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1. iZC®I

A H, MERZE) & CBRBIAMEEE LML L CB Y, PRI
KR THBH, 29 Lz TRIDNA DI, MO HEZENZ HIEL Tz
Y hE= GBI R B IR ) N TH S (Pleffer, 1997) o %k 2 BULHKRII S 4% 7
filffE@i % & OBMA L LI L o THER SN TEY, Mk v\ — DLk
AR & BN - £ O BERFEOA—H L HO L2 EMIIH L, SHIT, T’
BEOAFEEEAIE S 2 LT, USRI 2B IE— B2 ), B s
N7WB X 2O GW 2B C2d I ik v I — USRI RTH D,
AT v b O — VRO BEEMEE F 5 T b,

EAR Ak D~ b e — LBigE T, MRS B ADRIZ BT 2 FIEDE L B
EWVITHRD L &, EXM0H DL T4 —< )V - 32 b E— U EEEA R T
Hotze T TEHLOEATIIRTIE, MMEELFEH S kL LT, EY
V= EAEREAL SN TFIE, MBS, eI vd— HE AT AL wo
TOEE R & o THMY R BB A 5 = X AR HIFIES R E SN TE 72,

EHS, MERa Y ha—)L - AH AL, OF Y HEEROTENCERENAT
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2 SRR 45447 - 448 A5

% &9 AT S M ETRF OMITALCEREALDOMAE, Btk 2 — b B o B
(&, MBROFIEZ T L2ERE 2 ) R, Z2TERLEON, 7r—
<NV aryba—VZF TR, £42 2 Fa—)b (Simons, 1995), Ry
a v hu—)b (Peterson, 1984), XAtz > b —)b (Ouchi, 1980), Hi#iny
v bu—) (Martin et al, 1998) O LI %A 7+ =~ - Ty Fa—
DEINERO LW TH L. BEOHMBEEZ 2L, 74—V -3 bu—
VeA YT x—==) - 3 ME—=LVD A= AN, MEHMMGRERICS LD
FTIid7Z vy (Ouchi, 1979)0 2 CTEEZL O, HkHEERO72DIZHR) %2
DY PO=) s ABZALN T+ =N bDOR, FThedb A7 +—<Ii
bDODEREDT BERPMTH L TH 5,

Iy bPu— VOBREEZPET HERICIE, HIETEL/87 4 —< v ADHIH
(Ouchi, 1977), 7075 24t T& %% A2 O#iPH (Eisenhardt, 1985), % A~

TIZBE D 58T X 2478 O #iPH (Govindarajan, 1988; Govindarajan &

Fisher, 1990), #ll & 747863 % 38l & 2 D TR 3 2 13
O (Kirsh, 1996) Z EDBIFoNTw5, TOZEEMEL T, KFoa
YO VIIRIZI Y P VDOERTH LAY v — O TI Y bu—)L
BRERML L) L LTwE. TOXME, (EEEORATOHRRILT AT
Tobo Mk > bo— V2l B EEROEBUI 0T THEER £ 71020 5
bOTH B4 0IL, EEBBREICTOW T Tu—FHFEREND,
COE)BH LT Tu—FOuREE, BAOTA Ty T4 T4 ETAT
VT4 T A= a YA R L7z Alvesson & Willmott (2002) & George
& Quin (2010) 2L > TREBENZE VR D, Lz TABTIE, FAD
TATYTATA EHEANOTAT T 4745 —2a v OBBREHL2ICL
CEMMET ATy T4 710 5—Ya vRE8EZ, TATFYT47414 -7
TU—FOEMEEHE T 5 L LB, BRAMEBT AT T4 74— 3
YBIGEE UMD Y b u— VTSRO B E T VB HINE T 5,
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2. Moy bu— L Eo & ARZEEN

2.1, Moy ro— oz

MMM T > PO —)URFZETIZ, T ¥ P I —LIZOWTHERDERD S <
N, WMIREIZL s THPL LD & 92BRIISESEThoTz, 72E 2UE,
LTV F—1CH ORI AT AR BEE TV —VEREDIL, BHTE2
& (Weber, 1947; Blau & Scott, 1962), ##kiZ BT 2 M8 A M O 5212 % A
L72% @ (Tannenbaum, 1968), #LiEkOME & L — VI & EFZ LzhbH
&, MERE T R/AMET 52 L (Tosi, 1983) D X912, & s LTodk
MBI SN T2 IV v, 22T, Mz bo—vaza8EL

DT &) G E L CORRMERMEORBILZ 1E05 9 &3 HW5Eh 0 &
NCEX=DOTH 5,

Flamgoltz et al. (1985) &, #ikT > b o — VBFZE % MU &5 0000, &

Wi, V=)l BOR, HEMRZ EOREEN A ) = XL 8 o TlEERS L <
LB R RV R AT~ b — Lo R & S b, HHERIEN T
&, EARLEM OFE, Wi, B, FFHl, 74— NNy soTuvRI2L5
T PE—VIZERDPUTOENS, £ LTl GCEZIHEIE, MkiCBIT %
BAFTE Z 2> ba—xtge L, BEREEORE, WIER - SMER A,
SHABERICE DT ba— VOB FEFERTLHDOTH 5,

Z Oz Y, Etzioni (1961) O@flfya > bo—ib, &8> ho—b,
MR T > o —)b, Perterson (1984) ORI > bu— ), JEMEN 2
ybhu—), FEEIZESTY ba—)b, Simons (1995) Oz bu—),
Bifla s ba—)b, 4oy ba—)v, MEMEHZ Y ba—)b, Ouchi (1977)
OATEIa Y bo— v efFERa Y ba—)b, 512 Ouchi (1979, 1980) DT

Blaybho—), Moy bao—)v, 75 83y ho—)b, Edward (1981)
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4 AR5 447 - 448 & Bk
OHfiay ho— )b, Mo bo—)b, B3 b0 —)l, Perrow
(1986) DEFER 7% SEAI NEME, B % 50500 NHIE, eI AHig 722 &
WHEE DA E ZIZBIPN TR BN L - T, Mika v b o — )L OER L
BE\ZDOWTERRR T H 5,

Bk X9 1R D > b — i, BIRE L COMEHEICL o TEEEE
OB b, Mo Y Fo— kv T HHIA SIS TIEL W
HOHmESNTELZD, 2 ba— VORBEEER ST RITZ B IH
7o TWb, L7z THIMT v MO — VOZERDITFIE— BRI IE Vv, —
BT, ariu— &R X DIRFISHERL L9 LT 2RICBWTCiddhEL
TeRBPHAET 5 (& - KH, 2013). IRFOMRT > bu— )L &, [HifkHE
MAERIELH5ED LCIE7at 2 (Eisenhardt, 1985; Flamholtz et al,
1985; Jaworski, 1988; Ouchi, 1977, 1979; Tompkins & Cheney, 1985) |, [#l##»
HEZERO 2D, AV vy =2 EBTEHROT L 70t R (Jaeger &
Baliga, 1985; Merchant, 1985, 1988; Ouchi, 1977, 1979, 1980; Snell, 1992) ] & &
E oy

O XD HERICIE, MDY o — VSRR BELZER AT S 200 b
TXETL5D0TH Y, FIIERBOERTIINEBRITE 28 U CHERHEE
BEND L) BRPLEZEEN TS, £ZTARTIE, Mz to—vz
G 2B S [HIO BIEA ER S ¢ 570012, (EEBITEI% 0T 5
IEEY] EEFOTLIEEL, T bE—UNRE L TOAMATENCERT
%o

2. 2. Moy rO—UiFRO%LE

DD X 2T ORTEME 2, Zhkatlika > b o— oI
Lk IR LD LT DL ) —@D/3Y — D2 Do (mniy 2k = ~
= UIFFETIE, 72 & 21X Taylor OFHFAIE LR Weber OB Rl D
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£912, FIHERO BB OINT & 7 28 N DI AT 8 2 EREREN - &
B35 L CREMMICHIFSELZN LSS FESTIY) Lo TEzbwnz
%o ZOHROWIETIE, HIROIEREH T > M1 —) (Peterson, 1984), F4&
2> hu—)b (Simons, 1995), 75 »#a > ra— )b (Ouchi 1979) 7% & ®
I, EATH EEEH - BET 3 Pu— LORRERO LS L,
BEATE ORI R4 L, ITEICEENSA L ZWHEN T Y bo— )V 3R
DINFOENTE 72, b5, GHNIT Y PO — VERIERERER GRS &
DEA YT A =NV RMEZ PR L 720k L, BREOZOHROFETIZA ~
74 =<V OEZEE LT > PO — UEFZEICI) AL S L Lo T
H5o

COEI BT =N - arba—eA T =< TY FO—)bEW
9 o 5 3 1 id (Anderson & Oliver, 1987: Jaworski & Maclnnis,
1989), fEROMET » ba— VIR, 74—~ VR EFHT 2N T 7
o —F 705 (eg, Blau & Scott, 1962; Weber, 1947), =it 7% 2 Ji = #kA L
DO ¥ T 4 =X NVEOEEMARRHE S L Loz NHBERmN 7 70 —F
(e.g, Blau, 1956; Etzioni, 1961; Tannenbaum, 1968), #fk= > ra— )L o4&
PEZRIUNARSE T B L) IRLPERTY 7 7’1 —F (Eisenhardt, 1985; Ouchi,
1979, 1980; Perrow, 1986), €L CT7 4 —~ W& A ¥ 7 5 —< IVIHEOMHEAE
Mz ERT A2MEERGRNT 71 —F (Simons, 1995; Windener, 2007) ~&
BITLTEbDEEZ OGN, LA T Tu—FOay bo— Vgl
X, EDL) WENRH I NN THY, 722 E7 - VHELEET S
PHEVS TAMMARME T 2bE A v 7+ =< HEEEHEEL TR 5 b T
2V

29 L7k T v b u— VRO BEIE, RIS B 5 AL L
I EHALL TE 2LV HMNTIB o TV B E VR 2 Lk, 20
FEFE AP DR N, BRI & ARRIVHR R SR OEFIIG LT, AT
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WFECIE, 74 =< WEICd EOKIFEARIL L 2R ERT 57+ — <L -
ayha—=rb, ANHMELMELERST LA 7 +—<) - ar ba—),
B2 3 b — VIR PIC L o TREEND L v ) RIUKAE 2 >~ o —
W, FLTT A=A Y T+ —<NDDEL ST L FNS DML
HEFAICEH LMEERRNT Y O — VA \OEERA SN D,
PHKIE T v M E = VICBT RS IR, A YT A=< s AH =KL
WEparira— kb, HEISHE - BT 7 4+ —< L - a v b
O— VEWIZE R & LT &7, METIUL, AMBR@mN T 7 a—F 2388 L
TH5a >y b= ViR TH 2 NHATE ZBHEL &5 LT H5HAEDT L2
BIbNThawDThb, 61, MBEICBWTEM R Y bu— )L 2k
BERIZFEATT 2720121F, BEBARI AV y—DLH)kartua— L3 54l
(controller) OWBOAL ST, HEEEOLI Ly Pu— L ENLMHl (con-
trollee) & bERE L 2T IUE %L 5%\, LA > TEHRIZBWTIE, EEAED
RN 72O~ e —VIEED#H 724 T Ta—F RO b b,

2.3. Mz b VDT ATY T4 T4 - T TH—F

Alvesson & Willmott (2002) & George & Qian (2010) (&, Hidkd X 9 7
T PE—VRRTHLUEEROBESREL T2 LIS L, Mk~ b
U= VD7 7u—FE LTEADTA Ty TATAETAT YT 474
F—2aYIEHTRLEDRHL LT LTV E, MlkT AT T4 T4 LT A
TYTAT A= a yOETIE, MEkIEA O N—DOHTERIIH L TEE
kE % R72 L THY (George & Chattopadhyay, 2005), #iko—B & LT
HONZFTBIECHEEOBANC L - T, HERIZAGOHZEL Y bHlEoH
Er@EiL, BMALHEBEOBEN T 52 b%E 2515 (Dutton et al,
1994; Pratt, 1998), 7225, Mk > Mo —VBIROMIIZBIT2MADT 1 7
YTFATAETAT YT A T4 = a y OBBROEEL, £ OWRED
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kLWt b 5§ (eg, Barker, 1993; Barker & Tompkins, 1994;
Cheney, 1991), HF N iEm SN T o7,

— 7} Alvesson & Willmott (2002) 1%, fFREFRMN LGP OTA TV T4 74
i (identity regulation) 2SBUCHMGRT ~ ba—vodb ) FThHhbE Lz,
Weold, 747747 4 BRI T > b u—v e LTHREEY 5 720121,
TARA=A, MBATA T T AT A OHER (TATYTAT4 - T—7
identity work) 2SIEHICEEZ L 54, K5 113, Alvesson & Willmott (2002)
PRHERELTOTAT Y TATADPEEINLETOLAZELLZLDTH
o TAT YT 4T AHHNE, SHIZBY MM PO—VOEELS Y )
ThY), TATYTAT4 - 7= 271 3Mika > o — VGO FB A OfE R T
Hobo TLTHATAT 747 41%, 3 EXFIWRRAZEHTY, ok
ATHRV)S, REMABZEREE DO D TH S,

RKE1. 747747 48H, 7477474 -T—2, MAOTATYT474

TAFVTATA
paxil

TATYTATA

il Alvesson & Willmott, 2002, p 627
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George & Qian (2010) (&, AN &HIENE L ZH)EE S D &) JeATiige
OIREITH T B8EM A5, av hu— L% [k EAOBEL X OHELH
By L 7uvr X (p.163) | EHEEXRL, MOy bu— UAREL T
5 L IXEN L HMBEOBIRIC K DHERTH S L Lz SHITHEA &M%
&, BWATEOBHETHET ATV T4 TAIHEINLEARARLTND, £
Z T George & Qian (2010) &, #H&BWT7A T o714 74 LT AT 741
74— a YIIRIKIRL, 3 PO VAR THLEADEF N—2 3 ¥
DBEPLTAT YT 47 412b e a3 a— )b (identity-based con-
trol) OREMEEFEL T2,

DEDXHIESE, TATYTAT4 - 770 —FICEHMilEa > ba—v
BROBADRA SN TN D, 72052 2 TR L 2FZRIC BV T b IRE IR &
NTwb, 3 Alvesson & Willmott (2002) OHWf%EE, KA MEF > OT 7
O—F2HMAT250THY, OO GIMFRERLBEEST L2 Fo—)
DAY T F =< NVERMETH L7280, 7+ =<V ARMEIETEEL TRy, FE
B, REEB T A TV T4 T4 ORBEICBWT, BBHNAESHF, 20 5hzv—
W&o THEREDORERITEISHE SN S T LI BIZEHEC v,

Z L T George & Qian (2010) SV T AT T4 7 412b&DLav b
O—VORRE, HEBPMBRICT AT Y74 7475 —2 a3y LRTIET
LawboeEzond (& - KA, 2013), 2F 0, ks idttamr A7
CTATAGAMKIRL 72T ATy T4 T 4ICb DTy ba— VoFEBHE
B L TWaE A, ZIUIEERPHMBIC T A T T4 74 75— ar L
TISHEEL 2T THI, UTTRINSOBELZT R, M7 17>
T4 74— arkfliiar huo— VoBREY XY EEICHRES 5o
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3. M7 AT T 74— aryEfikar ru—

3.1. M 74T T4 74 r—2ar

MR T 2MADT AT 71474 7= a i, RG> S #ER
NCT&7T7—~Tdhb, Barnard (1938) (&, HEHEOKRENZFHBT 5B,
AN EAREANE &) BBLE N LAS, TAT VT4 7475—2ar0
EEMAS ML TWA, Simon (1945) &, 7A T Y74 74— a g
BREIZ BT 2 lifE R 2 & BIFR$ 2 L8 XCT w5, F 72 March & Simon
(1958) &, BADHBET ATV T4 747 —YardnETsaLMmMAL
HAROAGE BEA—H T2 L &2 mEL L TOURL TV, 2O &) Uil
WamOEBZ LY, MET AT 74 74 7= a y 2 EA LB BE—3%
WL E AL THIRIE R I N T WD (eg, Brown, 1969; Hall et al,
1970), 9 L7z#i&T A 7 74 7 4 r— 2 a YIRZEIET0EMRDIRE R L <
Wiz,

Ashforth e al. (2008) 2 & % &, Albert & Whetten (1985), Ashforth &
Mael (1989), Dutton et al. (1994) @ 3 DDHfZEAHS, #E 3 L MEkHIZB W
THET AT T4 74— a Y PHOEHSNGE L o7z W D,
COZEIZELTER (2013) &, ME&T AT T4 74— a YEIRAH
7272 BB &M 2 72D 1%, Ashforth & Maeal (1989) 25tt&07 4 72 7 4
TA T TU—FER) AN LICLDHRTH L L9, Ashforth &
Maeal (1989) &, 7A T Y74 74— a3 v ORMGMEICES % H T,
M7 AT 74 747 =23 v RIS 21K (oneness) &JR)E
% (beloingness) D4 (p.21) ] L) EFX IR L7,

flz ST A T T4 74— a YOERDVPIREENT WSS, Ash-
forth & Mael (1989) DD TIIMEET A 774 74 7r—a v DR
M 2B L Twbd ey IEERNA SIS (Blader & Tyler, 2009;

2
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10 TR 2245 447 - 448 & 067
Rouseau, 1998)'?, 2 2 CARTIL, MMM 215 % & T 72 Ashforth &
Mael (1989) 2 L7295, #M#&T7 A T 741 71475 —> 3 »% [HERICHTT
%—AKJE (oneness) &JmIEIE (beloingness) DAl &35,

3.2, M T ATV T4 747 =23y OFATERLHERER

MEET AT 74 747 =2 a YR L S TRk, M7 A7 71
74— a yOETER EAERERZ RS 2MRS TR E kot TIHM
W7 AT YT AT 47— a3y OFATERIIRE HRIER &8 AR 2R 2
TSN B, MMMERICIE, MEWE (Mael & Ashforth, 1992; Smidts et
al, 2001), ##kA A —< (Dutton et al, 1994; Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004), #1
MO & B (Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000; Carmeli et al, 2007; Mael & Ash-
forth, 1992), ##IEOFHA (Edwards & Peccei, 2010), #ifk=T I 2=/ —
v a v (Bartels et al, 2010; DiSanza & Bullis, 1999; Riordan & Weatherly,
1999; Scott, 1997; Smidts et al, 2001) 7 &2 % MAMZERIZIE, B LA
o HEERAfifEO—3 (Hall et al, 1970), ALK ERENK (Mael
& Ashforth, 1992), ADT7 A 77 4 74 (Albert et al, 2000; Ashforth et
al, 2008) 7 EHFEITHN D,

MEKT A 7274 747 =2 3 OFTEROMIE, HEREAMER I
M3 2N L e vorBlikE Bb s, B2 2L, MlkT14 7074
T4 —vareEmos ikl LT, MAWER LD ORI X 20
52 EIBLHATRITONTEZRAETHS ). I TEELOE, HMEZER
ERES TONRXBEAOMBRI T 2T A T2 74 74 7= 3 ¥ OREDE
T 5%, RGN ERIE S TR T IUREAOMBANOT A 7 T 4
TAT =2 a Y ORENTRLNPTH 5,

M7 A 7T 4740 =23 Y OFREREZI D> TWEA, 1
i, WL, EREN BT RIS L GlEia Iy P b

10



MR T > b o — VRIS OR 72 %7 Tu—F 11

MY BHEAIRENT VDo 728 ISR T ATy T4 7147 —=a» LT
WA, REMEERML, MBO—BELTOTA T T4 74 HIEHE
ND7-0, M#OR % B5OBY & L TheTHEIT D2 (eg, Ashforth
& Mael, 1989; Mael & Ashforth, 1992), Z1W 2, MO 2 N—1Z L) F
EREUMMRICEBKL LD L7 2EMkb R £ 2 (Ellemers et al, 2004) o Ak
TATYT A7 47— arid, MlPEGHEEREORBERITE 2 HE (Ash-
forth & Mael, 1989), W&ia %z m L3¢, WHEROMKT S5 (Mael&
Ashforth, 1995; Rousseau, 1998; Tyler & Blader, 2001)

Z oM, ZESMTE) & 1R ATE) (Kramer, 1993), Fr@#L#&~ O ST
B (Mael & Ashfort, 1992), #li&ii 4Ty (Bartel, 2001; Dutton et al, 1994;
O'Reilly & Chatman, 1996) ® X 9 ZflfRICE > TEFE LWATEI &, RIETS
~ @ B 5 (Dukerich et al.1998), k% 126§ 2 # I (Jetten et al.
2002), SAL&M717E) (Aquino & Douglas, 2003) 7% K DF#ikIC L > TE F
LA BWITEIDSZET 5 b,

3.3. MET7TAT T4 74— ar0S5EE

WAEOHBT A 774 74— a VIR TIE, 7TATY74 747 —
v a VHBROLZEWIERE SN T D, IMOMET A T 74747 —2 3
VIR, TATUT AT 4= a rOxR e U E T A M4
EHFVEBLTI Doz Z1UIH L, Foreman & Whetten (2002) &
Johnson et al. (2006) &, XFEK 2D X H2, MErEEO TVER»LS 25D
DEL, MADTATYy T4 747 —2a v RETHHHBEANOER L 2D H
BEXHLTWD, BFvE, WO T A 774 7475 —2 3 YWk
FHBEEDOLDINTETAT Y T4 747 —Y a3y &2EFRICL T
A, OO NIEEOER T RbbF— 24, HM, FHERREIELT
BY, £ LEBENIRFICEROERCTA T T4 74 7= a > 35D

11



12 AR GA2E 447 - 448 B 0F 75
HFE2. ANTHEEEHEET A7 7471

ANTEET AT T4 74

MW7 A 7> 714 74
4 Ashforth & Johnson, 2001, p. 33

»/C\

N
%

CHLETATYTA T4 7= a YRROSEEICE LT, BEOHIET
WEAFICE M 25 H S T & 72 (Albert & Whetten, 1985; Ashforth & Mael,
1989; Pratt & Foreman, 2000; Rousseau, 1998) 74 7> 74 74 7 —3 3~
DRFE LTHME, HEREOTAT Y T4 747 =2 a IZB W TEERK
HELL TS (eg, Riordan & Weatherly, 1999; van Knippenberg & van
Schie, 2000), Ashforth & Johnson (2001) (%, A& X ) BELEGEEY LD
WEANOTA Ty T4 74 5—ay, $ebbiMo—RELTOTA TV
TATADPHBEO—BELTOTAT T4 74 LD RLEL, Zh
BT AT YT 4T 4 OB (identity salience) & IFA 72,

T, HBMOXD B TERNOTA T 74747 — a2, #ikL~
MNOTATYTATAr—2ar X)W TR, EEROBIELITE

12
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LD IEAEICTFHTE S L) 2E D H D (van Knippenberg & van Schie,
2000)o Z D Z £12OW T Bartels et al. (2006) & Riketta & van Dick (2005)
&, PERBRITHMRZ DL DI, (BN =TI\ TAT Y T4 747 —
TardAILERHLMIL TS, D EICK)VTEBEMORIL, ZNh5 ik
WOTHERTH > T, HADHIRIIN T LT ATV T4 7475—2a>0
BIEIEEE 5.2 5 w25 (Mael & Ashfroth, 1992)

3. 4. WMBETAT T 4740 —a OS5k

1) B7ATFvF4 715 —vav

M7 AT T4 74— arid, M3 2 RERBEEH#RTH Y
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Mael & Ashforth, 1992), [ (#lffk& L <) bivbiLix
fifgh] LM T ATV T4 T4 DEAOHCHMEIIKMEIND Z L2 HE
B35 (Albert et al, 2000; Dutton et al, 1994)c Z D IZBWTHKET 1 7
YTATA =Y aviE, MATAT YT A T4 BT AT YT AT 4 Dl
WA O 2 EZRTODOLEZ DI L HWEETH S (Rousseau,
1998)0 L7:A%-C, MiREMIZ L CHOZEFRL, MK & HA 0GR FEHE
RmESTLT AT Y747 47— 3~ (disidentification) R L H L L%
Z 5N % (Dukerich et al, 1998; Elsbach, 1999) o

BT ATyT174005—varid, ffE~O7A T T4 747 a
JEDMRVIREEClA R, 2024 T7A Ty T4 7475 —2arLhnkndjl
WICIZH 5 (Dukerich et al, 1998)c 74 F> 574 74 7= a v IZOWT,
Dukerich et al. (1998) & [TA Ty 74 7 47— a Y HRE B % BT
W2 BEd 5 2 k| (p.245), Elsbach & Bhattacharya (2001) X [MEANT A 5
CTATAEHMET AT T 4 T 4 OMOBIGENCS E O HEHMRE, B
5 H 5 LMD B BN RN S 7 T —bicb £ O HTME] (p.395) &

EFRLTWh,

13



14 FLRREH 255 447 - 448 &Pk
MK3. TATFYT4 74 7—a YPREFIL

TATYTATATr—23ary

{5 =

Za—bF7V [E
i TATYTAT7475—ar TATYTAT7475—ar
JA B A
N IES
5
v
>
14
“7‘_.
Pl
7 GV 2 B 72
; 74Ty T4745—Yav TATYTATAr—>ay
1 ik
v
El =)
y Q

i : Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004, p. 6

ME3WE, 7TATYTATAr—2ar 7477474 r—vark
WCHIET A T T4 74— avDI A4 TR LIZbDTH L, FHETX
&%01F, Za— b7V EBEKRZ (ambivalent) 74774 7475 —a>
TH»HHo H#FIE, MR L URBECHBIEEZ B L TV A EE L, Mk
EHRTETHEL THOERE B 42 ) EMRWIKETH 50 WICEKRZ T A
TYTATAr=varid, MISGESTAT YT A T4 5= ar Lahb
bHOEROEIGH 2 HHEE 5 < b D TH %, Kreiner & Ashforth (2004)
DILIRE T IV, #O Kreiner et al. (2006) OWFFERTHEAMENLT ATV T4
T4 - 7 — 27 OENALE W (differentiation/segmentation), it & 1t ik &
(interation), F7fLEEEE (neutral/dual-function) &9 3 kW& & BAFRT 2 b
DEBDbND, BBBBOLHICTAT YT 474 - T—21%, Alvesson &

14



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 15

Willmott (2002) 2HRE L7274 774 74 BlohEE R LTB Y, Mk
oy bua—) bk L CTHIEICHERES 5 72O ICIEAT R TH %,
TATYTATA - T=27IZBWTH 1 OEFLERIE, 8AAHS % ik
POYNEELCTAT Y T4 74 2HERT LI LETHD 2 DAL
&, P SEREINLTAT T4 745 LFHEERT A 72 7 14 7 4 23
ANTATYTATAEEIN, M7 ATy T4 74 DMADTA T2 74
TAWMYAENE L THD, 83 ORVALEIEIE, MRS 22 &1
Lo THADBBEDT AT VT4 74 Kb X9 IHRK & 1 7 R i
MEERO Z L Th Do P LI IR LM & e S LmE D &5 512 b 1T
LRTWEWI Ao ENE, 2F ), EJMLEKIEI=2 - I - 7
ATV TATAT—2a v EWT AT U747 47— ay, et
BWWT AT T4 74— ay, WAL T AT T4 71—
va v EBRLTW A,
CZFETOTATYTATAT—2a YT AT VT4 TAr—2aro
LD, B CRA LT A T 71 740 5= 3 v OB ST ER
AE— AR B CHREBROMBANDOTA TV T4 74 7= a3 v ORE
BN ERAONL EEZ NS, TOLI) AR, BMAOTAT T4
TALTATYTATAr—2a v OEART ATy T AT 4 - T—7 kw9
MBI BEAT AT T4 T4 OBERDPDPIIBI L DNLENIIE ST
WEENDLTHA)o LA L%AS, Kreiner & Ashforth (2004) Tld KD
R FRRIZ LR T, MK 312 X B EPEBER SN L IOV THR
DB ENTWELDOD, W7 AT VT4 747 = a Y DHERICO 725 34
RERICB L TXIZE A EAL2IZE N TV R,

2 BR7ATFTvT4 74 r—Yavy

b9 1o, FEOHBT AT T4 74— a VIR THEESINTNSD
X, BfR7 A 774 74— 3~ (relational identification) TH b, =

15



16 AR R o755 447 - 448 & 0F 5
NETOMBIZBILTAT Y TATAETATY T4 7407 =23 WiRk
(&, BBEFEREM, MikE VO ERILNIVICESEH TTE L, ORI,
TATY T4 7 47—2arorgs L Toxt A (interpersonal) L OVIEFE
#WENTE72 (Sluss & Ashforth, 2008)c ADT A 7T 74 7 14 1%, fFHL
4 (L IR 8B AEEICL s TR S NS (Stets & Burke,
2000; Styker & Burke, 2000)o Z 728, H#KNME & ORIRS 2 OBRICE
FAEHIBADT AT Y74 7 4 1B 2 LHESNDL. 20O L) il
2B D HEEROIE DS, BRT AT T4 7 47— a i [HEEIGR
IZBWCTHD A HEET 5 2 & (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007, p.15) | &5
w®OF SN2,

W ODOIFETIX, V)= — DI ENET A T T4 74 75— aro
EELVERENTH LI LD E SN TS, Shamir et al. (1993) X, HC
BE2H5 (self-concept based theory) 12 &0 &, EHOLE Y ay, BHWAH
BofoR, £EOZ00HCHEENTE 2 E0h ) AX) -5 =2y T EH
WY ITENALNDYE, T == RmTHET A Ty 74 714 %%
L, HOMAIZZ L2 LS & LTV 5, Shamir et al. (1993) Tix, ) —
F=~DTATYT4747—2ay blfif~OT AT 7474 75—2av
BRIV ELZLZMETHY, ) —F =Pl ERETLHEEL LTHRENS
Vit MaE—HERS L N5, & 5|2 Shamir et al. (1998) & Shamir
et al. (2000) &, V=¥ —DEHDOTA T 7471 AEHAL, LAMMER
BRI L 2T8 e B2 %) L&, BTIEIHENTA T T4 71 2T 5
Zr EHNOTA T T4 74 7= ay) 12k, £EISHT2HCRD
A E B LIBRT W5,

F7-Slussetal. (2012) 12X oC, V=TT AT T4 747~
aryhRERICH T AT AT YT A4 74— a VICBATY A 70 e ANR
ENTVD, o, HAMEZMNRICLARRIZEZE LT, A E®

16



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 17

7] (supervisor) XA T ATy T4 74— a v, IEHEER (affect
transfer), &M (social influence), 1TEIYER ST (behavioral sense-
making) (2SN RO 7T & 4 TP (prototypicality) [CFHEE SN S,

L) —HEHOT UL AL LIZOTH L. HHOWEIX, V) —F—%ER K
FED L9 RN O AFBRIZOW TR L TR vy, BER7 17>
TATAT =3y OBEERIFL L 2WPHET A T 74 74 7 —
Va ilEBRENS T U R WO NI Lz, BEOMBET AT T4
T4 =2 a YIIRITRIET 5 L 2ABD R kv ERLeL, BTA T
TATAr—va vtk BRTATY T4 74— a Y SRIC b 25T
FRIZOVWTEDH T VRSN TR VOPHIRTDH %,

3.5. M7 AT T4 74— a vy EHllika > bo— ViR

Dtoimz T 2, RECTIEHET A 7> 74 714 7 — 3 a3 Yi5edsik
Iy PO VEREICED L) AR E LS TR Liove 9, M7
ATV T4 74— a3 Y OFATERERRERICHEL CUTOZ EE 2
55, A& HIZ—3 (Hall et al, 1970) 122WC, Mz bo—
WAL B ESERAE TR ATE 2 105 2 L2 BRLTwab 720, 2
Y a— VORI FERIC X o THEA SHfO BEDS—3T 2 FRsko b
bo 728 21E Ouchi (1979) 1%, 7 v RBlary ba—) - XH = X LHEYIZ
A S AUIEA & A#EO IR =T 2 L LT 4o

Mk I 2=/ —3 3 (Bartels et al, 2010; DiSanza & Bullis, 1999; Rior-
dan & Weatherly, 1999) 22V Tk, 2> ba— LD ¥ 4 T2 &k o> THEH¥EE
W OE % %S 2 HEPR R L7290 (85K, 2011), MfkaIa=r—va
YRMBANITI 2= — 2 a YOMTFAIEDY ) H. % LT Alvesson & Will-
mott (2002) & George & Qian (2010) Dk X 512, Mk~ b —
DL LZHEHPBEADOT AT T4 74 OFERDE o PIFIZ%IE

17



18 SRR 447 - 448 & BF5

(Albert et al, 2000; Ashforth et al, 2008), 2~ Fa—1LDdH ) F1EANDT
ATV TATA RN LCHET AT YT 4 7475 =2 a VI ALPDORELR
H257259, L7zsoT, #ika vy va— Va7 A 774 74 7 —
va Y ORTERIC, METIUE MRT AT T4 74— a3 vk a
U= VORERERIZR Y ) B 2T, MfET Y b u— VAT 1 7~
TATAT =3 YOETERTHZ L HETIE, M7 477474
r—rarBbaBEmE, BERER M Iy M A v M lCHa v

NI —VHSE R BB S IS SN B W REE D S o

WIS, WET ATy T4 74 r—2a v OSERICEELTUTOL) &2
ENEZOND, MMRIISHE HIEE O TRERIC L > THER S LS 720,
WIRD Z L7295, BRICHEME R S O KBBSRIC B Cldke s v a ) X
L Lo RENER O BEA—BAMBO S H 2 W BN D 5. SOk
Yav - u—7—varRKPNII A= a v ORELRES L ST LH
PORDPRESN TN 20, SBROMBET v b — VEIEORFEE, 72L& 2135
EEDHREE THERO S 50 BEZ BT 200 % L 0 i HE§ 2 052
BH59 .

WBIHIRT A 7714 7105 =2 a v OSFEIZOVWTIE, &) bUIiEE
BHAIZD &< Alvesson & Willmott (2002) & George & Qian (2010) @
Mk v bO—VORRRTIE, MT7A Ty T4 74 5= a v EEBRT AT
TAT A= ayREEINTEVD, HitzfiEary ra—-ro7 7
O—F L LTEADTA TV TATAETAT VT AT A r—ary&28AT
BERITIISREMEE VO BRI M Z LR b A, MBI B SR
OREIL, FLEMBET AT T7 4747 —2 3 VIIRTH THICRASLTY
VDS, SHROMFEICBCTIIMET A 7Ty 74 74 75— a YR~ OER
L RWEICBE, MBTAT T4 74— ay, BMRTATY T4 74
r=vav, WrATy74 747 =23y ERANICIEETE 2 HmET IV

18



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 19

OHESEHREL LTI TV eV LI,
4. ffka Y vO— VERRE EHEER T A TV T 4 T 4 &)

CCETHI Y PV EHIET A T T4 74— 3 VICHET A%
DR EREERE L T&E 2o TTH2HICBVT, BFOMMT > ba—)L
W7EClEa sy b= VoOMRTH L ABITEIT 2 b BEHEROBEAREL T
WarZE ZTLTBEADTAT Y TATAETAT YT A 74 7= avil&k
LT IO —FOLEEERIERH L SOOI LR EATHEIEMT
&, MBET AT YT T = a Y ORATIIREBMBIL, MEEOHIZIEBT
AT T4 74 0—vay, BRTATY T4 74 r—vay, #7457~
TATAT =2 a YEITRIEL TV 720, L )BRENRBEGRE T VHLE
ThHobIEPRENTze RETIR, SHEMET AT T4 747 -2 a v
S BT 5720 OB E T IOVEEEEIZIANT T, Brewer & Gardner (1996) @
H O &I (self-concept orientation) & Brickson & Brewer (2001) 7 A
T 7 4 7 14 FM (identity orientation) BE&ZME L, fEEEHSIZL &0
Ml T >~ b o — VI O PRI A 2 $R T o

4.1. WERTAT T4 74

Brickson (2000) & Brickson & Brewer (2001) (&, Brewer & Gardner
(1996) @ B A& (self-concept orientations) I2d & D&, TA TV T4
7 4 &M (identity orientation) & W #E&x et L7z (4 - KH, 2013),
HOBSEmE, [TA7Y 74747 = 2 VOBRTENLBWAOREES
fg@im] Lz 5N b (Brewer & Gardner, 1996; Cooper & Thatcher, 2010,
p.519), Brewer & Gardner (1996) (X, WA ED, /R EAELLTO
HOEEMD A N—L LTOHT (two basic loci of self-definition) & V29
A OHFOTIHR 2 B L, s ABRL V2R T, HOEROR

19



20 FLRREH 255 447 - 448 &Pk
L% A (personal), BH4% (relational), 4[] (collective) @ 3 IKICIZH I}
TWwWhe IS 3D0OHCKARNO®E N T H Ol 3R, B, 4m
FREOMETE LD 2DODHELTH D,

HzFk4. HOBEEN
T L v HOoME H CRFf O AR AL A BB ORI

A {EPN:5] HE {(EPNHR s H A%
xF NBEAR ESEEAD) B FES i <p ik
Sl E SEilE) EH7a by A7 R IE BRIk

4 Brewer & Gardner, 1996, p. 84

FPEANECHSI, MhE & DIEIZ X 2 8 2t & KB 25 % |
CaHiiodkde L L, HOCHRAMESIEI S 2 b bTE0OEK TH 5. RIZH
R B TS, FEME L OBRICBITA2REP AT EERL, TOME
PHHSBEDL I ITM LB EN TV L0 b)) KB X > THEMEE B2
Z)bDTHY, MEDOFIREAEXIEK L 25, REIERPWEH OB,
FHO—HELTOHLTH Y, HHDOA L LTEI L) Lw
VEETO N A T o THCZFHEIL, EEFEOFEHIESAERE E 72
%o BHUMERMOWETIE, CEYEERICEZMIENB I b, A
Ll REABRL N, EFILANUVAHIS DL LTHHTEETH 5 Z &A%
&N Tw b (eg, Brickson & Brewer, 2001; Gabriel & Gardner, 1999;
Kashima & Hardie, 2000; Kashima et al, 2001) o 7272 LIFEALEL O,
b3 ODEMTRTESOW, EOEMPIYELZOPDETH S,

Brickson & Brewer (2001) 2 XU, Ao HCEROBILT 2bHLHAT
WaEmE, R 7 4 7> 7 14 7 14 &I (identity orientation) & L TZFEN
%o 2F Y, EANBECOCHMEEAL (personal) 74 7> 7 14 7 4 &I, B
R B OBEEH BRI (relational) 74 7> 7 1 7 4 &H, £EWHCHE

20



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 21

P (group) 74 T ¥ T4 74 ERNIIET S vy 2 & THAH (Brick-
son, 2000; Brickson & Brewer, 2001), ¥ 7z, EHOHmTLEDTA TV T4 74
BAA L DABEICENRL DIZRIUC L > TRE D720, HAESALNDL, H
CHEEmE T A 7> 74 7 4 EINOHEIIHRBOEY) TH Do

HOMSEREHASOHFOMETH Y, oM&% MR I0H Lzods
TATYTATAEATHD LN D, DFN, HELHEL ) DIFHENT
ATV TAT ATV MEWNH T T — 2 MR IE L CGERS 2057 A
TYTATAERMENIMETH D, L7zA > T, HUMSEMIIHS2kC
BOWTERESNLDOTHY, 747747 4 BMIIFFEMRKI BV TOEK S
NHLOLENZ 5,

7o & 21E, Brewer & Gardner (1996) A°B 7% o 72FEERTIL, BEhr Ltk
DEVIMEHAT TN DT I IV THRERF L T b, 20—,
Brickson & Brewer (2001) ZPLTF D X9 % KEHZOH AL >T3DDT A
TUTATAERNEHBL TV, & DLEEIME NG (personal recogni-
tion) b bHSOFFHZED L0, SHEOEFHEEHTTE LIzwE
WD, AT AT T AT AEMEZERL TSI E 2R L TVDH, B
BRIT AT 74 T4 EROREIE, B L) MEOFRELFERAENR SN
DT, [AETHBHEIZI L > TRV WEEZ O L) S & o THFED
Fohb, LT, EFHEEEZZEL, BT EHERFEDOT ¥ 7 H L
BBHIEHH L) DIZEFNT A T2 74 7 4 EADPPAMEICEN 6 L LT%
FohTwd,

NI TOREREWIRAL L, HUMESENE T A 727 4 7 1 BIAZXG
LTHWRZENEF L weEZ NS, AT, HOMEENEY [FEN
WBIBTAT YT 47147 =2 a3y OBETENRLBAOREERMEN], 7
A7 T4 74 EAE THMBICBI2T7AT>Y 74747 =2 a v O#fETE
NBMAOREEREN] LEHKT S, LT TIX, HOHMEERMET AT 74

21



22 SRR 447 - 448 & BF5
TAEBROMESENED L) IHET A Ty 74 747~ a VIFEL OBE L
TBY, {EROMBT AT T4 74 5—2a ilEDL) GERREZ b6 T
CENTELPIZOWTEREL, Mo > bu— VBRE NS 5720085
BT A DRESE A 5,

4.2. BT AT T4 74 75—2ay T ATy 747 4 &I

FINMELBIEEDS RO SN BBROY T A2 MZBWTIE, EEROTM4E
PERAIE 2 B RE L 720k E 3R 2872720 Y a— U Efl2snZETh Y, £
DIOWRBADT A T2 T4 74 EMIET ATV T4 7147 —2a VIZEH
L7oWI L D EZETH L L2 5 (Alvesson & Willmott, 2002) . —# 12l
W7 AT YT 4747 =2 a id, MRS 2TEEC—FRIC O %0 D b
DELTHBEINTEZTEY, MiOo—BTH S &) MEEORIAMIRIZ
B HENOEERITEI B 2 KT, Mo TEILWRERE L5
9 & ¥ 5 (eg, Ashforth et al, 2008; Dukerich et al, 2001; Dutton et al,
1994; Mael & Ashforth, 1992). F74#ICT AT T4 74— a3 v L7z
B ADHIRD T 2 By O & AHzd 2 L, Mk @ADBEI—HL T
WHEMRT 2N TE, TNHORIZBWT, #7771 74
F—varid, MEEMAOBRELE —HIEL 72 L I3k BEEE
B L9 2R oMl o P — Ve BEELERICA DL EER ON
% (George & Qian, 2010)

L Lads, M7 A7 747472 a VIIRPEBE S L ENTEL
Db, M7 ATy T4 74— a v OEREIIOWTIREET
SRS TR, BRIV, BT AT 74747 —2a Y ICBT
BLFEFEMREPII LA ELRENTELHT, THPRIERICED X ) 2B 2 RIFT
PEIAWTHL L (R, 2013), MIRICBI2T7AT T4 74— 3
> Oxt% (Cooper & Thatcher, 2010) & L CAFARBRT b HEBRT 1 7>~

22



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 23

TATATr =23 P ENTI o722 & (Sluss & Ashforth, 2008)
Thb, INLORBEEFRST LFHNY) ERD2ODT AT 2T 47 4 &I
EThD,

BRDOLIZTA T T4 748, M7 ATy 7471475—var, B
BT7ATr T4 74 0—Yay, MTATY T4 747 =23 » @i
RALR DT B REMED D B0 DI IZDWT, Cooper & Thatcher (2010) &
HOBMEEmMETA Ty T4 747 —2 a Y OMROBGR (KFEK5) 2L
FHATLLUTOBY) THL, %BRES TIE, HHEVEHCOCHSEMIZHYT
LEMTEEEDMBER LML T ATy T4 74 7r—varmRe3sLs
NTVBAS, 5 IEMHRIC B 2 HOMEERICEH L Twab 7o, Mo
HEWHTT) =IOV TEZEREL TV ARWbDLEEZ LN,

MEK5. HOMEEMETA Ty T4 745 =3 »Of%

Eikisy T4 H ki
(Coworker) (Workgroup) (Organization)

Skl

[GPNEEE: = o
(Individualist)
AR RE
(Relationist)
b EEE =

(collectivist)

Hidl © Cooper & Thatcher, 2010, p. 528

¥ 9" Dutton et al. (1994) & Albert et al. (2000) 1%, [DHivbivddH s ]
E VBTS20 T A 7> 7 4 74 (Albert & Whetten, 1985) 25, ik
DA YN—OHUMSIIKMENL O T A T T4 74 75— arTh
bl T, MAOHTEROTIHET A 7> 714 74 B AEh
LI ERERLTEBY, MBICTAT Y74 74— a3 v L72BANZERIY
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24 R 2 45 447 - 448 D5
TAT YT 47 4 BMPEAAL L 2IRETH S, FB Brewer & Gardner
(1996) Tid, HHEMIERICHTLETA Ty T4 T4 r—varThr e
RRENTEY, M7 ATy 714 74 7r—2a v EERNTAT YT 474
EMEFA—HREZHAT ML VW L) L7edS>C, MEL OEFERE
IRBEF M E T ATy T4 74 5= a v oRET 5,
RIZBRTA Ty T4 7475 —avid, BRIT AT 74 7 14 ERNSH
IBL TS, Zo¥a, HEAIL LAEZo N ({FES TEFEE) & oBIfR
HEPEANOHOESICRE BT 525, 2F0), TRIMTETH L] &
WABADT ATV T4 7 4 12MH & ORI S N5 OHERT 17~
TATATr—=2arORTHLID, BRTAT T4 747 —2a v
T A T2 T 4 7 4 EMDSHAEAL L7-IRRE (BIfRERE) Th b, mEICMH
ANTAT T4 7 4EME, EOMRIFLTHTATY T4 747523
YLTWRWIETHY, BTAT T4 T4 r—2aryDIRETHD, Th
WEATAT YT AT AEMILET 70—F1F, HEEERMICED L2k
Y hu— VRS E R T A LCH T A Ty T4 74— a VI SR
I EHMEEZ NS,

4.3, TAFYF4 74 &EmM7atA - EFVEMMa Y ba—

Brickson (2000) (%, ALMGRIYICEHRMRET bbb A N2 T4 - <
ATV AYNOBENS, TATYTATAEMDOTHELA - EFVEEEL
70 CoEFNVE, MBIV TR, TAT YT AT AER, S AN—Y
T AL DA LB ROBIRE L L 72O TH L. MMha 727 A M
ORI, X N —HOBRMEISEE Y S 2, MAR - B4R - £EIT A

THI2, MOy T 7 A MNPHBNA VN—DT AT T4 T 4 BN S
Hz, WA - BER - EHEND) 3OOEMICE > THERRELZL L W) 2 ET

24



Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 25

Hbo KROBMIIBWTIRSEEL2DIL, EOL) Rfllffka 77 A MDE
W7 ATy T4 74 EMERELDTH D,

#Ak T > 7 7 A P22 T Brickson (2000) 1&, K& 7+ =& A~
7 F = NVBRMEIZTTTRED, WIS T AT Y74 7 4 EMICEEL ]
BT ELTWE, =70t R - EFIVTIE, A Y7+ —< )V HlEoEZEN
RROLDO D, MMHEE, BEHEE BRSO 7 4 — <)V R EITE O AATE
HanTwa'"s Sabbiliiisg, Mk v \—HoREORE L iz
BIRLTBY, MENOME A AR EDORE 7 + — < IV R EFRLERNIC & o Tt
BENLEDERET Ho HEEEX, N7+ =<V ABED L) IZHES I,
WS G2 56N TVwEnE ) e RT DO THD, LTRGBS AFH
ED L)t KL T D,

PLE XY Brickson (2000) THESN7z#ka > 7 2 A M, Ouchi (1979)
OWHH, EHEE, s MEVv)ayra—v - 2h =220 3mEm e E
BRABEIHNEVE VD, DFNE LI, MEEEICOWT, HEEZ DD
OVHAMET > PO =V TH D LTV B\ S, Ak BESER &) Bl Tl
BRI PO VIS 5 EER HNL, MfEEL —HiJEvw 2wn
A3, —MRBYIHL B AR 2 RIS A 7O D53, MRS, 232 =0 —
aroNy—rThiHEENDL (Chandler, 1962). F 7-flFRMG &I, AR
B 2 8 =R EM S A 72012, Wzl L, Ml S 7o = 5 &
LTHAEL, RETL—ED)ETH S (Mintzberg, 1979), L7225 C,
Brickson (2000) OWk#HEE & MRS X HEHAM T Y bo— VICEEHRZ 2 2
EWTEDLDTH S,

B2 I AR 3T s b o — LV BT B e E R NS, T
PO =i, HADSENTZF T =< v AE EIFTW AN L > CERliL,
HEG5 20N EERWI PO — )L A H = XL TH b, Brickson
(2000) 1%, FREMAEE 2 BACKR RO X ) ICHE L T2 b1 TR R WS,
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26 AR R o755 447 - 448 & 0F 5
EOREHHIMa Y v O — VAMEA TV A PEPIZE - T, WS % iR
Y ME—VIZEERZ LI EFTRETH A ), EIZ7 T VRlay ba—)b
(TR A N — T SN AMEC B X 24D~ P e -V DOTERETH
D, TATYT4T74EM7THER - EFVTEERBINTRVA VT 4=~
VMR T2 AN, 79 Rlay br— B LT b,

COEIETAT T4 T4 KL, WEROMBT AT T4 74 75— 3
RO RS 5 FE» Y LB, F£72, Brickson (2000) &7 A T
TATAERTEEA - EF VAL LT, Ouchi (1979) ORI, EHhl
75 yMay b VIIEERT A TV T4 T4 BENOBEERNTH L L E 2
bMb, ZITAREETIE, Mz 77 A PE LTz bu—Lvdd D,
ZNHHBEANEND T A 72 7 4 7 4 BN B E 52, M2 A S D OR;
RedbloTewv)—HOTO L AZEH L, MK 6 OBERIHHLA ZFR L
72\,

BETIINE6 L, MBI - VOBV EETAT VT4 74 EAO
FATEN E %2 o> C, BEERRPIEEROREE & v o 2RI 52
LB EELCnd, B, M7 ATV 7147475 — a3y OSREYE
% z, DI (Dis-Identification) 13BN T A 77> 7 4 7 4 &, RI (Relational
Identification) \XBFRIYT 4 7 > 7 1 7 4 &I, OI (Organizational Identifi-
cation) VXEMWT A 7V 74 74 B EREL T b,

HFR6. HEEEMRAICD &0 T > ba—)b o BEEGAHHL A

M bao—)L TAT VT AT A &N SR B
- ThGH - fEAER (DD - SR HELER
=tioeil - BALRER (RD) - WG 2

-7 VR - HEFEIR (CD) SRk ER e &

it SRR
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Hfk T v b o= VO 7% T Ta—F 27

5. BbIZ

AFTIE, Mk Y b - VEBOHAK 2T Fa—F L LTEADT A7
CTFATAETAT YT A T4 = a YO EREI L CE . FLT,
ARCTHS 2R o 72 FFETRE DI TO®Y) TH 5,

1S, Mo bV OEITIER B E R, MEkT 2 b o — VEIgIC D
W, PEEBMMICE AT T a—F LR TH L, HE, MAOT AT
TATAETATYT AT A7 —2a i) AN /Moy ha—)
DB TFEREINT VD, 7205, 7TATFT YT 147 4 Bl (Alvesson & Will-
mott, 2002) L7 AT T4 T 412D ay ba—)b (George & Qian,
2010) &, EEEOMEBWT ATV 74 T4 2R T AT T) =L L
THBD EE L EEHZREL TV EERHRICL TS, ThWR, (EEEMN
RN T ATy T4 74723y LTWRWKRIZBWCTAT Y T4 74
Bl e 7 AT 7470120 ay Pa— VSRR 5 LIRS vz
O, L) FMEBEIIROSNEDTH S,

B2l 320TAT T4 T A4S E UL, I TOMEET A
TYTATATr—va MR THERINTE LR TA T T4 740 -3
YOBRTAT YT A T4 = ay, Mk (D LKEER) TA T T4 T4
F—2a v OBREHMATELETH L, BAENRETIE, B7A 7071474
F=arvEBRTAT YT A TA T arEmenTELbOo0, Mk
TATYTATAr—2ar el BI2T7AT T4 740 —V 3
BB ERAICHITE ZHRmOPAATIZTEALREZS 2w, Ll
OREIL, MBI T7A Ty T4 74723 v OMREFIFTEZDLT
LIZE o> Tk T& % &8s (Cooper & Thatcher, 2010) 6

YLD, TAT VT4 T AT =2 a YOREBREAANNT A 7274
FAEBMIRTA Ty T4 74— a v OE, FAKELEFRE2T7TA 774
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28 R 2 45 447 - 448 D5

T4 =2 arOMRETLIEBNT AT YT 4 7 4 EMEBERT A 7T T4
T4 —a yOME, BSO L) ZHENOER (b L IFHfkzo b o)
ETATYTATAr—=2aryORETHEMNT ATV 7 4 7 1 ElNIH
MTATYTA T4 =2 a v ORETHLEHBET LI LICE-T, —FdE
G ERmD CTELDTH b,

%12, Brickson (2000) O7 4 7 ¥ 74 T4 EMTHER - EFIVAEHA
T, MfET Y PO = VIEREEHO T A T T 4 T 4 B HE Y 52 5 MR
BRI ) 9 A2 L &IEM LT TH 5D, 512 Ouchi (1979) ORI & B
Bz hu—)uid, Brickson (2000) ASHLY LUF7-4lika > 7 7 A+ ORLEE
T BB, SN2 S L T b, %77 Brickson (2000) O E F IV
BEINTVRWA T+ =<V afllika 727 A ML, 77 VHay bo—
WIZE S THIEEN S Z L MR L720 L7255 C, TAT YT 4 7 1 &%
SrHVIUL, INFTOMBET AT T4 7 47— a YRR T2 f#
I TR W T > Pa— VD ) T2 lIEHICHIR R 5 2 LA E W 2
HDTH 5,

PLED XS ICARSL, BHEOMBI Y ba— IV EMBT AT T4 74—
T a vOBEBRIZOWTONZER S 5IED L FTHRNEEL I LE LN
B, W OPOWIERELEREN TS, £7, KR TIIR L - H R0
A (KFE6) ORBIBFEDRE L LTEIFONL, FHIChbAPETIEINET
M ba— VT AT T4 T4 BN 2 FEMEIRIEEA LB
PN TBELT, MEOBELLMEREDOMMEL &0 B 42 LENF D
Bo RWT, HFE6DETFTVIIFMEANERPE TN TRV, ZOHIZDW
TlE, BHOCMEEMETA T 74 74 EMOBR, T bbE—HMfkx
IN=FIZBIT BT ATV T4 7 4 EAOHEICIZHOHMEEmMPEANEK L
LT a2 RIFL TV RIRRELS 5. L720> T, 4HOM%ETIE, o
FREICAH N A B CMEREIN E 7213 F OB NERN 2 ZE L, ARTRL:
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HERHIR A 2 BIET 2 2 L bFEE L TR MO LEDRH 5 ) o

H AL AR R e AR e (R 5 2016K-122) 12 X 2RO —HTH 5,

(1) George & Qian (2010) &, HEWTA TV T4 TAMOEZ N #WEL, TATVT474
b kol ary bu—VvoRRARFFE—REMIZH 5 3 ba—) (membership-based
control), 7T h¥ 4 7I2H &5 a3 hu—) (prototype-based control), 74 7 ¥ T 4 T 4
DEFEMIZH &5 T ba—)b (control based on managing multiple identities), 7 1 7~
T AT 4 ORERMEICS o< a3 ba—)b (identity salience-based control) —%#H/- LT\ 5,

(2) Riketta (2005) 2L 5 XA 75T, #HEWTA T2 7147 4 KIS 208871 7 74
T4 =3 aryOlERE (eg, Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) (21, F2HIAY
T & EREEIASRE L TW D 2 e fEfE T,

(3) ZoTukR - EFNVOFEFIE, KEEZHMICBVC E, &8 BHBEEAL Vo7
JERY - BEREMIC S 2 DR O EIT A 72 7 4 7 4 PEPEREL Th A 7217 T, R
N & o 7N OB T A T T4 T AL DERIRRANEE NS Z 03B B (Brick-
son & Brewer, 2001), #5341, Mfko—BTH LN, MEMBI2EHOT1 T
YTA 7A=Y a oG EFNECHEER), MENICBT2EBOT AT T4 74
r—varoug EHNTAT YT 47480 NRIEL TWb. I OB RSt
HTT) Lo THETA T VT4 T 4 i CiEH SN EZFOBENIF SR ENb 0
Thhb

(4) Brickson (2000) ®7 A F ¥4 740N - THEA - EFWMIIA ¥ T+ — <)V RHfET 27
TARNDEENLDPS72DIE, BEOLLENNT =<0V BRIy 77 AN EEL TR
WOPTIHAL TAHALNLEVWDDEARLEINTNETHA ), 2F ), HiHETVOE R %
A, AT F =V RWEIEETIVICHAAE oo PHEEN D,

(5) Ouchi (1979) &, #HEMEDOILHEIZD L OV CHIIEEFEMIT 5 720 OMES AL L TWE I &
25, BT A MEEHKIM L T T Y PO — v x 3ODERN L A S = A LTHE Lz, K
FTHME Lz X 910, MEkICEobs 3y bu— VHRICOWTIFIFEE IS L > THW2 HFE
BRLEDLD, TAT VT4 7 4 EREEEAT HEIEL L OWZEOHTH Ouchi (1979) 12
L FRIPRLBEE L TVDEEZ LN,
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