M ARFAEIF ST B8 58 T 201,
AT A 14 5 450y T Sl R [R) A7 8h 3 Z [ i 56 R, L HUE 5 CEO B 3 K 22 [B] ) 56 ZR S0
), X —4FUIn 1 5 i R AR BAE X CEO-TM T} 4% (CEO-TMT interface )#F5¢ J5 1 (Bromiley
FIRau, 2016 ) o H T H BA S RIS ELE B Ak A KL SR Al A T Bk | v 48 T BA 25 A4 Bk
TP ] L e ol VR L B AT A SR T G R T L B SR Al v R B G S M R A
EnsleyFIPearson (2005 )4 554l 55 8 A AR 43 R 84 3K (parental ) (K BES (familial) AERK
%3 (nonfamily ) , A 5% & B HE AN AE R A AE (5 BACFE 0 GAKD) vh 2 F156 & (I %) o
2 FEACIRAS EER 7 L= w8 BRATERRE L vh 28 ) i 38 R T X A5 . v R A 22
F R NG AR e A A LA S T A ES5E B R KA A B b i & ok K
JiE XA BN S ARG A BAAR L, B T/ AN BE (BEER ) L2 i AR i TS i C R o
5 U A K BT A h R AT AL B G R IR AR T O R th R A& b 58 (H 582 5K
T BA U1 55 1 WA ph g B i 1O R R

S v [ 1 B 0 3 BRI A A A S AR S B — S AT , 2 X CEO-TMTX}
ST — B0 R (XN , 2014 76K, 2014 5K IR FIAITE , 2009) , 4nsk I AT (2009 ) 1 FH =
A AR ELAL XSG R TEANE A T BAT DG A B WL s ), 285 38 v el 45 v 28 K i T
(LRI A F“—F) , FECEOZANE L T K —TMTE A X IEH AL T EN R
HRKEES SRR E IO LR« — T, P K —TMTEZ CEO-TMTX 057 B0 8
B RSy B IFSE AR B AR A P 5 T e A AT A DY 3T 22 I (MRIR T 45, 2003 5 #7755
FITAE,2014) LK S AT BAAS At (2415545, 2013 ) 4545 Jg i e i) DA DA 25 MO AE 2 A T 5 )
T ] = AT A ZS A Rt (05 S BRI AL AT G &R B G L E A 5 RE Al
S5 I B G A BAZS R 75 B — 25424, A0 [ SRR 1) 22 PP A ey R At S e A5 2R e 5 T BA
b R (25E FRIRAAE , 2014 ; T #8568, 20165 T IS, 2014) .

e A BAES RIS R4S D7 s AR (EAL A K 1] BA 5 44 -5 T B B I L 5 PR A TR
P4 R T, A SR A 28] 1 3 A €00 A R EL AR 3 — A2 U JRRAIE J TH o BRI 2 [ A8 A B O RS I 1%
A AR A T — AT AR 0 B 3 1k X 56 RS AEME LA A BA S AR (0155 0 T AT o) 1 A A
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B i VEBLE AT R A B4R 7S | 33X — SO0 T A G5 B Al DA S sz Al v i I 1
21 PRI RS | m RN S AT R R R B (A 55 5, 2013 BEA B A2 EAGR, 2009 ) S5
SR B 1) e A AR 9 AT 3 o e A BA 2 A At 322 DG T T K s CEO- 5 TM T X 42
HEETMTHEF T2 EHE Z MR C R, X R 235 00 5 8 A B R Bl 25 =
7 B\ i #2 (Bromiley#1Rau, 2016 ; Raes5, 2011 ).,

M. SEBNITEFAR

2 R 3 DA 1Y) v A AT At AR 0 %5 i AT A AR AR 3 82 I 1 | 24 2 8ot
P AT 4% AR AT BABESR ) LA S AT A TR AL 25 AT B S &, TR T A TR Y
TGt s AT BA v S A5

(—) = BIBNEER )

EER 148 HEAR P 51 Z B A AH B2 51 7 (Shaw, 1981), Ji S22 4 AR & S 1l 2 %) ]
BAREAARAT: 55 B 1 B AR =2 TE) FR R, T BESR 1 B N BRI | AT 55 7 AR R =1
2 i (MathieuF , 2008 ; MullenFlCopper, 1994 ) . I BABEER 71 5 5088006 5 — B A A R
WFFETE R, KA SR BER 0 A NG & 35500, 1T ELIX AR 5C R AE T BB LAA T HE
IR BCRE R AS RGBT B~ 8 3% (Beal 4, 2003 ; MullenfllCopper, 1994)
XFAH ICHEAE AT A BESR T3 9 = A4 AR 2 & A7 A, O LR 1 A TR (teamwork flow ) F4 44
TR | BB T 2 AT BA UMY 14T BABESR 1 AOFE R 2 (Beal 5, 2003 ; Mathieus , 2008 ) .

SRR HHAREER IR R T A P B RZ ) D g S AT 55 7K1 B (Mlichalisin
45,2004 ) , (E A Il e A5 A B2 T BESR WPt lis: 17— 7 o Smith 45 (1994 ) IA A BESR AL
1o i T BNBCR TR OB AR , T A2 AT A ZERE 1AL PRt S kS 0 FVBEIR, DR TIT AR 1 ae it
O I T AR T ST 1 R IR RN o SR A R AT ATE AN S R R EE T, Sy 7
JEE Rt B R 3, HA B e A AL PR )RR BT (Smith 35, 1994 ) o R, 585 2 P DA BLAT A1
HYETHR AR (O Reilly S5, 1989 ) , P FAT BAAT: 3 45 AT st Ay i ) 40 M v S 380 AR 1Y B i 4
(Eisenhardt#ISchoonhoven, 1990) o [a] i , w54 141 BABESR J) 547 B S EAH DG M S5 A 2 171
FH G I o 5 A7 A1) T B2, i 2% v 98 WU S ) T HT AR A %0z 1 (Ensley 55,2003 ) .
Michalisin®5 (2004 ) iff — D4 = 5 P BABE SR AR SO 0% 7 , IR FH w00 AN 0 L 52 0
TiENE R w3 SR O s BEIEOULAL A1 e 05 FLS2 B0 J7 i i BAT — e TR

e A AT A T 558 2R ) 5 T BA SRR A 56 RIS RZ B T FP A2 T B RIS R 2518, R
T 5 5 AT BN 3R ) 58 R PR IR AR AR SEAZ 4 =2, A0S (] 248 J3E 5 R 0 % 1 A [ s R S A
AV S AR BESR % T A R i TR AR, LU 8 AT BA s i BESR ) ROBILT T 55
HRKG I AR T [0, 3 A, BESR e — SEAFRR I B2 b 1 = 8 T A, Dl Al 5 e A
b AT A R VR FHEA SR T S 0, T E S A2 07 (2007 )% T [ 52005 Al e 4 1A BA 35
RITFE R I, A KM 2 s 2 B VP 25 5 X At s R 1 AT 55 Bk R 0 B
38 TAE A S, At 238858 015 MR ST 385 A0 G, AT 5558 2R 1008 MG
R RB A (2012) 50k i [ G U AT 58 & B, AT BRBE SR ) 5 A 40 SR O
I AT VR A H 5 P B R SR O , X 0 B A S AN A TR = BER B =
ARG 80 A 260 A T 450 XURS BN 45 T e B SR AL 1 R S A A 3

()RS5 5T G

158308 A AT AN [A] , v J2 48 B AT DA 94T S AR ME e S LA TR SR, Ry 1 e i % AT BA ot
TR Y T, P BTt A 23 6 M 2 S5 PR R R AT N R B R IR ST i FERRAE o AT AL
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235k [ T Shaw (1981) B EE S 114478 (CarmeliflSchaubroeck , 2006 ; O’ Reilly%:, 1989 ),
O’ ReillyZ5 (1989 VK HE O “BEARAYIL S 1 6} HAB A AR 53 456 72 B LA SRR 1l B2 1] g
SHE IR A BB 5L 8] O BRI BRI 5| ) S5 A RO SR AR 2R AT A E S A R A
5 A A LA B 7 OB R 2 (AR BE (Hambrick , 1994 ) , #1238 A BEA0 45 8460 5] (4 R 5 Rl
ALFE G W 5| s A 1S RO 2y B [ BABE 3R /7 (CarmelifliSchaubroeck, 2006 ; GuillaumeZ%
2012).Smith% (1994) & B, =& HI A 1 2575 5 AE &85 5 10 30 S A A B s i 21 41
SR, N 2A T A e 3 o AR AR (A 425 M L BB SR 4 B B U 5 55 T v i A
AT A S A B 16T I BAE 55 DG R 4 2 B A — 8 5 R AR B BAR SR AHIX R
Janis(1972)IAR , i SR JTREIAR LA AR FES OC R B AT 55 S 1, ARME B DG 36 1) RS ) A A1
B FHRHAR RIS, M A 5 R EA 2 M POR , I 2 A T (groupthink )

91t , Hambrick (1994) A1 T 6L S F et S AT 55 1 AT M A S AT WA A
Fh— A CRr s B AR DM KT ) R A T 55 48 132 (1A BA 0 2 A B A e o, A BOGT B
BRI EFEE )  Hambrick (1994 )TN , [F]H 25 485 S AH B 350 it FR IR R 2 B — 4k B
T B AT 0 B T BA RO A A RN 8% SRR B ) e B AT IR S S A TP ISR S X —
R B A IR R (HZERE S AR A A7 e — 2 22 57 (Simsek&F,2005) ATHEASEET T2
P e A A B T R, B A S R R ) (R4 235 ) A TAR S AT s AT
58 e 1) e A P B PN R LA e B A 1 B Bl A B T R PSR I R A B AR A BT A S A
TIRGRTE, R = A T o o i ) S e 2 A 2H 2145 5 (Bromiley FlTRau , 2016 ; Carmeli#llSchaubroeck
2006 ) o X Fh 22 2 i T A 7 TR0 w2 45 T A2 T ) AR %A 70 L ek 2R sk, ELA W T 28K
BE W5 | T Bk 22 i 9T (Bromiley #lIRau, 2016 ; Ous, 2014 ) .

SimsekF (2005)7E4T & A ISR EERLZ I, WCEO (451 £ X 11 .CEOTH) R A
BA(ZTnAb AT B A R (Gisk RIS AR ) = ANZ T R TAT A IR s %, It
FEMooney (2000)17 A% A R A L TF & 1 T JUBI R, 43 SIS EMET T8 5 B35 BX
AU YERE 38 1T 40250 Bl SRR B8 B R CEO | = 4 A1 BN LA R4 Z T g TR R
— B LR T AT A AN (R B 5 5% = A2 T B R R AR S i £ . Simsek %A
(2005) s & th TR 51T, fE IR SeWF o P AR 8 T 1 2 0, R AT 3 A 1) 2 Ty ik
(BromileyflRau,2016; Carmeli%$,2011;0u%,2014 ).,

Ensley (2003)F 17T 45 & BRISHI3E T T4 ) 30 45 A BRI AR , LA L A R o) 1)
VY BAC . CarmeliFllSchaubroeck (2006 )% 1165 LA (31128 B BB R, 41 M S50
) e T B EL AT 58 v P e DR SR Tt , 4 A i 3 R 1 ) e DR T e () 2
HAUER AR . Carmeli (2008 )i —20 R I, =45 B BT 34 A 5 23R SIRUR A 1 IR 5%
B TE AR C S TR A A 2L 83 rp ) v 8 A BA T I 2 2 ) ELME LA TIOR8 £ 7 R 3 B B ss g i
B R 54 Ling % (2008 ) & 3R, A HAICEOR M i 45 I A T2 A L B i i) | 54T A LA B
ST , 3 2 v A AT BNARAAE 4 17 52 1 2 W) B A A o T CEOARAN AR 45 5 XU 5 13 5 A BAA 7o
B EAHSE a5 s A B T A AV RE AN A 45K (Carmelids , 2011) . Oudé (2014) i —4
K, IESECEORY G T 5 [ T ARG S 7 , 35 I A TN & IEAH G, e i v 248
RGN R T AU, N5 e — 251 B4 r 2 205 50 TR BE A IR TAES5L
FIHETE AT A AR A M B T Rt ARG T ) 5 e B H AR RE AL 2L B 2 [ Y G 2R
PR ARV AT RETE S YR Y WCEO S # S KAFE 5 48 B AT R Rt &S A7 7E
BAEARM ST rh 4R S M LAFZ 48 (Bromiley FRau, 2016 ) .

AT SCUERF 9T 3R W, 3 B 4 2 B B BEABRER ), 2 T SRS INE A T
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e B A N2 T AIFSY , X R e 3 LA S 2l 2R 248 SR 4 ELA A i W RE ), 47 B A B e R
K 1) e A 1A A 2 LA A e AR I A ot B v HAT R T R A RIF R0 0 AT R B TR AR AR
BA S5 TP B 5 8 T AR A A s, B AN 22 B0 TR 2 6 8 SOt A TR B B AR S e R
A DA — #a Fan i AR B2k , iR OISR 2 217 i 7 AT BA S0 3l ok B 2L A 2 2 —
(Felin%§,2015; PowellfilRerup, 2016 ) SR 47T R 48 G oo & 4846 115 B gt (WMETTh L[
PR A WA RS TR a3 = i A BN B Bl R A A BA SRR B AR A A, K AT A Y
HRA ML T REHE 35 T S LA R A SE B S AT B AR, A T R 4508 0 351 AR = H )
TR XS T4 BRI , T U Y e 5 A B i R BRAE

(=)= A BA iz

At 2 A2 1 4 T A R AE 5 v D TR 3 2 B 3, 1 — P8 0 SR A RIS SRR A Ak
(MRaEih 5, 2016 ) INFI SR DI REME Y , 5 4F 55 T 1) HLAR b —F o] 5 45 G ] E A 1 )
2257 (Amason, 1996) , RITTHAR A AE45 W o€ LA W 9 4 o /R0 487 1 BB 5 38 3 S R0 A 5 28 ik
W 5 SR BT 237 HE AR o 5 L A P i S AE 2 A T ABF R h AR AE AR — Bl s AN 25 1 I O
ELE 5 DA AT 55 ) 1) 2 L2 S P AR B 4 S 3 AR o Tt , DA R IR I B A A A
BRI s TR SR B FIAT £ I LIS o TA RN B80T 5 3 R L BRI R, X7 = i AT BN S R =
P BA B L B Oy 8 2 (de WitSF,2012) B R NPE N N R B WA G Eh R
BRGNS, AP FR A O R 0P IE BRI o4, IE SRR IR B Y w5 350 T D [RIUE 155 Ja
PR AN AR T PR ot 2 A RRARE , LORARAER T Wl B A A BA R D3 s g, I 28 i 55 1 A1 BA Y
FRATNE, IR R — M S BAAR SR T (de With,2012; BREEAE, 2016).

PR b R 0 1 BA 2 S G il A o 5 T P R B 52, {2 Ensley 5 (2002 ) &3, VAT 2
5 R 9 IEAR DG, B BHIA I 8 SR A 2 T A PRI S A — 2t — 20 i A IREE SR )
) U i 4 B PELAS S A G R AT ) 1P 28 w58 19 /R . SimonsFlPeterson (2000 ) & BE 17
FAL AT AL, I ME AR5 55 i 28 5 56 R v S MR 2R 5 RV I R 557 , (EL PRk v 2
PRI AT 5515 5 R th S (AR ZR 1458, 1T DL AT A PR A A RN A B X5 5% R % p 94 Ay o
% LifHambrick (2005 )82 1 T IR R HEAMEE , BVEAR S 5 ARG DB Gl H I AN FE 25
A, AN E 20 R AT BN BGAAT: 55 P BA LA K Al T BA o %55 Hh A5 8 il 9 487 2 A A 9
IR R B AN F 22025 1 TAE 55 518 B %, (0 A B =5 | & BT R BLAR 53K
BT MO TAESS vh R AR 5 B FEARNE OS5 th Rt & 850 7 A A ik T
AR ST RUE | X 5 AT P 25 S B RR IR IR R AEAAT O, S AR b B A5 A A B 5 A1
1555 515 R AR RIERBR T 51545 FI BN TAEE A o, ANTa] )1 5% I &R i CEO4 S XL
R AT AR TR, A B9 & BLCEO 2L &) B i AR 4 UG 3 17K 75 A A vh s SRR
K2 TR Z I R R (BREER) 55, 2016) .

F. RUBERABE N R RLIEAR

Al F s VA BA ) s R B A L IR AR B S sl AR S0 R T R e
PR 2 5 A5 28 ¢ 22 (Forsyth, 2013 ) o {H H T RIFSE 5 i 19 PR G R B0 AR B o B
AREEIAN, BT SIS PSR A R 1) v 45 1A BA sl 1 A S AE T BA S bk L e AT A%
1955} = (FinkelsteinZ% , 2008 ; Peterson5, 2003 ) o fH— 2L 4 77 B T 46 H BH, 2R I AIF9T 46

DQJ1#: (Q methodology ) XFRQ4MZ51: . QHFFH AR (Q-sort) , 24t 114 William Stephenson 1935442 1 Y F T4l A2 LMY —
g7 vk , 4 B SRAMART 2R AN [RI W A5 B K S (FR M Q sample ) #EA T il P HEFE LA {8 Fk AL HE R AT 384541 S (personal profiles ),
ZIREARIE 5 0 53 B (ideal type ) A THR AT 4 o QU ik 553 ai SR FH (%ot — KA A 1847 2 SO0 5k 1) ) 465 8 5 R4 7 A
FAHTIR T iEEANT], Q1 LA A (person) S HHUCs , TR 5 325 )2 AZE 1 (variables ) HUU AR5
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P77 LA K Peterson 5 (2003 ) 3 T 5E P AN 45 & BIQ 1455, MR = & A1 BA 3l S i o $1t
TR

(—)XETGDQWY =45 A1 BN 8y Ji 5t

TCIE 5 )2 45 BRI BA G & — e A8 T AR A1 AR SR S R o v 3 i T M R e (B e R

U A RS e 22 AR LR A B PR R B, T AT 1) AT BA s 1 445 2R (Janis MIMann,

1977;Zey, 1992) . JanisHIMann (1977 ) () 25 P SRR MR 8 BRIS LU BB (0 4515~ , IA
RAF I FEROZS T REFHR AT A HR S 7 &2 A T A B AR AR P SRs PR MMEL T AE AR
SRS 4 T EAL RS A0 BTN & G Wk AT T A B A SR PG 45 i 22 iy, 2
PEBEPERIRATI IR IE: AT AT P SR SR8 9 208, = A AR 8 AN B 9 o SR T F T JHL PR R A
AU A R bE , sk 2 BRSO B KAl RO AR, 200 T BrG I E B KSR AE
FHAE, R A 32 Pk (Zey , 1992)

Peterson A\FEICILRN L, 32 FHEE R AT 10 Q5 4k a4l w85 A8 A A R phe S i R AT T 0
NG o B A 5l 3 L ik v 7 AT A S A RIS, Q2 AR A A SIS 1A BA it 72
SEYRAE T R AE ] (Peterson®, 2003 ; Wong5:,2011 ) . Peterson: (1998 ) 14 UK BUG BEIA S 11
Q-sortiE # (group dynamic Q-sort, GDQ )& TT KA FIAIGDQA AL A Fl HH TMTHEI A5 J7 o i fi]

TR T SRR FRIE /| 3R, JEHE T 7R BRAE AU FEIS B SR A A (ideal type ) (Petersons,

1998) , Ji7 3 SCF FEAR A AR 2 51 109 (Petersons: , 1999b ; Peterson:, 2003 ) . /A # AIGDQ
P8 HER I B8 b5 5 BURRFIA ) ) Q-sortim REAIA , WEE i fb—RIG M fEbl—%
IR EE R 4053 1 2 SR IR R R Sk — A A —E AR
B AU L aE—E B

Peterson?s (1998 ) 7EJanis (1972 ) A HEAR R U BA> B2 P 3k T A ) L hil I, AR HiE 4141
AT R B T 5 4 A BA S 53 A A A EE B SO A A T RS BAR PA BA U FE Ok B TR
BN R S @RS N | 2 8 g e N 24 5 N S o A [ AN = S8

T A S2FE (absolutist cult)” A1 BA%E . Peterson®s (1999a ) AR P& 4H 2R BE vp O XFRIS AT Y BHIE |

ZHLS SR T XFIS B Y BRI A B Z B8 P A R AR A AR 45 T S i B i
SRy 2 B AR 5 TR AN P AR | S o e 47 AT A A 5 04 J BT 5 A 7 st , AT T i S B A
BA I AER

B X6} 6 [ 75 W i 50058828 F) A 134~ CEO S H: i 45 A BA., 44 B ) 5 S B D A 6 I, 4328
Je BEAT IR AT BA Bl oo 26 B, A BA D3R A 25 1A BA&5 S5 R e P AH 5K (Peterson, 1998 ) o {H AT BA
BRI 5 15 I T AN BE B lAR T 1k P T et e WK, s 7 T A 2 £ AT A A L T 20 e 28 A A
A HUVE A RRAE X PR AT BA S 5 5 5 58 2RSS A ST, T LA Ji o 1 AL 2 Al sl 2
W R RN SZIEAS 5 o TE LR |, Peterson5 (1999 ,2003 ) SUEAIFSE RN 95 25 [ 55 50058 2%
H 917 MCEO K & 45 BB\ 2z rh . Hor | Petersons (1999a ) HEIE A KG B6 T B (i Bt b 5 4H 41
GURAE = AR B E R, R IAR R A FE 5 = ANkl i AH DS A —2, B
BARRAIE 114 2H 25 i A Ml A A st B2 b FH AN AR ] o T BA AR et R 0 RS AR S 3
FPIAE R B35 IE ARG s I BAEESR 1 R B B -5 2 SRR E AR S 5 A BN B B i W) 5 5k
SERE ARG o Petersons (2003 ) #E— 4656 T CEO KR M SAHBGALN K Z |, R I A A
B J19 4 T CEO M X 4L 4L Sak AR, AN [R] A CEO S 4 . 5 v 48 A BA 3l 1R A AN )
AR 28 5 SR R ) R L e 3R 1 B A0 UL AT BAMSC A B S, (L v ' I T BAth 2> e i i
AMEK, AT E B AR A & R N

WongZ% (2011)RHL T Q71 LA M Petersons (1998 ) JF & M REA S S 26, % 1996—
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20024F (1961 5 WA 5 50058 A (4 1 A8 P BA IR SR R HEA T 1 KA AR 108 o 5080 54 4 R AT A 3 7
QI HE T T R B, 5 B BN R v, REAE X A FNZE B R R s M SR A B e 5
AL S 8 FIAE S SUUE ARG, B A I R 1 B A2 B RE 1 S BTRIC R, o AR
7 ) 5 2 M R R A B AR Al 3 T O 1 A A BAAS ) AR AR 51y T 4 B ] REAH L
SN B A TR SRR LT S I U R

B2, Peterson§ A FOBIFZE A FH 4587 A0 5325 Janis (1972 ) A FR A oR JEBR 2 463 1) 35 44 RO
W PRHGT PRI T TR ARSI, Janis K TREA IS R 5 Y3k I i DL STRUH DG I 2518 JEAR S 21 52
R B EARRINA P22 5 0 1 5, P AR o SRR P S0 mT e B0 R il o sl 2 I, 3X 1T g
SRR K R B B L BOBAT G L HOR X S 50K CEO A S HEIAR ) ) i R AR AR AHIR R
UESE 22 A0 3 A ) i 45 P AR SR 2 A o 26—, GDQad BRI Jr v A e T LA X Ty s 58
R TCIE HEAT ™V Y 5 5 5 BT B0 B8 A ORI i PR] M s DI 1k e 3 gk A B 3 R FF 92 1) e A
(Peterson&,2006; Wong%5:,2011).,

()T Bt 7 ik iy e 4 1A A

B T 5T GDQRY &= 4 I BN 3l J1 5T, 58061 LA S H:Ath J5a M it 9 2 0 LA 5 i — 49
(Barr,2004; Hitt%,2007 ) ; Bt 5 & AW 5255t T L4t iy i 45 141 BRI 5% 1) <A 4
(Priem%, 1999 ) . EisenhardtflIBourgeois (1988 ) J& - 13z FH B P 5% b4 7 2 45 P BA o R
FEMNEA] , T 5 AR B PR T A 8 G TR ML A ML A S 48], b A 0T 2 W IB I G s i 2 A7 e
R R T TIRAFGEE, KIS PR A RIBRET TR B AU LAY CEOTE
SEV N E IR T @ s R BUATT , SE T AE AN 22 s R R e M £ R
I5C A (HL = 45 AT BB 146 2 70 ) 5 i il 503K o 3 — A9 48 JF 1 i 28 [ BAIBCIA AT Sk 118 A1l T
2b WO A RO ELE Ml K TR A A N S MR R, T A R B A BRI
Rt .

AN 2GR T SCEAAE S R NP A SR H A SR R AR M 2 B AT
B R R K 2 o Raes 55 (2007 ) 53 REERAR , 3 237 = B T A S BUE SRR A 28 T 1 5 FT A
2 P 0T ) B SCE R AR S R B, AT ) B UL T R S S 2 IR SARHE
FE BB T8 Kt 2z rp IR T A A NS g Y EE A RS Ay s X R A B T )
B DL BT AT R R i v A AT BAE M ) S T B AR 6T Al i BRI R
TRAEHE UL S H AR Rl R A /E F , Knockaert45 (2011) A& B, W & A BA A 52 K= i A BIIE A
AR B A A F S R B AR AR  (H A S0 R 5 5 5 i AR A9 B D1 R 25 S35/ N, 1]
AT T T R R AN BE VR A L3 8 TR B F9E T 1A A K wee S5 (2011) A58 T 7843
FIH Koy 24 B FERE1907—20044F 4 305 1 4F (1) i 45 T A2 W3R BRA ) 5 R B8 22 [ 1)
KRG B, HAT 5 56 A5 A 8 — st A 5 2 W A S ] 1) 1 4 1A B 45 5 3 sk R X
(exploitative ) FI AN -H Y 5w SR , T EL A 1 25 BICU R e T A 7 21 14 TRl A G 2 w1 BRI
1] 119 e 5 A BA DU 253 SR #5282 (exploration ) 1 PR 818 750 5 s B35 o AN = 9 D sk i AE R
X —DIF 5 2 X 1 7 AT A R ) — P (AR 5T PR v A B R B o

53 N 2F 3 R FH R A 5 O vk, b v B I v A R A9 = 7 T AR 2 A T T IR A 4%,
RILT — AT BRI Z5E o A TR ] (2013 )R PN 1 S B 53 0 1k , %o v 8 A BARRAIE v Ak
1T T RIBSAF B IS AN BRI, B INAE 2RISR LI, TR R #5872 A 1 e D 25 A2 i 2 XL
1B TTEA e — TN XS I sl T B AR AR FI] 25 o 2 A Y B AR S DA TAHT i 2 381 55 Ja%
M, e AL IR 2 th 5% o DN HURIVR BB B i 8 X6 Al 28 8 Bk () sE e A8 i 25 (B 90
TR 72 #1158 Jim W) 25 BH S IR Aol B30 o & B EE A5 (2014) R R R B WF 78 7 T X s B TR AER 5
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T ABUAT A B AT AR RS B/ IR o 95 e 3 B e =09 sl v 4 0 B Bl 0 R R
HR A R (B U BOU HIE 7 A A8 BB A E 1 P AN R IR B 5 < e
A Bl A B AN AT O REA R BRA T IR ST R A A BT A, 2R A T D B T A AT
YA Bl T RIRIFERS 5 oA M8 Sl e A7 LA B A1 ) 4 50 A DA ARt 2 SRt oA A7 B AT AR
PRSP T4 J 30hr - A8 (2016 )it i S BT SE 4 7 1 Bl AT A DIV E Rl 4 B8 2 2 12
A A A A PR s AR AL AR, RIS (A R 1T A 5L b s AL A i 4 sl A
[a] , i R QA ARR] , (HE5 R ANERE R, #B 21 s G\ P A M 54 iR B4R T W T R ]
AFFAERR AR R K A , B A 7R 4 S B Pl ZAREA T A i B B SEBris l e4
I8 A AR PR BN S B RE A8 Ml Al 32 58 53 S 45 B PR BRSO A T, AT A Bl Bl 53 T
Y AR U AY Al W0 R 5870 A AR B 5 A RE S , 2 T E Ml P BA MR DA i
JEHE B AR o

AN ZE BRI RO 2 BRI A S o 457 T BA AL, X A I e L, ik % 4651
SR S A AR BOVE T 2 RABAUAS 5 Aol Ao SE3T IR AR b s e i e 3
TR RITREE RS LK B A BN A5 BID & R Z 8] B 845 R AT T IR ASZ I, oAb T4k
IR TR)= " P A FL B A R AT A i e A 7y s A 7 T Y A A2 (Kllenke, 2016) o -5 3t Y AL BTF
FEAIA], BN SR AL T 4y < B Al S L], DFFE S RN T 48 H B Bl 1
LA B AN AL , 1 22 K B Al D9 BRS Be PR Hh B2 (45 5 B 1 A S P T 5 B D
AR Y BUAE TR ], (E AT 5 02 [ N~ 2 B B3 1 PR T o 1 1 S5 ) v
FHRETT T HWARER  AOHUINTR T FA A T A8 M B R S ARk LA ST ARSI T A

. BEMRNARFMRETE

(— ) P EE B A e 58 i ek o

T AF R 2 A BA B X 2 AR G At TR B 1R B9 s, B PR CEO B #E
RGN NFHEEFE ) 2 48 A A5 6 A%, 5K S0 i/ ik e R 5 o0 ) S 728 e S ik
IR AR ) (TE A AR 0555, 2011) o 55 ORI I, e 5 AT BABIF 9 78 I Ry 1 R A 3
ISR AR, T o 7 A B 55 5 R T A8 T 25 6, WA SIS R 435 S A B G 5 e i
1T THRIRA R SRR 59 o ] N = A AR R Z 8 b T SCHAT A3 7 3 i) AT BA 25 4 | AT A
PR R wh g B SR 07 45 5 T, A1 BAAA B TR 3 1 2 BN A O R AR S T — 2 Y
M (BUE I, 2009 ) o

B P = P A 2 B — B AR

S RIS BRI 1 i B AR |, N AIT 98 R AT SR B rh 7 e 4 AT B R B 5 454
SR N H 25T 5eAR R 5 T, AT 52 0 AT BA G R A <R 2 S B DR R ) e 3 b AR
AE BRI AT TIRREMEN 5

5 A HI AN 221 AR i A R R B — | X6 T e e R S o AR A R R R
TEAZH R i =, U HOEE G B Z A BA S B 52 vh , 200 1 T BA S vk i 2 i e 2
JEH 71 (Bundersonfl1Sutcliffe,, 2002 ; Harrison fliKlein, 2007 ) , S AT 9T 458 04 faj Bk sl A
—E.

B = X TR e R A B I 1R B R R A2 R R 2 B T A A AR P
HRKEH CEON I E 4 5 A AR R Z i I UM E T VB S stm s 2P R SR
KFR HEAC L RS R PGE & Z Al DY 5GBS 5 AR 2 20 B 52 i U G 3
B,

& & F B\ 20 77 B 034 1
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K00 WS R B, EEERIA R A AT R R SSIERFSY , 205 B R R A
WEFE b i F & B 2202 v, 8505 4 A1 AU 0 LS A Bl BB UL s R i =

() BUAT =78 AT A B Ty W A7 A 1 T R

Ry v B A BA RS 1 B 2 4 R 43, v 8 A B 3l D0 0T 5% 2 B R /=0 A T AR 5 o2 X B Bk
5% P S0, BT O 5 R R, IR T O v 5 T BN i R B A %) T i SR v 8 T A3 )
MR WAFTE— SR I A B NI ME ST H (] 8 ) ™ AR AP — B 22 5o

B EERNE SR RAE S 2D TGN 9RE ANOF T w2, B8 &=
A i A B 0 T O BURRAE 55 R AOR a8 PRI SR B 2z , DN ITTRZ ) 1 IR (R e ) (T4 2
TOFTF,2011) KR TIZ A e A S LR S A AT A R AR DR SR R TR R Y
TR s A BT Z rh RAT B O AR R 5 R BUAE N AKX T8 45
A AR EATT BRSO , B E 2 b S o 28 A RO T B O SC R 25 =
WA, A E M2 BOREE BB AR S rh i AN 280 A 5K
AN 2Ty IR AT AR R T 5 DL R A0 BRI Y 5 42

5 0 TG SR IR R IR I 2 oAk, JUHUR R RRSE =4 A BABFSE I F 21 b B 45
SR SRR LI G T AN 22 W B B i SR 1) 5 M) LA R AR 1R 2 R BRARRAE A W) 5 1R S0k
B G R 20 o R 1 3 BE AN 58 35 DA AR IE S R AT , REE A8V S AR S AR
(Oh%E,2006 ) S5 1E by B AW B3 5l A1 A BB RGN A B K Ji i [ 5K vl i 45 1A B3l D i 55
BN
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Dirty Work: Conceptualization, Measurement and the
Impact on Dirty Work Practitioners

Zhang Yan', Li Guiqing’
(1. School of History Culture and Tourism, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610068, China;
2. School of Management, Chengdu University of Information Technology, Chengdu 610103, China)

Abstract: Dirty work refers to tasks and occupations that are belittled, despised and disliked by
the society. As occupational stigma, dirty work has negative effects on its practitioners’ work attitudes
and behavior. The topic related to dirty work has been studied for half a century in the fields of western
sociology, psychology, medicine, and organizational behavior, but there is short of a systematic review
of dirty work research. This paper makes a brief review of dirty work research. Firstly, it introduces and
analyzes the definition, characteristics and classification of dirty work. Then it systematically induces
the measurement tools of dirty work. Secondly, it discusses the effects of dirty work on its practitioners
in three aspects, namely work-related identity, work pressure and work & social withdrawal. Finally, it
points out future directions in classification structure, measurement tools, antecedents and function
mechanisms of dirty work, and suggests that the quantitative, longitudinal, cross-level and local research
should be further promoted.

Key words: dirty work; stigma; ambivalent identification
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A Literature Review of Top Management Team Dynamics:
Based on the Process Model of Upper Echelon Theory

Wang Jin’ai, Li Danmeng
(School of Business, East China University of Science and Technology, Shanghai 200237, China )

Abstract: As the most influential group in companies, top management team is the makers and
executors of firm strategic decisions. Most of existing studies elaborate the effect of top management
team on corporate strategy based on static team composition or structure, and more ambiguously
understand the behavior process of top management team. This paper extends top management team
process model in upper echelon theory, integrates team composition, structure, and process into unified
generalized top management team dynamics model, and then makes a literature review of top
management team dynamics. Current research on top management team dynamics places too much
emphasis on single-dimensional static structural characteristics, so this paper deeply explores the process
and mechanism of top management team dynamics from the perspectives of dynamic process and
integrity, to deepen the understanding of firm strategic decision-making behavior, and then discusses
future research opportunities and directions in top management team dynamics.

Key words: top management team; group dynamics; upper echelon theory; team process
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