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Bk 45108%  65-76(20214E 9 A)

Wk T 14774 747 ya/ﬁn@ﬁ&%
— BRTAT I TATAETAT T A TA =2 a IFEH LT ——

& T &

1. 130 ®IC

INFTOMBET 17717477 — 3 (organizational identification) WF7ei%, _fir
EHE LTl E COTHERTH L F — 2 RMM 2 EOEFL NV ERNRIZLTETe —F
WAETI, 7 A A ERFRLIC, ZEHERER-ALTLHBET AT 7 47 4 (relational
identity) L BART A 7> 51 7 47— a ~ (relational identification) DFZEANEH & o
OHbo HELL, TOMBRLNVOERIL, ¥4 /8—=2 51 (Brickson, 2000), &R
FA1%2 (Flynn & Brockner, 2003; Flynn, 2005), #f&19451E (Johnson, Selenta, & Lord, 2006),
W (Gelfand, Major, Raver, Nishi, & O'Brien, 2006), 3 X OB B2 (Carador & Pratt,
2006) &, SESEFLMBBR LM AH7 07 7 —F L LTRSS 06TH S,

HATHRIERE —8, MR E—bE SIRENDMET A T 710 714 r—2 a3 id, LHEE
DHMEMTA Ty T4 T4 mEHEwmNERE LTS (Mael & Ashforth, 1992; Dutton,
Dukerich, & Harquail, 1994) . fE&HIT7 A4 7> 714 71 @ TlE, ADWZE, TBEN, 55,
PR, R EDMERA T T —ORICHSENVEDITTERT LI LI T AT~
TATATr—2ary R, MG TIE, 2oL ) A LHEZEOMREERL, k7147
YTATAT— v a VRETRES I, RSN TE. 2L T, £ oA, BT A
T YT AT AT =3 Y QRN M % 583 % Ashforth & Mael (1989) & Mael &
Ashfroth (1992) OEFAHMA L TE 7z 21U, HEWERICH T 2B (member-
ship) OFRZHANC & o T, WMAPEMORFEZNTILL, HOERTA2HREOZ L 2T, 0%
D, M7 AT T4 74— avid, FET AMIEICHT S — K% (oneness) RPTIEIE

(belongingness) DF2HIE LT Z S, ML BMAOMESEES KL TWIRELS
Zho COBKRT, MBTAT T A T74 75— a 3R TAT VT4 T7475r—2aro
—RELE R T 2L TE S,

T, M7 AT T4 7400 —va i, BAEHBOGEND%2%) (sense of link-

age) ThHH, HOZWMBHEHPHEO - L LTRMT 2 LHMNLRRELLFTZD
(Rousseau, 1998) . LHAIREEICEE L TS 21X, Fi@EMoT7 A 774 74 LMAL L

(R v Tay) it REIRERIEM IR JE R, e R SRE E SAR
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TOTAT YT 4T 4 ZRBAWPDLHEII—EEEL T AL LTHERT A 7> 71
T4 r—2ariERz2z5ZEDETHDL (Mael & Ashforth, 1992) . 2D & 9 R T 14 7
YTFAT A= a viizRiE, B0 X ) IZKEL 3ODRNICEETE B,

LoHIE, BITEREERENICER LR TH D, TTEITERIIONT, Mael &
Ashforth (1992) 12 & 2REMLZEROAMNT 2 &, MRS, MO & BEE, Mk~
O RR, MBI 2 BT 5N 5, MRERZ, MMEITER TS () RIFs i Tw 2
B & inik ZEE (Male & Ashforth, 1992) 76, ZrE4MTH) & kS0 TH) (Kramer,
1993), M RATEY (Duttonetal, 1994), AIEATZA~NOBY: (Dukerich, Kramer, & McLean
Parks, 1998) ¥ CTZIfICb/zoTnb, 2D0HIX, TAT VT4 747—>a v OFEEIC
EH LR TH L, IOMBET ATy 74 74— a VIIETE, 74T 7474
=3 aroOrGE LN T ERIIEE SN T hd ol 7285, EBOMEEA v —
(&, BEEBOEM—W, HEER, M, F5ES, ME—CRRCTA Ty T 71—
arvl, AWTFREDTAT VT4 7452522 ERHLPIZENZOTH S (Ashforth
& Johnson, 2001)s 32HIX, 7TATFT VT4 74— aryO%MEICER LR TH 5,
ZE, [TATYTA 747 =23 yORRH 6 B &2EBNIZ5HEST % (Dukerich et al,
1998, p. 245) | B 7 A 7514 7 4 r— 3~ (disidentification) &, [ZEEBROEBEIZL S
R HOE SR (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, p. 15) ] &) ABBRICIEH T 487 1 7~
FATAT—23 VIZOVTOWNERTH 5o

OFN, METAT T4 74— a YROFERE L DI, TOMRENRET LBI%D
SRALDHEA T VDD, TAT VT4 T4 BZEEPOLRGMAHEZE L TW5E720, (EROH
Rafad4s7 7u0—F23kd 515 (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, 2008) o F 7212125 X 9
12, TOMENT T 0—F L LCERLANVDOTAT Y TATAETAT YT AT A 75—2 3
YL LBLEREDTVDEDTH L, ZHLIL, BRTAT T4 74 75r—varbs52
ERWOMBET AT T4 74— a b HARATEDHE VMRS TR VDOPREFTH
Bo L72A 5T, RETIR, INOOMEOMRNER, A, MTA Ty 74 747 —
varvlkoEBRERATALEELIL, BET Tu—F & LTOMREICOVTHRET Lz,

2. EmMERELTHECHESE

Sluss & Ashforth (2007) 25208 L72BA4R7 4 7> 74 7 4 /- — 3 3 ¥ &, Brewer &
Gardener (1996) @ H &= ER (self-concept orientation) @ FAfREIN (relational self) 12
bEOWTEINTMETH 2% HEOMEEM L 747714747 —2 3 > O#fET
FNDHMANORENE M (Brewer & Gardner, 1996; Brickson & Brewer, 2001; Cooper &
Thatcher, 2010 ; 4 - AKH, 2013, 2016) | T& %, Brewer & Gardner (1996) LLETD*E43(
HEL, 7TAT 7474 0KTR [MEA—Fa (b L THSMER) |, TMEA—E] o
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T AT T4 74— a YIEOHER

HE1. BSBEER

G L~V HOB & H EAHli ORI AP W ERE ORI
(ZUN {EPNIY) HE (EPNLld3 H O
FIPNEEES BIPRIY & SR fthE 2
E 0 E Snilid) E iR E Shilldos E Bk $ 3

it Brewer & Gardner, 1996, p. 84 (HAFER : 4 - KH, 2016, p.20)

ME?2. BEBSE@METAT T T745—3>DORR

[Fi) 5 TWew sk HEL
(Coworker) (Workgroup) (Organization)

H e &R

(EPNE==25
(Individualist)
BAtREFEE
(Relationist)
ERIERE
(Collectivist)

Hidl © Cooper & Thatcher, 2010, p.528 (HAFER : 4 - KH, 2016, p.23)

X X

LB 2 T& 72 © 2T Brewer b, RENZBE»SBOME% 3KICIZy
L, TNETNORHERL 2L (KEL),

MFE1o Ly IcHCHESERIL, A (personal), BIfR (relational), #MHl (collective)
LAVIZT BN, &LV Lo THOMS, BOHEOMRIR, #Ek Faishiigo R
WL D, 72720, ZOFBIEHARNREATRE LTWwb 720, MREISIIRICB W TIEED
A A BNL EEZ 5NES, ZORMEIZH LT Cooper & Thatcher (2010) (&, #ikicH
JAHCHAENET ATy T4 7475 —3a v OBRERE2D L) IR L2, 22T
BRLELZOL, HER2058IE, MBI 7AT T4 74 75—ar08 =7y M2
EHLTBY, MBUAOHEWERCHENS 7T —@FEEN TV EVnEn) e TH
54

%% 2 TlE, Brewer & Gardner (1996) @ 3 WICHMEANF36HE, BIRFFE, £FFH#E
EFRBENT VD, BMAEREL, TAT VT4 747 =23y Ok L7200 ONF 0N
wThy, ZLZLMBHNTTA Ty T4 74 r—Yar$r2L3hvETFHENL, 20
—H T, BRFERELEFMEREL, TATVT4 7475 —2a 37560, TOMRIIRL
o 2F ), BBRERZIILFRCIH T b A TFAMBANL, EFIEHRZT T L O TMER~
ETATYTATATr—2arTL00F0HMESTZ %,

TR X, Brewer & Gardner (1996) 25 [HC/ 7TV €= 3 v O LV oZ4bid
HOWHT 2 R AT0@N2T T, flifE@l, B, Rk ComRBloE-2 KL T
(p.96)] LR TWA LI, 32OBHIHMEENIT ELVWHTH L, FWIEZIUE FA
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72 BIEEBIC3OOflTEZ 3XCTHLTEBH (Ashforth & Johnson, 2001), & F &F ZRRIE
K2 & o TNV OBIWEST I ERZ S, £ 5 0EAMENEEILENLEDTH S

(Baldwin, 1994; Pratt & Rafaeli, 2001; Gaertner, Sedikides, Vevea, & Iuzzini, 2002; Gardner,
Gabriel, & Hochschild, 2002; Sluss & Ashforth, 2007) .

DED XS, TATY T4 74 OBED SHMBATEI 2 M 5720121, 3 2D 3
TEERIZANDLVEDR DB 7203 L, TTIClRzLH I, ThETOMBET 17>
TA 74— a T, MEkEMBNERZIRESETAT YT 74— a v
RICEMRDP BN, BRL VT b BHBNENDT A 7T 714 74 75— a VITEBS
NTE7o A%, 2007 4F Sluss & Ashforth @AY AMR 12188 S LTIk, BAfRT A
TYTATAT =2 a YPRBIICER S NS L) ko7 LT, BEIFROIZE AL
Sluss & Ashforth (2007) #~NX—A & LTWwb, L7225 T, KEITIX, Sluss b D% H

BT ATy T4 74 ERTAT VT4 7 47— 3 VOERREZ FITOWTHETT
5o

3. R 7A T T4 T4 EEBRTAT T4 74— a>DIRAA

3.1, BR71 77171

Sluss & Ashforth (2007) &, 7TATYTA T4 ETAT VT4 7 47— arybw) ik
PHER D LA TIRAMICK I L TEbDN T b o722 f/fL, BBRTA Ty 7174 LM
BTATyTA T 45— ayOEEDTERAA TS, FHCEELZOIE, WkaL bEEH
FIZHEDNWTWBEI ETH D, T2, TITWHHRE L [HEBEOTOFREDEY Y 3

2RI 2 TR IR O &A1k (Ebaugh, 1988, p.18) | TH 1), Mk Z 4 2 AEHK &
Sx2bhe TNWZ, MEA U N=—DT AT T 14711, TOREOEIZFHLN, M7 A
TUTATALERTAT YT A7 42 WUETHANFHEZ DL, REOHWEERITL
0&%ﬁﬁ&ﬂin1wéﬁ%%&&%®%ybv—ﬁ:%ﬁ#é(&Mbl%%omgﬁﬂ
X, EIBIRE, AN AU UIRIC BRI S AAER T, I LRIV AR IUTER Y A7
LW FED EOMEMKREN BRI SEINLIDOTH D (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007) o
TROEEOBERS LT, BMRTAT Y747 41% [ LRIEET, FREEEFRED L) 2%
EIFROMEE (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, p.15) | ¢ EFEN DL, T2, MBRT7TAT Y74 741
[ bOBRMEZED L) bor] ELTRAON, ER—ET, FHE—FEE Vo726
—HRAN O BIBAFRICIRS 7, EEHLE—HE OMR L EHTBAEI O R E M & OBIfRIC
QWA SN B, ZLTC, ERTATY T4 T 413400855/l (KE3), 22
DREAMERE LY b DL S b,

FIME3E, EFRIEHTOMBRTA Ty T4 74 OEERLZODTH D, ERIEET
DBBRTA T T4 741, WINLEENRN—ZADT A 77 474 (role-based identities)
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T AT T4 74— a YIEOHER

X% 3. Relational Identity

Supervisor's
role-based identities
{e.g.. assign tasks,
provide feedback)

Subordinate's
role-based identities
(e.g.. crecte reports,
attend reviews)

Subordinate-supervisor

relational identity

Supervisor's
person-based identities
(e.g., considerate, fair)

Subordincate’s
person-based identities
(e.g., honest, agreeable)

Note: The dotted lines represent feedback loops.
Hidl o Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, p.11

EMAN—2ADT 14751474 (person-based identities) 75 7% 5, FEHRX—2AD7 A F
YT AT AL THEEOE L A R 2 B, flifE, 154, Bl#, MEEHAS A
Vv, & L CHef# (Ashforth, 2001) ] TH 2. 20—, MAR—ADTA T T4 T4 &
i [EE2GT 2 NOBANBEL] OZx v, 128 z21E, LRIOKREN-ADT LT~
TATAE, FAZOEN KT, 74— Ny 7O, I ER EHPEEINLD, b L
HBFEOBRT ATV T4 T4 BV OIS L EP R CHNERI S ND 2 LIl b, &
LT, ERIDBEANR=ZADTAT T4 74 2B ERIEE TS, BRI TSRS %
AL D AR LI L D720, AULFHEE L2 T2 i3 hneETFllsns,
L72AoTC, AR—ADTAT VT4 T4 DPEER—ADTAT 7474 %KL, %H
R=ADTATYTATADPMEAR=ZADT ATV T4 T4 5T 5 & o 72 BRI T
LDTH b,

Bz, Sluss & Ashforth (2007) OBRT A 774 74 - EFIVIL, FikD Brewer &
Gardner (1996) OHUMED 3 2DOL X)) (HAR=ZADTA T2 T 4 74 =HAL N,
BT AT T4 74 =BRLANN, BEXR=ZADTA T 7474 =FFLN)NV) I2ZhE
WIS L TWhe TOX)IMANR— A LFZENR-A2IET 2T 58R7 A 77147 48k
2k, EMETAT YT A4 T4 R FRICHER - EBT 5L RWRRICL, ALV EHKL
NV EIGE LT AUHEMEDSH 5 (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, 2008)

WRNT, BRTAT VT4 74 OB, —BbSNERT7 1477474 (gen-
eralized relational identity) & 4¥EfL S N/2FA4RT 1 7> 7 4 7 1 (particularized relational
identity) (2730165, 728 21, BIFIZEEBOTEA L LTOREGZDOIETHY, BE
FEEROMTBROLAE LTOAGE V) 2L THL, — I ERIIEBOT T LD
7o, BEME AR T/ZLEDZNETNOMBRIIBVT 1 DL Lo Et s zB%R T
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AT TAT4—7L2E, BTCK, MTFTDIK, MTER—%2F35L)10%5%, £
7o, INOIMHEISEE LD BRICH L, ERIAKIE, MTFBK, CK, DK, EXED
HEIRIRIC X > THEIL NIRRT A 7Y 74 74 ORERZELCERIE LTo—FKbsh
FRRTAT T4 T4 2METL2DTH 5,

RTDI, BMRTATYy T4 7413, HEXR=ZADTAT T4 74 LAR=ADT AT
YTATA, —BALINITA Ty T4 T4 LREASNT AT T4 T 4 OMHELERIC
Lot SN EEZ NS,

3.2. AR7A T T4 71—V a>

BERo X512, BRTA Ty 7 4 7413 [1REEROME] THL20I1 L, BR7 A7~
TAT A= a0t [EEEROB A2 A-HS (BEAY) OF517%ESR (Sluss &
Ashforth, 2007, p.15) | £ EFE NS, Thabb, MRTA Ty T4 747 = a i, A
WHEEDEEIARN O RIZT AT VT4 74 2o HUERE L CEORENTILL Tw
%7 (Aron & Aron, 2000), ZEIERE B OHTERICEDRERBL T3 20 2Mb 55

COMBEDOMEIZOWT Sluss SIFLLTD LI ICHENT WS, TA Ty T4 74 75— ar
T TN EZEE L MRENBIIC L > TREBSNL, 2F), BRTAT Y74 71 OBEIRE
FLEDPEITNIENIIE, COBRICHTETAT YT A 74 75— a idd VW REL S
(Aron & Aron, 2000; Sluss & Ashforth 2007, 2008) o 45124 A 7 Rt &) = — X % i 729 R
TAT T4 T4, EEPOBNINERALZINRTL, TOBERTA Ty T4 747 — 3
UIMRESIN D, 7272 L, EEELBIEO BN, ERITECHEMSS S L b
S, SRR Z LI ET LVELED L,

LEEIZ DWW T Sluss & Ashforth (2008) THUD LWF S NGB IEZMZ TELZL Thz
Vo BRI A = —OEFEHLET Ay 71F, RKEESEOHERLE T v L oBRN%
o (FEE) HOHEZHECERLTVWLI2L LNe v, T4y 7 OfFEORRE, 7~
FICRELMKIFEL T D (EBINEZEENE ) OIIHENTEH, TAY v 7137 v FOREEL
TENCE D LTOMEE & Thvy (JIRMWEDENR ). ZoMs, TNz EEE L)
FESHBIBRICH 2 LIRS VD TH L, FLwd s, TNENOHEERLERT 4 7
FATAr—2a YOREICEERY RITTZ L, BIfEiOREN—2LFAN—ZA L Vo2l
BT ATy T4 740G, —ILENTAT T4 714 LEFEILENTAT T4
T A Lo ZEREICEEL TWwa & Bbhb,

WE, BRTAT T4 74— a ik, K R WD, EN - ZENO T —
Y AR L7 TOEICEERIKEE B S b (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007). &L T, 4
B OBRDIET HIZONTEALL, KEBERICH LTRY 71 7IEHET 5138, BRT
ATV TATAr—OREIZM D, Lldvz, TEBESLTAT Y T4 74 7—2ar
(&, BRSEFICE D S § A CIEBAT O L L o Teigi et b o5 T8N
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T AT T4 74— a YIEOHER

WhHHIELENTIEWITZRVWOTHSL (eg, Aron & Aron, 2000; Dukerich et al, 1998) .
X512, HRMART AT YT 4747 —3 a3 (Kelman, 1961) EBBRTA 725714 74
r—3 g VR OBATIE R Ve 202 229w T, Kelman (1961) & [HFD L5 12k
D72y, HE5VIEHEBIZG Y 2w e Vo R HANDT ATy T4 74— aré, HEOK
EBRANDT ATy T4 74— a 3R b, - (g 2 N\OLFEOHREZFH I
S, BRSNS (pp.63-64)] LML T2, MRTAT Y74 747 =33 vig,
N4 OBRYE, FRICBERT AT 74 74 2R T AEENRN—ZLEANR=ZADT A T T 4
TADWMFIEREZHTTVLRICBWTHR LD LI SN EFR L)

4. BRT7AT T4 74 5—Ya EMBTAT T4 714053

4.1, BRL AL EHEREL NIV DR

KR LIZ 7 555, BEAF R E Rl ilkem 0 B <, Mk L CIIMBEEICH§ 2 2 >~
N—OFEES —REERDLTHMBT A T T4 745 —2a U EICHERSNTE, 72
B, GERD X ) BRI L VO TIE, FE—FHES LR8O X 9 ZhE ok R E
REE LRz, ZOMBEICK LT Sluss & Oiamid, RN AMBRIZER T 5720012
EEELT, BRLAADPEDLI)IZLTHEAL ANV EEML NV EHRAEL T 22 b5
2L L) ELTwA (eg, Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, 2008; Sluss et al, 2012), Z D712, 4
BTAT UV TATAETAT T4 74— a IOV COEIE, M7 17071474
r—a VIIROEEREICH LD, ThbLHERE L TMNEDITLZEATE LI,

M7 ATy T4 7472 a bBRTAT YT 4747 =2 a3y Olieb KERAMHER
X, €0y =7y b—HEICEREERE O OMF =1t F—) pehldbTF -4, #{F,
M, Mk E Vo Rl —IIH D, SHI, BMRTATY T4 745 —varid, &%
FHNR=ZLANNR=ZADT AT TATAZRNREL, TATY T4 74 5—varyz#llT
HOIRL TV D THAS (Aron & Aron, 2000) o BIR7 A T 74 74 75— a v, f#
ELRHCIRE L, Zo#ER, HEROBIN,S B 2SI ERT 5 Lo 2Bk
TATYT A TAPERSN, LS TWEEZLND,

%72, Sluss & Ashforth (2007) 1, BRL NV EHMBL NVOT AT 54747 — 3
Vx4 ODLEFEOEAS—AA AL (personalization), ®F AME)T (interpersonal attraction),
ZE#B (role transcendence), —f&1l (generalization) — % HW T L TW5, %1
DEMEOBLTTIE, MEET AT T4 747 =2 a VIIREPEAORETIZ R L, £H 70
I A T N= AL S NN O EEH 2 RO R E LTV L0 L, BfR
TAFYT 4740 —2a e les 2 TRABOMIERPEAMES TV 2 &8
RENDe H2ONNBHOBETIE, BIRTA T TATAETATYTA T4 r—vay
FEANOBEIZEPND LI RNET), BT AT T4 T4 ETAT T4 747— 3
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BHTBEROEBEIZE I ND &) £ EBELRBDLY % b0, 3 OREBROBLT
TIE, ML NVOLEEES L 0OEREHE T TIULTDOLFZMOREIRDY, 20k
DAH D LT L ¢ 1B % # 2 2BRI21E 7% 5 % (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, p. 17) Jo BA4%
LAV OB, BEIDE T LT ZOMBRESEBENEREL, #ET 200 Lk, &
BO—EILOBE T, THENNOTA T T4 T4 75— a yPEMEHANDT AT
T4 T A= ar~NE—fkib$ % (Ashforth & Johnson, 2001) X 92, F~O7 1 57>~
TATAT—2a il o THEFMTHAETHHIMWERRCA T T) —~DT7 AT T4
TAT—arPEINL, Sz IUE, NIEFEHREOERE LTz W) LT
Hbo TOX) B—bTOL AL, BRTAT Y TATAETAT YT A TAr—2ay,
AW GEY) 74T TATAETAT T4 74— a Bl TAONLIHETIE
B, LFLoE e, xS, ZEEEO SCHEND D,

DED Xz, IABBREERICEHTA2TA TV TATAETAT YT A T4 r—ar
Wrgeld, ZOHmWERE, TAT T4 74 7—2ary08 =7y e LTMEREZET S
A, Z L CHIBROGEZEMAITHIC L > TXBITRETH S, Lidwvz, BRLNVASER LA
MAN—ALT 2, TabbMAEINLI LA THICEZONL, KROF T, A LML
Vo BB L LNV EBELTATAT YT A 74— a YOMENT T —F L ZDONE
PEIZOWTEET S,

4.2. TAToT4747—2 3 @70+

MBS EODBTAT Y TATAETAT YT 47475 —3a VI A0%81%, SHEL
TETWD, 1272L, INFEFTEHLDWRICE S THLRIZENTELTAT VT4 747 —
Tarowitid, EBRICEFAEEE S o TBY, S F SFRRWERIC L - THEA L2 L
%Ltb?%&%z%ﬂéo%®tb CDEIBINVF TN - TAT T4 T4 BHRERE

IR 57 7a—F 2k 5L h, 2T, Sluss & Ashforth (2008) & Slussetal. (2012)
X, BR7A Ty T A 74— a v PRET ATy T4 74— a il ffkEnsg (b
LI %) WL, 2o—@Eo 7at 20BN #HA 72,
BR7AT T4 74— arid, EOXHICHE (BR) 74T YT 70— ay
WIS B D725 ) 0o &) BARIIZ, FBT & ERIOBRAE D X HIEHT & A#k O BRI
BERIZTOESL I D T2, ZOHIZEIZAH) e TNHORIEIIK LT Sluss &
Ashforth (2008) 1%, T & ERIOBBEZMELT, TAT T4 747 a @ 7ut
2 (identification convergence process) * ETF IV EEE L, O 70t 2 XM, BRI,
TE R AN AL E > THIERI SN, ¥ A7 OMEMKGEEE (BRI sMhE0) 7ok
% 4 7'M (prototypicality) (2L > CTHRUMFIFONL EFRLTWE (XFK4), BT HIZ, M
BTAFY T4 74— ary BT ATy T4 7407 —3 3 ORI, 3B - KIS - 17
AN Z AL Lo THENSN, YA OMELAFEE 70 MY A THIC K > TRESNSZ O
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T AT T4 74— a YIEOHER

X% 4. Convergence: Processes and Conditions

Converging processes
Social influence (—)
Relational . " Anthropomorphization (—) i R Organizational
identification Personalization (+—) identification
Affect transfer (<)
Behavioral sensemaking («+—)

Converging conditions
Task interdependence®
Prototypica]jtyb

#Inherent in the role relationship.
°Of the relational partner.

Hid © Sluss & Ashforth, 2008, p. 812

Tdh 5%

F72, Sluss et al. (2012) TlX, 7L ~—7 T4 Y TERET XY DEEOHFAN A 23—
ERMRIZLE T4 =V RHE»S, b0 7aov 2 - EFVHPEIENICHRET SNz TORE
R OYNTTNGTAT T4 7 A 3HEICHHMBY TIE R AN TH L 2 &, QBT
THESINTVWDL I, kA NN—=2y TREANMEENTWDE T EDIRIBENTZDTH
bo B, AOHCEHRD LAUIMBoO—BE LToTA 771 74 BRIZBWTIE, #
DEFRDIFEIIRELEEL TR D I EPVHRINIZ, TNODFRIL, BRebT7AT7 74
747—&37ﬂ%iﬁﬁ%%1%épk%%%%Zﬁmtf%t%%@ﬁ%uﬂbf,74
T YT AT A MOBITITREMS BCIETREE 2 &, —E0EmME R T 0LEZ LMD,

5. b 1) (C

RKEgTlE, BIRT ATy 7474 LBRTA Ty T4 747 =23 /220w, O
T, Meoz ﬁ%747/74747 varlopER OISR L TE 7z, 20
LEBL ANV OEMOIEMNERIIRAD LI IZF LOLN 5,
fﬂﬁk?/(T/T% T A= a YL, BAERICOWTH A REOIEEHBSIEE IR
ThbH %HW&ﬂ“R&t%:yﬁ:@%éﬂfgfﬁh AVN=DHfRT > T 7 A D
WTHSESZ ED L) ITERDT 2 0PI T TREICOWT, FelgEzdzoL
oo LWV Z, INFEFTOLIETIE, MW UIRICBIT 2 2 Y N—BOMEIEHT b E
SANBRO/S— b F— DRI &, A v N—OFBIER L OBIEE VAR T 5 512
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BEPHTONTE L 20720, B OTOBADOT A 7074 714 O&EKGEHRZ 5121
BRFAD > 720

fWh, BRTATY T4 74— aiE, MfEoFOANL & OMEIEHZ 8 OB S
LERERDPOBRT ATy T4 T A BB LIS HG R ERTARETHY, M7 1
T YT ATAICS EDEAGDEET B AR ER & O LBIZ O R AL L W IHH
WTAT T4 T4 r—arb3XKsnG, COBEPS, BRTATY T4 747 —
T a VIZOWTORIZEE, HAENTA Ty 74 714 Bima By R L 3208 k0OMET 1 7
YTAT AT = a YRR ORFRESTH Y, MR O N— Ml 4 NOREREE & 1TE) & FES 5
TeO DI AR TE B,

Sluss &Ashforth (2007, 2008) T EFESIN TV L EHI, FBETA T VT4 747 —
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