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1. FeiREEE. KEAM. g R,

HEARHATREIHFRIRELHE, ARASUIMHLSXERELSRE

ExFiE TS A B FUMAE R . AR R T UAME @M. NETLE, FhaRA L%

R 5 7 & AT IR AR T .
KR TSR EEALEG E R
HES  B849:C93

M 20 2R BT 4R, BIASRIEA 21 tH4,
AR #5 N By 25 1 B AR ZUN A 35 3T 1 A 5
FFE(Ilgen & Pulakos, 1999), X 5k sk 241 21 P9 (¥
F M TTAR (AR T BT ZR) fig A 3k I X 4
Z H AR PO B TAE SRR AR, HE T
XA T 5, Allworth #1 Hesketh (1997)
B IR N AZAEAT 45 913 (task performance)Fll J]
11 43 (contextual performance) - [K] 25 & AR Y
LAl b, 380 OG5 T RO AR Ak IR 3E B 1 S AR
(adaptive performance). [ F 7 3l & 10 [ FR 58 1,
T& N G R DU 28 AR A S ol A1 10 J7 X,
A KW R4 2U%0% 7 (Schmitt, Cortina, Ingerick,
& Wiechmann, 2003, P.82), [Klith, i& N : SRk
R R RROR B I AR ORI R S A
i, PR E T 22HNKRE, IF9IRT &
T o

1 &R M STEE S R H IR IR E LR A
1.1 ER SR E X

GRS IR AT T s R BT W
AR TR, 2 — A NZ AR AR =
ADMAFZEEATHRT W 2 E M. Hik, 24
1T — JF 4R 85 3 N 9 AT 8 WL (Allworth &
Hesketh, 1997; Pulakos, Arad, Donovan, &
Plamondon, 2000; Pulakos, Schmitt, Dorsey,

Hedge, & Borman, 2002), Jf M/N4&F1 4] B 2
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WA R ER R, — BN, &N SR
LR 0L TR I K 0 A2 AL (K147 4 (Hesketh &
Allworth, 1999), W EI“AMA S AABATIIAT J LAAT
& TAF 55k (1) B 25 B (proficiency)”  (Pulakos,
Arad, Donovan, & Plamondon, 2000), J&XI 72
R R E AT — Ml N MEAT O (B, 7ROk
>, 2008, 51 H Campbell, McCloy, Oppler, &
Sager, 1993). 32X il % 25 Bl ik 1403 B R AT A I
N Je — AL G — A, WA TG B AN IE N Js B
FI3E DY S N, T B v R RO AT S (R R,
H 4 4%, 2006; 5] H Grasha & Kirschenbaum,
1986), Al 4y & =5 (proactive)id W 47 A (AN 14 %}
FRBE AR AL R AT IR AT B)) . B
(reactive)idi VAT A (8 B O LA B 47 Hh 3& Y BT 26
5 AT Bh) A2 2P (tolerant) i W ATy R B IR 5%
IETE AR, B SR E B AT b F0 R R ERAT
AIREAN GG IS, Be R g AE AT ) (Griffin
& Hesketh, 2003)5% = Fl AN (947 1 K1 o 45 Fofr i
N PEAT A N B 5 R AR N B R i A v 4 e
HREPNE Gy, LS TAERIAE S 75 ZEAR AL 1Y
17 45 18 N A IS A A K 73 (Allworth & Hesketh,
1997, 1999) . ‘AT AT BEW L f1 4 R PE(Murphy &
Jackson, 1999; Griffin, Hesketh, & Parker, 2007).
A R F IR B3] B 450 (London &
Mone, 1999). %11+ B8 IT % B8 JJ (Hesketh &
Allworth, 1999). H. 412138} 4245 b (1) A JF 45
I, AR Ak 1) 3 AR e A — A Hh AR A 3 BOE R

=
43
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AT RER, BT AR E 1) AR A 047 BESRAER
2, T 3 R A Ak 5 B08 IR 38 R AT O SR A
WA AL S AR o 73X R AN O B4 52 1 0 R
TP, AN A R R 1 25 20 A R 18 2 A R A R

Jy—Ji i, TERIBNET b, od R M g A
ST Fig 2 T A BA P9 A £ R % 4 ) 1 o AR T A
XFAETUHAR AT o BT IR B IR AR AL AN FE 4 1)
TR, 20 2000 Ak N7 A T AT [ BA R AR B ok i i
(Ilgen & Pulakos, 1999; Pulakos, Arad, Donovan,
& Plamondon, 2000). HIBA 418 5 =iz 1E, K
BARE D1 Z ) TR B i 3 TR B — AN R R 4%, BEAN 1K
G TR Ry VA R S I A €, L) Ok T B S
A TTRR, TNk 5% 2 . % AT A Sy 10 2 4 i 1
4T M (LePine, 2003). 24 A5 3R 55 A TAE Bk K
AR AR, T A 2 2T e 0% A R I A] P A% 1] BA 1Y
g gk, i BN B S 1A A R AR 1Y) AR B
SRR B 7 3 (Kozlowski, Gully, Nason, & Smith,
1999; Griffin, Hesketh, & Parker, 2007). X1k, 4]
A 3 ;47 S5 280 A o BT 4] A 3 i AN B £ 4
A s 3 A FH L8 R, )y e P b A M TR A B
AT B bR AT B BEE K, LA AL T A 72
T #E %5k (47 Jy (Burke, Stagl, Salas, Pierce, &
Kendall, 2006) .

LGaRE, ENESUERNE —MES AR
RS, LU & 2 TS e AR (A A T RAFI 4L
20 3R AR EE K 5 BB AR & 28 AT o I
R @t BORAT S A KR, A A AN 5 AR A& R
93, SR BATE 3 75 28 4 IR PR 85 v 457 48 5
124k, LA ZRFR K SE St o S B B
L
1.2 ENEEMETSHEYMEALGHXER

B2 AT A AT 5% S 350R A 3L B 3K
(R Ails b 38 0 3 B M SRR LA S, — S SN I
PRGN AR 55 SRR JA IA B30 =38 8] ) % R IEAT
THit. Allworth Al Hesketh (1997) LAKA:AS (¥
SEUERIF AR S, 38 WA S R0 AL T 45 S i
JATA G — DML GBORr o BP B)— LE A
F R R M AG R R R 4 A 1 vk, A3 T A4E
S A SO R S 1) = A 5 R A
(W), ZmEm, JHuIEE, 2007; A4, fRoLE,
2008). 1M1 H., 7E—Ax A4k 145 &9 245 PN
RN R FE 8, LRI Z /MR 327 4
RN G B UE P R A AT A, RS

A TAESTRU VY DR 3 A2, (AT 45 G 35 R0 0 o 1k
ST AUE S A& AN BUST oy, RO L SRk
BT %% 07 SR N B G 3B AN AT ) SR
J 4y (&GS, 2005) . Kk, MIXSeR T4 RKE,
T8 N P G 38 A TAT 55 S8R R T SR R 1

SR, A AN 2 2556 3E M G 3o 7 T
-G L SRR T EE, RV BN =
HZAFAE S AR ¢, i Allworth F1 Hesketh
(1999) FIF R I, 3 W M 4 3 5 4T 45 G 3 f A
T4 R AR AH 26 43 301 2R r=0.70 1 r=0.80; HJT
EHFE A, T Re A O AN g P R0 AN T
W TAE B 2 B TAES A RAT A
SR G L SRR, AH =38 A SR A7 A s A
K (Johnson, 2007). tbAb, HAMBFITE 20 K I,
I8 M GO A 45 SO A L S AT W N
TEHEE, 76 B4k fe ) Fl 2% 2 is H B8 1 54T %5 4
BOF JE A G R R B B T AER, X3S
N 85 R0 5 AT 5% SRR TR 1 55 30T g A7 AR DR SR
KRG, HR%E, 2%, 2008).

IR, 3 N A 453 3K 5 AT 55 G 30RN A 3 B )
BT A KR ? NEAE EodT, &N SR
I 1% S AL FAT 55 S 3O B I i 3 . A9
Si R UAAETEA B, JRNAE T &N SRS
J& P T HE A7 76 N 2% 1 19 B8 B (Schmitt, Cortina,
Ingerick, & Wiechmann, 2003, P.81-82). X4 & %
AT R G KRR, 5500 ML g
& RV G 8 VAL B AR A — A — R
#(Allworth & Hesketh, 1999), F.i M1t Si%%k 1
Ko e FETT UHIEONT B 83 A ISR
LW AL RS 4y, an: Ab 3 TR R O #OIE B AT
H 8 B A RAT RS b, A &I Y G 3k
(Johnson, 2007). B, 4 5 B Aff % 8 1 93 3% 5
FE45 G JE A SRR ) G &R, T4 AE TR 000
R AE B30 DR ) T AT 45 G 280R JA 3 B 380 1 AR I
K0 15y HLIE R PR S 3004 0 123 1 AN B A
B 7T g R BT S BRI 0 38 B 4 ) &
Ay 2 AN — B0 SR R 7E

2 BERMEYMEHEENE
2.1 GER SR

o 3T Y G R0 4 R A B R, AR TR
)24 J& Pulakos %5(2000) FIHF 5% 2 A 5% 7 [F] il i
NBEFESCHER B 3ERE b, BE—2D % 21 BRI TAE
) G it A R0 T A A DG RO N M R 3 AT
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SRR, PR T N S Ak )\ A AR, 43 Sl
Ju: OBUEVE )R P @ AN E BAS T
W TAEN B @% A BEsS . BORFIFR; @
RPN bR 56 Rl N G R B SO IE YA
©FIL AT W WIENE, OB TIEET;
Ak BB 20tk B0 3% fE ML K 5% (Pulakos, Arad,
Donovan, & Plamondon, 2000),

R, R 2 JE — &R F 10 B 5T (Pulakos,
Schmitt, Dorsey, Hedge, & Borman, 2002; Johnson,
2001; Johnson, 2007; Griffin & Hesketh, 2003; [&
1B, EHE, 2006 55)#ZHE T Pulakos %5(2000)
fR NG PR (HXSBFFT A1 A 2 T 8 MY
R 1~5 NARZE. G0: Pulakos Z5(2002) %} i W
S B R TEAN AT ST A3 T A AR
IR /e Griffin 2£(2003)IWF5TH, A AT E 5
FOTE N AT DA O = 2R AT R A S,
X )5 41 Pulakos %5 (2000) FrJ3&E W 1 457 30 8 4 AR
T 7 AN (PR BIE A SRR ) 23 i A 2R
)M (L5 BB 10 8L R R AL B AE SR D) R
P (L N B Y M A SO 3 B P A 2 =) T
B )R 2L (B B R R g R AN e ) =
TP B AT R 28 eh, ISk — AN IT 2 | A
KA > FL R 55 H LUK 1 LA FEU &, IR
st R, &SRR B R e R R T
BN S NP A SR T R R A A R AR
I FEN(2006)%F 334 44 He52 45 BEE I Al 7
LIRFST, t A3 T 3G B S350 ) SCA 5 N bR
fERE. TR N AL EE ., A RF S22 2 R R
R AR e DU AS o B (B A, E TS, 2006; B A1,
2006).

Kk, #EAAKE, 7 QI 1 21 A AR 46 1
YERZBLA DT IS RS A, HIE I FEEA
R HUE & M SO N B YRR . BESUSS
R VA 225, ATBe R IR 24 = AT 1
Ho—, MRBEMRAWRE, EWH5 S itig i,
] RS2 R O 38 WA R B3 B S R A O A
15/ R S i P X 00 & 2 N AN A B e
22 5%, U1 Pulakos %5 (2000) I 57 % % 3= 2k %A
BV 5 5% 53 T2, 0 Griffin %5(2003) LA 24 3L I 45 #1
IT HRMP TS S50 51 02 3, T AS [ ERY T K A 3 WY
AT O 2K R AT B 2 AN A B9 (Pulakos, Arad,
Donovan, & Plamondon, 2000); H F#$5%(2006)
FRRIE 7 ) o B SO e =, AT Re

G AE T AN F S8 0F O J5 3%, W Pulakos
55 (2000) 1) B FLAE H I B R PEAL , Pulakos 4%
(2002)F1 Grffin £5(2003) HIHWFFT )4 b 24 VR4
15, ERAEN T R BT GOS0 IS AT BE 4 {1 T
g H FE AR VP Al (Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007, 5]
H Woehr, 1994). Kk, 763G N P 405 40 4 i
T 14D 1) 38 2 A, % B R KR AR, M2
W R O N PR 4 0 ) R A4 g5 R 4E B (Griffin &
Hesketh, 2003).
2.2 (&R SRR E
22.1 MEFHZE

S PR SRR, AR R ER A A
VERALVE PR v, R BUFEMIEZ. |
TH%FHIWNR, Sl B IRIFNIELL Tk
)% £ 5 AR (Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007, 5|
Hoffman, Nathan, & Holden, 1991), X444l
W AETEAE B S AT A R LG Al N AT S A
4 o AR VE ) I WL (Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007,
5| [ Harris & Schaubroeck, 1988). X i WL £ 1
A e [) R AH O, AT YRk 59 440 o - 4 B () 1Y) 22
YE(Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007), B&AG & T H
[ IX. 51 % B (discriminant validity), R 28414
WAEW 5T P4 F ALV R (202 B gvr ). 4R,
MR S8 B F MR IR TR E, Rk
T ISP BT B0 S AT A R T R v
AHDG, AFAF AATTN 4 B 1) (9 X 43 3B 7= AR PR B,
JE R AT e AE T W0 w ST, S BT R,
b A 1) TR B T ) G AR A AR AN . T
7E Pulakos 55 (2002) (W WF 50, 5 B E X T @ 1E M
PEGL VPN A 1S BT 8 HEREAY, M 2 15 2
TR . XU SR PN BTt
TEAE S E TRV o R DX 250 B 1) 1) A

DRI, 30K V9 R P AR 17 ¥ 308 A7 AT DX 31 28 58 1)
), Sk N H I R, ERIETEA TR AR R
TS A I AT AR, 5 6 VPN 7 v AT I S 1
FEifile X F SR RGO B B A 0,
A2 —BIXE PR 2 HEAT A OV WA TR S
FUPPEAN b v 5 T B 5% )1 (Griffin, Neal, & Parker,
2007), FE VP E B ST E . o A s A
LR 5 T EAT VR A0 W AR RE . X T A
PEVE P A BBV AR L, R AR ERCE IRk v
R 4 B A A VP S A M (B AR, TN,
2006)HEAT P il IS M ), AT fE Hh pE
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% F VP J7 V238 e i R 22, DO Sk B
P Y PO RS B VR A, 0 b A BB R U 0 SRRV
SRR G T8 A I oE R e 2 25 N D B R
HRS A A
222 MEIR

— i, HErR AR E S T
&N SR — RN TREAZ, ARt AR
RFEMMIZE Pulakos 55£(2000, 2002) I & [¥) TAE
& N 1 25 K (Job Adaptability Inventory, JAI). i%
sRIL8AMIH, &)\ M EER, BN EERA
E8~9NIIH, 43l T Pulakos %5(2000, 2002)
P \ANIE N GUR S, HH AT iZ R RIE
HHRATZHNHE. BREE R, TEY,
2006; Fg+R, 2006)M) LA Pulakos %%£(2000, 2002)$2
HE ) 3 A G sk \ o B R Ol JE R, BE AR B T
TR PE G — SR ), (AR R A
BE— 2B I . T B 15 8508 mT A 0 — ekl
TR, AR e JE T 3 R 45 AHE A P
AR AR B R, 18 2h 2% H W0 Rk 4 2k (ta:
Griffin & Hesketh, 2003; G, 2RI, F Wz,
2007). HHFWFFE TR BIA], CLAAR 305 AN
SE R, X g T BN T A AN — BURAR W) LG
B EERFZ —.

3 ENMSGEYMEHMTE B XREMKIUE

R

NS MIREE T, D804 Tk gm
BOSVERSRAT K Sa 4 2, 1A H % il B vk
UM R THFA SR XEZER . X o] LUA
PRI — Rl id % K AE KSAOs K
P L 2% v 3 I S A0t v B A R L, IR
BT AN AT B DI & o )
TE A IE I AL ZUEREE RO G0, T AR R ) 4 2 B
755 WU 01 TR0 BB IE R AT . AR, 1K
FEMCRI RT3 2, FRATZ A B R A4 (MR L]
IR BT ) R 25 B S U 1 TR0 35 B o 4 3%, B AT 4
(ME . AR E) K 3 2 BRSNS 3t
AT RAE, )8 & E A1 5 T A
SRR AR L E, SN IE R R SR R 3 AT
LRI 43 g A A4S R0 PR 58 A K2
3.1 MR E
3.1.1 —fEIAEREE

oI5 N S RO A LAy, v BT —
RN N RE 7 5 3 Nk 5280 ) I 1 A AE IE T TR %

R, XWMAR] TR B A AR F B E T Y SR
SRR SR . BRI, TEAMMAET B, R
BRI — BN JNGE 71 (general cognitive ability)
T e B B AR 45 S B B B AR A
RLEE 0T AN AT TRUEN AT 45 BORR B op i) 0E Y M S R R
A U ) W /E H (LePine, Colquitt, & Erez,
2000). Pulakos %£(2002)%} 739 4 %R\ TAE N &
PAIE 50 45 A R, H ZE B Bt k% Il 38 (Armed
Forces Qualifying Test, AFQT)Jll & [N Ffie 5
HARIE NV GUSAFAE RN AT O, T Ao W
SUNRA BEMNAER . ERIBAETE -, AHEHE
SR B, — BN mn e 19 M BN 4 A (team
composition) 15 [ B\ i [ 4 [8) 77 75 B AR 19 16 &
(LePine, 2003; LePine, 2005). 2R, A5 —LLmf
IR I — I A g 07 5 3E Bk S T ) O
& A&, B Griffin F1 Hesketh (2003) 5T
B, DAHCS I TR DA N R W P (cognitive
flexibility) 5 & N ¥ 47 2 (8] AN £7 18 8 25 A1 O
Anderson 4§ (2004) [\ #F 52 W R B, — MR
(general mental ability, GMA or “g”)5 %% #f 4 1)
I8 3 7 4 %4 (transitional adaptation)f£ 75 Wi 2 5%
A, 56K A NS R M S AL (skill
reacquisition adaptation) /N7 7E B3 PE A ). IX 4
W SE &5 5 2 P A5 SO AR 92, JRU A A] B 7R T 50
S} B SY J7 9%, B Griffin A1 Hesketh (2003) #f
FUH AT H R A TAE 5 BROR . b Bk
AR G IR AT, ABATT R A vy B AT B, B B0 41 B e
77, PO RS AR AR ZE A, PR
X 3 A S AN B AT U AT ] (Griffin & Hesketh,
2003); 1 Anderson Z5(2004) 57 ) 2% — A~ LL
TE A IR 2% B vy v AR Dy 4 kT 2R AT T AU LA
SRR B SRS, A T S B ERN Y R B AR
17425 2% NAPS N B 2 NI o Y SNy IS 9 A 510 T
SBCA SN E D A7 AE 1E 18] AR R K R
3.1.2 FMRELRE
IAEFITR I, J0R 7 R X 3 I 1k S A7 A
HESRERREEN . NEEREEHRE,
RN K A 510 IR (Chen, Thomas, &
Wallace, 2005). MA 5 41 ZUK - 115 A1 o< £ 56
S0 BA 15 & &1 iR (Morgan, Zou, Vorhies, &
Katsikeas, 2003). [ 4EfE ) R4 ST 68 ) F0 A Fok
JERE (W], ALEN, FHWIEE, 2007)%] i Mk
SRR T AE o A RIS R R,
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FEER I FR B RE T ARl ok T AE ML A TR
X 3d R 25 R AL TRl BB . T AR R I
AR I CAESHL(H bR IEFE B0 A H bR 5%
J1 35 B) 5% m iE W 4 A (Chen, Thomas, &
Wallace, 2005); 7EBIBA)Z 1 F, H AR 4140K
SR 22 560 SRR A BAE B AR, b A H
) &5 ¥ 2 8 4% fig )1 (architectural marketing
capabilities) X i WY 1 4 RCHL A (8] 42 5% 9 (Morgan,
Zou, Vorhies, & Katsikeas, 2003); 2B\ %08 18
i FIBA RS I 5 45 i 2 (47 3)) i B (action process)
F1 4% e i 72 (transition  process) | X 41 BA 3 [ P 4%
2 H A7 8] #2 5% W1 (Chen, Thomas, & Wallace,
2005). XL FLEE RV, BT AEAE T K AR AL
Z G, B AN e, AT BTBA R ZE ok A
AR R A5 S HEAT 43 B i 1, DU ) ) R
RJEIE HILA IR R e, B2 ) 3 0 A0 R B e
FE55 VR AR YL ), DUIE AR AL S5 ) AR A 2 2
SRFIFRSE, NS A E . BRIk, AN R FEA A
S, RS AE BN Z 0 F, AR G I R M St
s R AR
3.1.3 BHMAEE

H N AR R, BIRhae R T
E S 3N AR AH AT by 1) e AR 00 X 2 — (A
SCHE, FRHERE, 2006) AL UL, IATBFSTAL 3
ERE, —J5 M, BIREEE S G N PE SRR AR AR O,
IE 0T 3&E WP 4 802 A B B AR 1 1F H (Pulakos,
Schmitt, Dorsey, Hedge, & Borman, 2002; Griffin,
& Hesketh, 2003; Griffin, & Hesketh, 2005); 55—
JriH, BB I B IS R I R A A )
& N PE G 30 AR Tl AR A H L T AN B sk
RE N AR A 15 TR AL RE 2 ) 5 AN A0 [T A J2 THS 1) 3
N VE 4% 3% AF 7 R 55 R RS (9 AR B AH 55 (Chen,
Thomas, & Wallace, 2005). ®J UL, HIRZHEH &
&R PES R EE T R T2 —, B&m aE
i R U SR A L SRV @ LS o o
B2 RN EAE? T
3.1.4 XAAWEEF

B, MWK H AR S{T0 (conscientiousness)
H7kE, A KT 5 F 0 XA 5832 F it (broad
trait) 55 1 V. PE S 300 AR 1 AF 9T 45 R AL Tk AT
TR B RR AR, B AW R I ST 0 5 3 N
SRR A7 AE 5 35 19 AR K (Allworth & Hesketh,
1999; Griffin & Hesketh; 2003), W H W5 KL TE

AT 00 5 38 N 1 G800 B AH G (LePine, Colquitt, &
Erez, 2000), & BT A DL T A0 0] 38 3 E B¢
2 H A B A2 34 A (Stewart & Nandkeolyar,
2006). R, BN ST AR IR T ) T4
B 2 T (facet level)>KE, BT 4 R A2 —FH,
R R AR E R RN . — RIIMTTR
KW, AT O L F 4k B (achievement facet)
(BB ) ML) R I8 B P 45 20 B A 52 25 19 1 1) Ftn)
f H] (Pulakos, Schmitt, Dorsey, Hedge, & Borman,
2002; 1, AR 2008), H AT TTAT LM
T B 5 0E NV SRR O, T EE R 4 A
(dependability facet) A {H 5 & N P 47 30 A AH 5%
B 2% AT SRR R 0 AR B A AR A I R B R
Al fig X O Bk = 3& N % (Griffin & Hesketh,
2005). MM AT 58 2 JT AR B B4 0 IXAS 632 5 T 5
T8 SR AN A7 AR 2 25 AH O, BRAF LR T RAH O,
SR B AT e 7E T IR L S 25 RZ B T v fF 0
[ AT S T4 R IR, DR R e ] SE R AR R
15 B M F f¢(deliberate and self-disciplined) i 4F
AL, TR DA B A N TE VA ROE B B S AR A
B L 1F % 5k 5 2K 5% (LePine, Colquitt, & Erez,
2000). B, ST AR ETKRE, Nzl
PRSI0 T AF O I 4R SIE N E ST G R, X
FEW] RETE R A R AR PR R

H ¥R, TP PE (openness) S Gt ST 47 A 4
F R AATRIT R 53— N R AAME R 7, 5t —
BRW, TF RS S N SRR I R R,
R TN A TE S A B A IR B v B 5 = 1)
i N PE 43 (Pulakos, Schmitt, Dorsey, Hedge, &
Borman, 2002; LePine, Colquitt, & Erez, 2000;
Stewart & Nandkeolyar, 2006). & [ X 8 A ¥ #H
BURE 3 5 R K 8 3 Ik 45 40 4 ) R I 90 R
B, A0 T B4 JE (proficiency) Fl /T IE ¥ 17 30
(proactivity) i (0.5t %%, X A4k 1 FF i P (openness
to change)%f /M4, I BARITZL 2 = AN 2 T (14938 .
P (5 B0 B A S5 R S50 4F T (Griffin, Neal, &
Parker, 2007); 1 H., JF i 5 L 1F & %
(transitional) ffi B 1 1 31 34 4 2k RN 4 2 e 343 9 o
HAETERARL B ZR, v T IR A 5 N 0 7 1 1 Y
A ZE 5 I [A) BE () 3 4 4 4 20 rp SR B HE B B Ak
H1 % K # 44 (Thoresen, Bradley, Bliese, &
Thoresen, 2004) . 1% Bl & U, 4 i D3 w22 5K 38 W AR
I, TFJRCPE 25 B AT g 2 S — A R TR 37,
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B TP AR TE B AL 2 S5 A I TR] 4 22 7 4t 221K, 2008).

20 JRUIK) T fig 7 B /N (Thoresen, Bradley, Bliese, X ST S RS 6 T A A A R AR R v A
& Thoresen, 2004). A&k, HLABMTEEEa AR AR R, SRS AGIRTE . UL BB A AT R
W TAEATH, nTBE S FF B0 5 3 N Skl W ETFROCRR, PAZE 2 SRR R,
9 1E 18] ¢ & 7= 2F 2% vb 1F ] (Griffin & Hesketh, %4 T 0 T 8 £ T AF A EBCI L Je 568, i
2003; Griffin & Hesketh, 2004), 31 55 44 T J50 2k A5 G TR A AR = 3l R 6T Al AR Ak, TR IS A

L5 38 W SR K R S DR AR AN IR AR G TS 53 T 2 b /6
G, DEFIRTT T 4 45 P (neuroticism). 3.2.2 HEPNMRIET 2
& fii) Pk (extroversion) Fl B A PE (agreeableness) A PRI A1 20 A 85 DR 38 0 3 B P 0 05 i 1)

F6 R 7 5 38 N M SR ) X &« Pulakos 25(2002) WES H TR 2>, A EWT R T 8 il ok i T
IR IR, 1 Ae 5 N sth EgrE i SR ARMLE . WIS BENL & R I 56 4 5 5 45
) A S N PR S 3 AE TR AR AR B A O AR, AR IE NSRRI K R .

Thoresen 55 (2004) ¥4 5T W) & 078 4k, 15 5 v 1 57 K B ST R B, B8 RIS L L R
MG K S IE AR E ARG, 5 APEIEAAG. PR A 2 5% R 9 488 /0N A i B0 L3 N 45 A
BT HATE Rk 1R 2 I RN O TR, AR, Bl sh it T4 AR E E A
SRR R M FUAR 2>, DR Lk i e 5 45 L il [X (host country nationals, HCNs) ] 3¢ & 1 L

e 2 AL I E R HCNs Tk 28 1) 38 B (3% ) 5 ol I 4 45 20 L AT T3
32 IMETE WAER, H A\ Br H 318 & (interaction adjustment)
321 LA HRETE 70 08 14528 11 4 18 1 8 IR 30E 5508 B 1 G 3L T

MAEEST, WA EEZFRN T ANFEELI) 1% & i B A 56 4 1 A /E H (Osmana-Gani &
RSz 5B SN R< R, BAKE, AFEIE Rockstuhl, 2008). XA, X 75 ZE7E 5 Mk (Y
BIFSCHREIOCARh, — M2 R i) AN Br 5.3 13 P A BRI B T, SO X I [ AR 5 T
FrORR, e HIBASCHESE. AR, BB Skil, oyt MEWSEm mmAR, H
R R ZH 2R R i e [T AT R M 4 L A A 5B [ R0 RE 2 F) AE 4 BRI BR PR B LA AR B
(Griffin, Hesketh, & Parker, 2007), HFIBAPSCRE K, X 88 5 T8 188 T 2 (1) T A AS A M R0 AR
138 WY I 5 4 RUAT 4 (adaptive service recovery P, R FEELS TERER A R, M
operations) X & T % (1] 45 A (Il 25 b i 7= B2 F Tr S L N B 24 b 0 T IR B AN B AR B
s8R T D = R ST Sl T v (2 2 A1 = S S B AR 2 T Ji A0 R 50 2 TARAT45 .

B 45 30 4% 5% ) 41 B 43 3k 25 R (de Jong & de 4k, Stewart 1 Nandkeolyar (2006) [T 5%
Ruyter, 2004). X2 ¥, KR BHRNK S AR R, MRS DT, NIRRT ST
B MR, fefddi A TAMEIE R PSR, i B K T AN B Wz, BRI s
TG N S X e — R R A B TAE = . 5 (situational opportunity)*f M4 N G354 7= 2k 52 1,
— RN )RR R R B ORR, X R AFE AR RHE NG AN . 7R
PR SCHE . WEFCRW], RSB M) TAE Y VAR Eh, B @ vi O MM A, 5
i 2%, [N GEIRA ok B A SCFF IR 51, BLasxd SR sl A I ) 52, T 48 50 1 i1 4k
A ATT ) B VEAL & R AT D IR AT B, TS EEHL S X B gl A B R Y W (Stewart &
Fo BLEUL, SR TR PEAE 22k TAE/E Nandkeolyar, 2006). — 4> LA A0 5 [ Ak B T
Sl TAESR S, Sk AERE RS A AN R RNERE, A EE AT, W
ST B i 3T RS MLk e ) FAT N OB R B 35 4 5 (competitive  intensity) Xt A A ] ¥ &
2 —(Griffin & Hesketh, 2003), Jb4h, MHIWFFE NP SUECE A B35 /5700 B8 W AE F (B=-0.15,
RUAR TR LB R m A TENMEST  =2.51), P EAAF, 2IFE Bl fE HEA
MO EZERFE, e 5 T AR E S WA RECN p=0.08, t=1.37), X fit5 A
RS A B TR HGD, WR%E, & ] % %o 3 7 A B 10 07 o 1 7 SRS TR AT K
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(Morgan, Zou, Vorhies, & Katsikeas, 2003). X4t
WFGTES R UL, FREER AL K3 5 A AR A
B, AEXTIE N APE ST S T, R REAE AR A HAF
M, XA PR ELSRUE.

4 MRRE

SEMLE NV S RN A B TT, MRS 48 tH
AR T R, BT IE N SR &K
B, A 7 AE K I 98 7 (Schmitt, Cortina,
Ingerick, & Wiechmann, 2003, P.81), X1k, K3k
PRI LA BL T LA 7 T — 2P 0

B G, R Pulakos 55(2000) 48 Hi i 8 4 &
WG B T A D 2238 WIAT], (HK 2 SR B
FUIF B SRR, Ui B H T B 15 3 S
IR Y, LA W RN WSO RIS
I S0 AS TN . 3K A4S 7E A R I O A,
GiFIONZRIBTINA dtr & I RN T (Ch= S
FHAS ] 000 £ 1L BN ) (38 Y PR S FR A, =
BMAEREATE. Fk, FRRIHET 2005
& R PE SR SR — P IR, HFRARAR
T A5 280 FE A0 N F AN Rl i TR, e — 2 B
I8 NV S8 5 A 25 G ORI S B IR K &R

LW, A IRIE N G0 i R 2 (9T 90 H R
WAL, WA KM LRI B AR 5 5 38 N 1 43 3k 1]
KRBT AR 6= o 1 5, X B 7
FEPE R OIS — 3, BB LA AN ], 5 50
TG RA—E, W A HHRE NSO
1) 58 2 A6 &, T AT S ATE 5 D) A s st T A S8 ]
SEM T YT LS E NSRRI R, BT
SR Y AE SR AR 22 S AR R (BT KSAOs) U3,
HI T HLERFATT KA REN 02 1, X 5% M
I 2 255 1) 21 SR BR A AR B IR 5%, WA B T
A Y PE SR AR 2 D 3, AR5 o83 X L8 4
AR F, WATEAS0HE B, DU KRR B Hh R 4%
T RE, IREA G B, KRR E N
R G030 2 T e oA VR A T A R 21 A R ) 2 il
b, — O T B — DR IRV G O T N M 4
RO R IE B P AR TR R, e 3
THUE DT AR BB TR AN — AN S e ) 5 3d
PEGURIAIRI R R . Sy —J7 M, FFZEH— L9 BHE
T FLA AN A R0 BR B3 AR 5 550 N 1 G ) IR 06 R
;5 RE M A% (proactive personality). 4121
i A0 PR T & L RFEAR E, FRIRAR
W AR B SR TAEAT I 2 2R A

RN AORI PR AR B L N 5 AR R b A B
ge Ve AL

TR, i E A A OCHE B 51 3 I 50 A
TEAR KM B SRR . B EE—iR & 110 R
PEGUROHEAT BT SR (B A —, 2003) 57k, X 1k
R S B ST IN ) AN F 6 4, By CE R
SEHAT T MES A A BRI (. 28, R,
WOCHE, 2006, JJE A4, A4, 2006, Frow, B
M, 2008, I, HKOGHEE, 2008; AF), DHAH
W T R R ) 5 i A B (B A, T A, 2006
Fi 4B, 2006), % I"JERISIE I G330 i D8] 35 )
SR . HIE AT Ie, — RS 5 v
GUAC RN AR 2R, BT IS M S AT 55
SN R IL B8E  —AN BEAR DA SRR b
(R R 65 ) QN B 74 & B ) VA 478 S YD aA 1
AR, AN TR TR R 7% = 2 1A T A FH AT REAS T,
i BARIF I AN A 7 T HCNs 196 & M 45
oA P g R AT T A (R R AR E
55 oh 1 ST 25 SUSONAS BAT BNPEHT . R,
TEAR AT 55 B33 Ji 320 253 30RN 385 N 1 8L [+ )
FoLOU 2R 149 R) N, B A 4 O B AT HURR ) T
D BR] 7, 3R B S B ok i H A SR R
IKIE

B e, T N S A R A AL AU KRk
HRTEGACH, AR I 3d B 1 o 28 ) A I S i
MR AR T A28 a0 . BF 0 R IS
PEGIS LRI S5 IR 2 755 N A ge it
22 A g 2 [ A7 7E 1E 7] 5% & (Pulakos, Schmitt,
Dorsey, Hedge, & Borman, 2002; Griffin &
Hesketh, 2003), i 63 T PR 2 o) LR F7 11,
XX HRN T BRI R A BT E L. BAkE
JEME & (4, RG], 2008) Fl 4k 2 K & M 45
(Osmana-Gani & Rockstuhl, 2008)%] i W ¥ 4 %%
1) 5% 0 D00 50 B, AN OB A g A o N B Y 4%
2 S S0 AT I AR B BE, BB B S AN R I 3
GRS E NS =S S PUBINA 3 QL
EVE 058 W), 7R 20 v gt ST SRR A S5,
PG R T A SN 5 A 2L H 5 N6 B A& FT AR 4L
1) &5 FR 5, T AR 08 A b g A A% 0 38 S AL 3
X [ I A BB, Bl 2 2R v ST A T RA TR 40
HEVE B, A% A BN R A TR A
100 5 K 38 N 1 AR A B HES) B I SCHRE . M, BE
7 T2 5 2 (W 90 25 UF SEAS PR 31 35 AR 1 5 0l Y
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Adaptive Performance: A Domain Remains to be Further Studied

WU Xin-Hui; YUAN Deng-Hua
(Psychology School of Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330027)

Abstract: Adaptive performance, as a multi-level and multi-dimensional concept, refers to various

behaviours that cope with the changes in job requirement and environment. Previous studies showed that

there may be overlaps between adaptive performance, task performance and contextual performance. The

results of previous researches about the dimensions of adaptive performance are inconsistent. A series of

individual and environmental factors, such as general cognitive ability, “Big Five” personality and social

network, can predict adaptive performance. Studies can further explore the theoretical framework,

measurement, antecedents and managerial implications of adaptive performance in the future.

Key words: job performance; adaptive performance; adaptive behaviour; adaptability





