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A study on the influencing mechanisms of learning goal orientation

on innovative behavior: Moderating roles of psychological safety
and mediating roles of beneficiary contact
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(BE)

ARFFED HAYIE, HEEEOFEFHITE (innovative behavior) R ITTMALEEE L To
2B HiEEmYE (learning goal orientation), B X OERBEER & L CoOS 0 L2 &M
(psychological safety) 3 X O"5Z23&# M (beneficiary contact) D3EZEEE%, FFMEEMEAL
MO T V=L T =D FVIHERTLILTH S,

S0 H R I X AT B 2 RS 5 25, F ORI B TR H R I OB 4
PEE ORHAEHIC X ) EHATEN RS 5 L L HI2, 8 HERNE 23 S8 2w L
THPNITE % BT 2 L O Z ML 72,

SR BE O IR EIESE A OO T THAZ EH L 720 IRSIZBET 57 v — Ml
THHZER L, #EE 251, 8 HEERmE, OEWEet, ZREElconwter7F 2y
IRRIC L BNE RS E LB, ERIDSIEE T OEFHWITEIC O W T oM % 15720

— Mt B 508 AB L OVEHEEE 69 40O OISR S, R BRI OB %
ML OLREAERC L 5 EATEI~ORE L, Ao BRI & S TE) o
OB RAMRGE S N7z PRICK L T, 8 HEENEO R WE TIE % RwHED 7 )V —
7T, WGOLIENLEEDS X ) E L R DI L2 VEFNTE O AR F 2 EAR SN

720 TN B X OB O SRE L L TOZEEERE MR EITIZOWTERE L,

1. FUBIC

(1) AMROER

AT R ToT %X U & % Ffr 5 o A g
X, SHROBEHRHE T2 RELER, M
HRICBU A ANOFTENCIE, BHISM & Al
NRDOEN D, TOHIFEN TRITER ZRATE
CEVHMMBBOME L ERICEETHL I L
i, PRTEIDELLOBBEIFRMLCEL
(Katz, 1964; Katz & Kahn, 1978; Kotter &
Cohen, 2002; Van de Ven, 1986; Van Dyne,
Cummings, & McLean Parks, 1995) .

SHIZBVWTHHERO A /) R—2 3 v DI
L, WEBOTA TT7RITEIINICEET
eV v, RIFETIE, TDLH %
RERFOWFR L L CORERITHO—DT
& B HEPFTE) (innovative behavior) (Z7E
HL, ZOHEEDOA N XL EHEHRTH, L
LI A/ R— g v EEEsm g,
WHEBOTATTROLDEDNLIRETSHZ
&5 (Van de Ven, 1986), fE3EH R
AN 7 AT E 2 R T S & L3 TE
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HETHrEEZOLNTE, LT, 2O
B R RTTENC O W TR, FIs b 7
D B K ORISR S NS HICE - T
Wb,

Katz & Kahn (1978) 1&#1#&% B D178 %,
e U e O ARG TS B IS B3 % 25 AR 11T 8),
RAEE D87 + —< V ZDB L &2 MRS 5
78), HOOBBOFEDNTH->THHSE
M DFFMICRI S N AITEN AL - L
T, AEROAHRE & RFRMEICIE, BN THE
MR ATENREHETH S 2 L 235 L 72

Z ® Katz & Kahn (1978) o HI& M 0%
&%, %o Organ (1988) o ikt K ATH)
(organizational citizenship behavior),
Brief & Motowidlo (1986) o [ #1: £ 1) HH %
17 #) (prosocial organizational behavior),
George & Brief (1992) o # &% 09 B 5
(organizational spontaneity), Borman &
Motowidlo (1993) @ CIRIYZER (contextual
performance), Van Dyne, et al, (1995) @
% ESMTE) (extrarole behavior), Morrison
& Phelps (1999) @ = 4t (taking charge),
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LePine & Van Dyne (2001) @ K A A
(voice), Bateman & Crant (1999) @ 7 1
7 27 7 4 7478 (Proactive behavior), &7 -
il (2008) D% FHAMEAETE) 2 & OB
OO L o7z,

IS DITEEIE, ZoE&ER M EH
HIZR 2200, MEOBUIRHER: (status-
quo) D7=DDOMIFZRA XL —2 3 ¥ RRR
HEBZ T, BITOYAT LAOHHER L DR
FHET R & T A BAEN R B ATENHE AT
ZHTTV5b,

Van Dyne et al, (1995) o 43 7 & i,
Hz o7 ZHo0HE L TTEEETT5 1
THIFE SN AITEITH 5% EIMNATE) (in-role
behavior) (X LT, EiEofrEidfssir
@) (extrarole behavior) TH 0, & 512,
SN O ITNEBEM 2 T IR AEATE) (affiliative-
promotive behavior) & #HiE~NDOHT R
EEZIEHT 5 2 LI X D AT 2 RET 5 Phik
1478 (challenging-promotive behavior)
airehns .

AWFFE T, 1o 0PREAEHEATE O
PCY IR S FFER S & 7 o T 5 Scott &
Bruce (1994) @ #3147 &) (innovative
behavior) ZEH 3 %, ZOMHIZEMIC
bl INFTELLOMBEEFEHL, £
K72 AT R R R A & o B EPEAA <
MIEENTEZNSHTHSH (Fl21E, Ng
& Lucianetti, 2016; Ramamoorthy, Flood,
Slattery, & Sardessai, 2005; Scott & Bruce,
1994; Yuan & Woodman,2005 ; Shanker,
Bhanugopan, Van der Heijden, & Farrell,
2017; %2 &),

(2) FHFHITEIORER

BEHTIATE &, PESERIC X B A SER,
B, TGHBRICE L THROT A 7T,
B, FNERHER E2BXIEA - EH
TAfTHEERS N, EEROBMANSL LT
WRWEROLHAEMZ L Y AT B EE
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Z5HNTWwW5 (Scott & Bruce, 1994). il A
MR &L, EEREAWE, I3 Iv P AV
N, BERHRDO A & £ V7 &C (Davis-Blake
& Pfeffer, 1989; Kacmar, Collins, Harris &
Judge, 2009), R R & IZHHE O REE
BT, BEEEHEOLE ) -5 —
T 7, W L oWmIBERR LT
& % (Piccolo & Colquitt, 2006; Takaishi &
Furukawa, 2011; &, 2012) -

B 21X, Ng & Lucianetti (2016) &, Rk
NOEHEE FED» S OBERFH O &2 5
B, T LY EHATE) (T4 77 ORI,
128, FAT) EE HERAHSRNMERO
S B IEE L 72,

FHATENE N7 + —~ v AR R Y
T4 TR E R T I LA MEEE N TV A
(Shanker, et al, 2017). 4 25ETOHFWT
BRI A FEREIZEE LT, &A (2013) i
WEHOTOT I T4 T - X=VF )T 4 —
Favha— )L L7z LT, MRRORE R
BELEROEERM) —F—32 v TOLAA
X 8% 5E L 7zo £ 72, Takaishi,
Sekiguchi, Kono, & Suzuki, (2019) &, W%
A ORI E R DS ATENC BT 58
BEMEEL TV b,

Tett & Burnett (2003) &, 2D X9 Zf#
NI E BRI EN E O HAEHIZE 554
F I AEFHT B FEEE AL (trait
activation theory) =ML, X7+ —<
A D % TR T B FEEIE LG & 1,
PEER D BN 72 & OBREEERA
RS 2 MRS, HEE oM S oM AN ZERIZ
I hgEsn, FRICX)HBRA AR
WNTOTEID L 5 IR L, ATz
B NGFYE & SRR & O HEAEMC L 554
FTIVADOTTHMNTLEDTH S,

AWfFETiE, ORI LHEGRO 7 L —
AT =7 DT, ThETHaRZEII
DHENTOR Do 2 MALEE LTo
#HE &M (learning goal orientation),
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BIOBEERNE L TORY 0 LKL 4
T (psychological safety) K OF<% %% ¥ % fil
(beneficiary contact) ASHHAUATEDIC I
TRBNBERET b,

9, MAFEEE L CHERNEE &0 H
5. HERERMEE X, HizadEml g7 s
N DD BN 728 Aok & g3 &
M (Dweck, 1986), HAEERREL ~V, HIWE
BAZINT 2%, BLUONRT7r—< v AL
EDOBEMEAVRE N TV B, BEGRBMEIZIE,
2 H RN (learning goal orientation)
EXT x —~ v A BEEINYE (performance
goal orientation) D 2 KTTCAH b HiRD X
I, ARG BN 4 B E R
R BU BT O R EDORY T4 7
GATEI E B L T b,

F72, AW TIIMSGERERER L L To.b
ML X OB L L Cozina i
fili ASHE BT AT B BT SRR 2 M55 2
L& L7 DHEMEEEEE, ZOLTH
LOERZBRRERTE LEEEICOWTH:
BEcfFsN5E&THAS (Edmondson,
1999) .

Edmondson (1999) 12X % &, [LHERZE
ERORVRLERETIE, S#HICLY RS
RECENOBRNEZET LI LB REFT
& AEICHVWoMERZEZ LI, #A
M OEEPECEIIZH B, OFRZ4A T
%X, ¥ A7 %—7 5 —=< > A (Koopmann,
Lanaj, Wang, Zhou & Shi, 2016) ®F—24®
f3% 1 ((Hu, Erdogan, Jiang, Bauer, & Liuy,
2018) &\, Tl V—F—-I v Tk
RA A (voice : #MEATEH) OENEKTH
b EDPKGEEE N TWA (Detert & Burris,
2007; Walumbwa & Schaubroeck 2009),
—J5, Koopmann, et al, (2016) & [[] K12,
DG E 87 + —< v A & OBRMEX
— BTG MR A D Z R LDFIET S 2
ERRIBLTWS,

T/, B2 OWMGBERNE LT
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fit (beneficiary contact) % Hf%EE 7 IV IZ
Bz, ZIEHEHRM R, W, EE, 7T
47 v NEOZRE L ROk (FHE
WMLT, BRRH —ERADZWEE L OMICHE
DEMNB L ORNRREZTERT 5 FAFERLBE
el oMo s) OFREICHET M A0
& EFE SN, 2R EANIME A o,
EBNDEFN—Y 3 v, $REZEDL L
%z b2 (Grant, 2012).

DAETIE, LS, MG,
NFEHEOFEFMCTHEH ISNEL L OFEY
PRI ND Y A5, AT T O FE 5L
WD THv, ZRBEHEMIIONTD, K
BHLWBEATHL I E0s, b bisE
TOMEE X OFEFEFZEIZ G726 v, B
Ehn, KWETIE, BARETHH¥EHE
BLETMEDSTREL B E L CoLBEEED
L OBNEE L U COZR BB 1T
WCRITTHELZRET b,

2. AEZTHE L TOOEMEZEEROEN
EHELTOZREBEZEMICEDEELD
ZALIZDWT

(1) BAAOCFEZEBEIEEHEEEHNITEH

HERODEFR=Y a viEEEHSE, /S
T =RV AZMLEEEL7-0ICHIED
ENBEETHLILF, £ OMEED
& Z2ATH D (Kanfer, 1990: Locke &
Latham,1990; Vroom, 1964;) . % f 7 B #% O
JHEOHRTH, HEREIHG Lo
SFEBETHOMOTHELRRBE L 2T
& 7 (Pinder, 1998). H B 042 M %
b » & LT, Locke & Latham (1990) @ H
i € B (goal setting theory), Vroom
(1964) @ WIFEAli i ¥ 7 (expectancy value
theory), Kanfer (1990) o H C i # 2 &
(self-regulation theory) 7 £ 1F H 15 25,
ALAE, HRRATENFZE O W CHREICTER S5 1%
S BAEEEMY: (goal orientation) %33 %,
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HEE MM OB 21, BHEOHEICY —
vV 23H HH (Dweck, 1975), TRIZHEZE - Hl
RO AIERERLOSHIZB VT
J& L WF%E & T & 72, Farr, Hoffmann &
Ringenbach (1993) %, HEXmMHEIX, 1A
AP R TS T %00 %
RAEDNT BFEAIMALATH B LIRIBL T
5o F72, Colquitt & Simmering (1998) &
I E i, BEEEmMEEMEME (disposition)
ThHY, M LZELZEANETHL L E
AbHNTWwh,

ARG m 228 B &MY (learning
& EAT BB |k
(performance goal orientation) @ 2 ¥k JC
MHRY, S HIERH BRI EAT
FE WY H A A M (prove performance goal
orientation) & A7 [l H A E M (avoid
performance goal orientation) {2 X432 5%,

FHAERNEOHNER, FHZOLOD
T HERZ, AFVRAT SO, Bl B4
IO LD L, EfTHEEMEORWE
I S OEFHIi 2155 720, F2dEmE
I 72 5l 2 [0l8E§ 2 X 9 1% 0 I H 5
(Dreck, 1986; Heymen & Dweck,1992), —
F, HAORIO®mSEZRL, ME»SD
Al & 15 5 2 & ASEATRE H LRI T H
D, WICHTORDPEESNATT 4 T4
Az 23720, {Edhs e mb#ElL &
I L9 B ERAEAT L HEEEMETH B,
Payne, Youngcourt & Beaubien (2007) i,
o 3MOHEEREICRS X & 504 247
v, R EEREL, BENT HEZRE
L2z Ho K72 012 LT ks 5 i 2
S L, A, HOREHBEL N,
T =V AR EETEMET 52 & &R
LTw3,

VAR, REVMTEICHET S 7L —24 7 —
202, BITEBE L TCOMNER DY HE
BEZ OISR I NS, Bl
Gong, Kim, Lee & Zhu (2013) X, &+—2&4 L

goal orientation)
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NV TOEZ HEENEDS T — 2 RO A D
Al RV T4 THhEERERTI L 2R
FEL72o ¥72, Ng & Lucianetti (2018) 3,
PEEAIEFITEC I T VRAATVLIRET
HDHIUNRTy FARAD, 8 BRI
F, FIUC L) BIROKR A ZTEIAVLME X
NBBIEEZREL L TWD, NS DI, D,
FHEEENEL, TSR R Y T4 T
BT LEEZONS, HFHIRLELD
HIRER A F OV O HESERAZ BV ERR & ROt
¥R, FHHEENE R, RIKROHE
W REECBZ T, MR FICRD T
477 ORERCIE R &R BN &%
ZAbhb, o7,

B 1. 3 HERSIPEIE, B pfTE) Ik
DEEGRZBTHS ).

T BRI AR AR & U TR
ELTWEb500, —FTRENERIZED
A 2T 5 L O (Button, Mathieu, &
Zajac, 1996) 23 5. F 7z, FH HEEEME
BED LS e A B = XL L) EHATENC
WEEG 250D T hTniwn,
X oT, RWIZETIL, EEBEMADEE HE
HEEIIREERE L L CoLHWEEED D
LT, TORBOREIELETHLELEDBIT,
WREHEE & U Tt B o 38 m % @ L T
BT DA ALWET B EE XTI

(2) FAERLTHE L TODLENREEDRE
Edmondson (1999) @ .0 #1 %¢ 4 % 14,
F—ALRXNVIZBIUFALRXAN—T, D
F—LPWV AL "B ENTEDLRELY
ThHbHEV)BVPRIFINIRETH 5,
LoT, F—ADEIENRIEER, TR
TENCF * L v V95 LTl TEEREN
ThHhrLEZOLND, HhEH 2 &R E R
ng, AUN=—PLI R INLTNIE, T v
Ly aZ e, HikL7zZ &8
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AYN—=ZRBOHN D T LB EHF — LI
boTWBI EIZED, XU N—DFPHIT
IESNLEZIDEEZ BN,

TR, % O CTLBENZEEEIC L S
IRT F =V AD EATRENT VB, I
MY ZEENRED L) B E R TERD
B ZELNT + =<V AZHBET L0
DWTIETH L EEMNENERSI N TR
3, Edmondson (1999) &, -LEI% &M
3% 478 (learning behavior) Z AL T
T+ =RV AT AR BEEL Tw»
bo ZOFEATE) L, Rl oS AR
PEE 3R 2ATHEE T, BARWIZIE, 74 —
KNy 7 &2k, Bk E L, dRERD,
KM FHEW 2 FlET, AL T8 235 L,
KD F—20F, BREALERZ, HE
DERZ O, Wi~ HEF 0 E s
, BUROFLETIEI PR TELRVRIEREZD
BAITE L MBEERIE L T 5 (Edmondson,
1999) .

DRI 28T, otk
ZERELT) ==y 7IFEHLZL DD
D v Bl ZiE, Hu et al. (2018) 1%, V) —
F— ok S (humility), F— 2 OTEHILA,
LI, MK ZE (Power Distance)
EF — 2 DfIEN (creativity) DOWFZEICH
W, F— 200N EEME L BIEEITRY
TATICERT LI L AREEL TV 5,

DB ZEMEITEE, REMTETH S
RA A (voice) & DRIV THI%
ENTE, K4 R &1L, PREEAETEH &
LTIz R IELE 08 %
D ZBEALRA ) N—3 3 v BT 51T
) Td % (LePine & Van Dyne, 2001; Van
Dyne & LePine, 1998), %1, Detert &
Burris (2007) 1%, YV — % — OBk
(managerial openness) 250 FO.LFRRY 24
PEED, FIUL Y RA 278 4RSS
LA MRGE L7z EHMWBRIE L &, EAE2s
Halzbng) 2L zlE, HKEZEL, 2

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

DTATTEMAL TN DOHRERD
ITH D (Detert & Burris, 2007). F 7z,
Liu, Song, Li & Liao (2017) &, V)V —%—®
EIIRESREEHOR A 27812 B3 58
BOWPT, ) =F—»oEE~NOHEE
4t (emotional contagion) % WAL 7-Ht¥E
DL EENEERHT LA = A L5 E
FEL7z () =5 —0RNIRE — (EERH DK
TIRRE — /EEROLBENLEN - K4 A
118, ¥ 512, Walumbwa & Schaubroeck
(2009) &, HEEH AR T B 0B E A
Wy, LRloMmEY — % — 32 v 7 (ethical
leadership) & 8T DR A A4TH) % ZB 112
WAT2Z 2R LT

ZD & 9T, ZL oW T LI AR
)= —DTFTTOF—LzHE LT, %E
IMTEN R BT L BBICB T ALK L
THbNTE, F—2 TR LNV T
DL EEME, V-7 —F 7 LR o7
BRI L ) RECEEIN, 22 )
WHATEN DB INLI D DEEZ LN TET:
DTHbH,

L2 L, —J COLIZ AR A R85
TbH Y, fxDREFRIZL > TG L7213
F— DA B, EEkIER RS 0L
AbNb, bbbl LENZEEOMS
(&, Schein & Bennis (1965) 12 & %, %A1t
W L TALRRIBTE S LIET D201
[ S 5N T NS S 7N 3 DS A PSR VA <3/ )
5L DELENSIRAEL TS (Edmondson,
1999) L2 L7Zadss, OHWZ4aez A
LAV T Z 72 ATIFFEIZ Y 72 5 e v

COEHIHRIENL, ABIZETIHEAL X
N TOLHLENORMERZ, EHAT
B & OBLRMEZ BT T 5 BTHIZEICB W,
F— A LRV TOLHWREMEEA LNV
DEIMTEI 2 BT 5 L 91T, AL
2BV T H DB AT TE) & R Y
T4 TR BRI D B 0 2 REET o

DM REEE VIS, Thbb, B
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HNEZLRRA, WE) ZLIFAEIND
BB, KA R LFBIC, EEBOHB D
FERR 2N F T EILE ) UL A DA - et
ENDH T DL, LBMZENIERATE
2Ry EERZOND, XoT,

Bt 2. DB Z AL, FHATENICIED
WEEGZBTHH )

DML, EREERIIT r—< >~
A% BT 55O TIEAR WA (Edmondson,
1999), #EFi, LHMEZEMEIZRDO L H I
BEANRIZT TlE R <, R RIS L D B
TEZLETHEHET L, Tabb, LA
etk e 8 BRI, & HITREE
PATEh e L, ZhIC X D BREEEN LA
FEPEIZAHREMICIEDO B 2 RITT & HZ L
7o £ T, WELT T BEEMMIE, B
FATENCIEDRE R 52 5 | OMEICO»
TlE, DEMR e S ML % s
LEEzZoh, FEBEEAEOE IR
TH o THOLHMNZEEPMMECERYEICH - T
X, MxDRERDRERH 2T YLD
% EOFFATEI O ERIZER L, (DENE
SN IR OB A IATEIANE IR
B EPTRENG, FHHERREMEK N
PEXERIL, BB LM EEEOBEKIZL S
T, EHNTEOERIIRWIRETH L Z L
BPHEND, LoT, HERMEE OB
REMIIZEAEAC X0 FERfTE &2 AT
LEEZOLND,

i 3. 248 HEREIEIL GB R etk & o
LHAEMIC LD, BT ENEE
TAH5THAI)o

(3) BNEME L TOZBERM

—77, Grant (2007, 2008) (%, K¥ 74 7
DHEOBLED? S, WHIZOWT, HEERD
M & DZERIZTF TR L, MEIRT MR

— 339 —

HUFEYE 2 2 TV B OO S ST E T
W45 (prosocial job characteristics) @
B 24T o 720 HEEH O YT 525,
7747, BE OBE FEEREOZ
%% (beneficiary) \CHEYF 1 ThpBe s
ZHHMER Y —CAZREL VLT L 2K
L, &b, 7947 NeENLDT 41—
KNy 7 %20, FIRISHE S O~ T
W52l ERERTLEMOBE (ZiRFEEM)
OEZEETER L 72,

B, ZIRBFEME, W E IR
I (Hackman & Oldham, 1976), f: =
DORERITEH T 2 [REO T (task
significance) | % [ #E3 & ® — K1k (task
identity) | &#ESRIIIEUT 00,
BhbDOTHbE Grant (2012) ZFK LT
Wb,

Grant, Campbell, Chen, Cottone, Lapedis
& Lee (2007) 1%, X9 HZisHgimA
WHEOPICHAAENLZ EICLD, ¥R
FMF I LTV D &L, EFRX—T gy
D L, R TR AT & Ak S
LI LEEFL TS, 51T, 2B
IR —F—2 v TORIREEHD, #
NIV TN T+ =< ADNETHI L
% Grant (2012) IMGEL T 5%,

TR & R ATE L O E AT
BB B IEATIFZRIE Y 72 5 s, 23
BRI X BB LR OEER DRIV -
T Z ORI, Ho Oz HeERL,
RIRRO&E % W 2 72 EIMTE 2R3 5
bOLHEREIND, Lo T, EHITEIOL
HEEHOLEEZEZONS,

B ORERL N, HEE, BRAE,
HEFICEVRED, Bto COEFERD X
D ICHE L OBEDPLZ VIER, BtoBO
BTG TR PTHE Y TR IR & D3R T RN
WKLo Z2wWEEb H L, LA L, W
N HHE - ERTH o CHHMBTH AL E
MBOER L ORTAH Y, F T TWEH
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BARAMENENE) DITEELNTDH
bo Flo, ZIEBERMMBLORERMENS
Pl HEEROF v ) TERZ EICL TR
GhHLEZOLND,

e Lo HEERESSWEIE, A
55 DM T R 3E BRI D W T O BLAYE
Wi, iR A R Rk L, €
M D ATE e SN B L HEHTE
b0 bbb, ZRBERMAS, FEHHEER
P& HEFATE) & OBREENTHLEEZDS
N5, -7,

PG 4. AR AL, HEHMATEICIEO R
BrhH25ThsH9)o

IREE 5. AR E I, A B RS &
WATE & DBIRZ BT HTH A0

DibEd s, NN TS 2 58 HEEEE
ERIHEN T D 2 LI R 4TS X OB
WTHh 5 ZimewMmIcERNZH T, HHERO
FOTATENC ST SR MR RA L &Y
%o

3. FHik

(1) FATREE

WS Ao WM 2O Tk r
FiL 720 AFRIZIER B R 900 44, EAS
FOTHHAOHREETH LD, 7L AEH
AW EII L E LT, TrMASY,
EHRMM S 2 &, BICKE oS RG %
ApEL, EWNTSTIR T L 2 AR TR
4O Ny T TR AT B, WAL, K
BB ARA L, 2 IT Bz g &
¥HILET, OIS /I R=va %
L7205 L7258 e LTHSN, &%
HEEAEDPODOZTE DLV, T, R
DM OGFEIC D FHEFM ALK L TV 5,
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(2) BEHE

APANL, FHTIATENCBI T 5 | A B
FOEFNC L 25N 2 IR T 5720, FA
HABIXUBARIER L, At LU 2o
DI BT BB - Hisk - ek - =3 - 1
BRHMEICB T s B I LT, #H 1D,
mEEE IS X, 8 BERAE, L
ZEl, ZREFEHEME IOV TORLV T
Frv 7 OEREA DS LM A % i
fil7eo T E2FFOEMR - BEEHICIL &
TOFT OEF AT E) % 57l 3~ % AL
AL, PCANBIUORABEEHFICLYE
Mil7zo B ID 2088 L-H#HIX, %
v+ Ay KN4 T A (common method
bias) DOMENDOIINICH o720 TES - X
Vo KA 7 ZI22 W TIlE, Podsakoff,
MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff (2003) 2%, #t
B LA R R W S E P D IET S
WA SR AT 5 B80T MBI
LOMFEICm Y S L5 mERELTEY,
W R T L CoRB gL Sh
T &7z BT, AWFEOMNEETDH % o
ATENIC DWW TIE, — 8D Tif%E (Ng &
Lucianetti, 2016; Janssen, 2004 7 &) THEE
B2 5 ORISR Y2 MRk - fimE L7z LT
Hw2z2ebdH b0, £ OWFETIEEFAR
V=& —IZ X BT OITEIOBIE 4 & & HlE
LTwa,

AWEICBWTD, LWL HEET L,
FREIFHMEIC E A T O ITE 2 lE L,
I NS (a1 RS2 N 7 ey e o
fih 22 &S ORI EBE OB E SN T S 72
W, 7= OFFHITH T A LomE L |
AIFHERIE L O~ v F v 72 4rwv, RERT
LRV TF oy 212 & B B,
IR, ZasE s X 08 RRIEHbLC
X B FHIATENC AR 2 BIHEHE O G AE %
HH L7,

— et B & UL 758 A (IBUILEE 92% )
THo72h, RO TIIAAL - FEHL, U5
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it - EUEFCAHLE, = M EEZBRWVWZ 508 AD
F— & T, FEHERE S H B 135
N (B 98%) TH o725 HMFHOWD
B 69 %5 5T OFHI & 14720

—fAt B I EE ORI 91.3%, K
8.7% o SEARL 25 F K15 8.9%, 25 ~29F 85%,
30 ~34F201%, 35~ 394 136%, 40 ~
49 ¥ 335%, 50 ¥ UL F 156%. #hieE Bt
A44ELPIT 22%, 5~ 94 126%, 10~ 14 4
248%, 15~ 194 71%, 204ELL L 335 %
Tho7

(3) HERE
(TERZER
R Rt B oS ATEI oM E L
1 Scott & Bruce (1994) ® 53HH Z ML,
ERI B RHEERD I, (B OO EBTFD
%) B T7TATTERL, BEICERESETY
%, [OO (WFD%) &, #Hizmgdh, K
B IRRPRN DT AFT 2759 .]) [
BREWZ, [HIZLTws] GE) 26 [4
CLTWARWIA M) OSERFFEDY v 5 —
METIRE L 72
(B 2250
LA E 4 Liang, Farh & Farh (2012)
OSHHAZMMA L7z (Bl [ROHETI,
ARG CTHREIZOVWTHET LN TE S,
[FADOEETHZOARLDEZ 2N L5,
HOCHIC R D 29 TRECR S (U N—2A
A=) L) W&, TIFHICETEEST
Wa ] G5 S TS TREE->TwARW] (1
B OS5 v — PRETHEL 2.
FHEBEEMY: Hirst, Van Knippenberg,
Chen, & Sacramento (2011) @ H % & |a
A= o T 1 (learning goal
orientation) | ® 6 IHH ZfiH L7z, (B [FA
&, HOORENIN Lo 72\ AL R O B R
ZELHMATVD] TR, FmAF LR
Mk ZED 5 &) RS EHEL TS ) N
BRER, TIEFICETEE TS ] (55)
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2o [ETEEoTwiw] (14) O5E
FEY v A — METHE L 726
2T HM Morgeson & Humphrey (2006)
DAFHHEMH L7z, (B [HFE ZHE
SOHFPEET L TROFABRSBEMRE X
CFEET ] THROBKEIZIE, HOOHFHIBE
T5 THROMER BREIKE LT 5 L0
FNTwa.]) m&E TFEFICYETRES
TG R) 254 TEEsTw AR (1
B OS5 v — FRETHE L7
FREOMIZ, 3 P a— v E LTI,
AR, BhERAE R &R E Lz,

4. #BR

F1IZ, KWRTE Y BIF-HEHDOTFH
i, FRAEfEZE, BEMARE (ZueonNyso
a) BLXUOHBEREEZRT. BEEREE,
ETOEBETIULETH-7 (FHHER
M= 91, LMY= 81, ZixE L
= 92, WHATE (LRFHI) = 90). %
WHELMM I, OENEENS X %R
FHMmEIEMBEL (r = 18, p < 01, » = 37,
p < 01), HHHATEE ORI IED MR %
ML7z (r=21p <01 DFMZ4AER,
ZRRBHME DMy = 31, p < 01,
BATEIE ORI » = 12, p < 05 DIEHE A
ALz, Lo T, WM 2 51355
ML, R 1 (8 BRI, AT
CIEOREZ 5252 THA9), 2. (b
PR AT, ERATENC RO 2 5 2
L5THA9), Wit (ZwBHEHEME,
WATENCIEDEEZ 525 ThHH ) d3HF
X (YA

F 2 TlE, Y BEENE L OB AT
& DR EANERN & 2 F AT EI~ DB % W
B, HHTATE) 2 B AR L TR S
BIERR M AT % o720 AT v 71 Tlda
Y hu—WEHE LT EERE AR, A
7 v 72 THE BEER L LA R e
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W, AT v 73T HEEEE & OER
TEMIZ X BDRAEMHMREZHZAL, Zhe
NDOATy T TOREEREI Lz, &b, &
HAEM OMG % & L EER 58 Tld, Aiken
& West (1991) OFHXI2L D, &ToOM
VAR EELL ETERA LK AT Y
72T, FEHEENE L OCHWZEEEE L
BDICAETH-7 (f=19p <. 0L, f=
09, p < .05)s AF v 73T, %W HEL

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

Pk & O PR 24 & B HAE AR (GO
X PS) 1%, HEHWATENCAHE (8= -09 p
< 05) THoHIEND, WIL3 (8 HE
B, OBt oREEHICED,
FHATENC BT 2 TH A D) FEHSh
720 R\WT, Aiken & West (1991) @ T
W2k, ThooREEH%E 75 7L L7z
LOMRH1 THbH, TOMMPS, 8 HAEE
FPEDSE VE I & o TS O LHLI 220
B, S OFEFMATEIOARICHE LM
HPEDL S NS, 228 HEGEM AR
HIZL o TE, DR E EHATENC
FIE O BEME DS/ S 7z, B ES AT T,
FHAEENEOR TV —TI2BT 508
Mz etk L T Eh O BRIEAE TIE R < (O
= 07, ns.), ¥EAEEMEOK TV — T T
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HETH-7 (b=16p < 05)

S 512, 8 HELRIE 252 253 5 & fk
H L CTHEHIATE 2 8 288 % 1o <<
Haye’s PROCESS macro 2013 (Model 5) 12
X B 59HM %47 -7z (Hayes, 2018), Zic#
fili & N 2 7235 3 OEPEHHT A H1ZFE 2 LT
BRI, 28 BRI & OB eEc X D
REAERE (= -07,p < 05, BLY
S B MO BB SN (=
09, p < 05), ZLTHKADZIHFHHFMIC X
LWANPICETE2T - AT v ¥V Tk
(7Y 7L X=5000) \ZXBTA b
Mo, AREZEEMRIBEES N (F
= 034 (017), 95% CI [.100, .3191). & - T,
G 5. (Zaea g, 228 HEE MM &
FATE) & DR EZENTHTHAH) 1TH
sz,
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5 E®

VL Eo#R2 6, AW T3 E HEER
PEARIELE R & LT OB 24 e OV
WL L CTOZEFEHMT LY EH T
B &2 8T 2 \ENR S N, AT
2B W TR H 058 H BRI E A Y17
B AZ T HEER I AR TIDIEHINT
& 727% (Gong, et al, 2013; Ng & Lucianetti,
2018; Payne, et al, 2007), BGERKNE L TO
DB ZE A & BRI & L C o as B Hefim
WHER B AN Z AL X ) BEEE I & B
LA AT E) &2 585 2 MBS T & 2 2
LiX, AWMEOEMTH S ) o

DHEWZEMELX ChTTHEMER
(mediator variable) & L COXIEDIED
NTELD, RWETIIHNER 0E HEE
k2SR ATE) & BT S\ BT 5
# % (moderator variable) & L CToORHhE
AT L7z, X, N, HEEMEAE
WE ORKEATEN I O LB &P XD
BIEING EEZ T, BG4
P, AR CTH 5 HEE M E O HAE
XY, BEERMEOREILIY LS
OBV BWT, EHTHoA RO
HEPIVEL b0 FHL TV, L
L, TNOOXRHEEME 7 I 7L L7z 1
6, HESHEOSWEIZE ST, BEO
IR 2 A D S A S O ATE D4
EAMIET 2 & w9 XD d, HELEREmO
BEWHIZE > TGO LN EZENER L D E
R BIT L7205, FHATE O AR £

[Wertil] 590 %% 175 (°20.7)



TEER O H HEES AT MBI T e - WA L COLRNE 2 ROBA AR L COZERR L OB A / 2 X AZonT

LIS D EIRENT, Thbh, B
WoLBZEE4AEE, BEEmEOBWED
FHTEZRT L) L, BHEEmME
DR NE DOFHATE) & R T HisE ot B &2 R
7L TWBZENRERTE S,

L, CEMZeE X OHEERMEC X
LI RATEI D% = O FIIT R0 5% FEEE
THY, FFICOHNZEMES X O HE Y
DEHEAEMIAETH B ODZOHWATIX
1%ICIEEFoTVBEILIHHETRETH
%o

Cop, EREOEF Lo
THEOBEE - TWE—FHT, LHIRE
PEERIZ ST + =< Y AR EERE L v
3 % Edmondson (1999) O 7))V % F ik
FTRETHDB, COEFLVTIE, F—2D0
BYZEEEF—2) —F—0a—Fr 7
R R = AL TTF — 2 OB T8 &3
L, TOEHAHNF—LDNT =<
AREDDLDTH %, LEYZEETT— A
FLREAORMULARVOELETHY,
74— YA LTIEF — AN TOEHIR
#, b, WHEOFETEHLNVHRLYE
B ET 201348 KTH A9,

T OWSET, Hu et al. (2018) XV — % —
OiE S (humility) & AlERYATE) O BIFR
BT, LR L F— 2RSSR
(team information exchange) O#HAEIIE
GHTL72E 2 h ZOMER, F— AWK
WEFEH L) — 5 — 0k S o B IR
FET & 72285, DB AT X A A R %
MFIER SN0 72

ZHEH M EE,L X, F-20F
M, BB, TFNN—Y a3 F I REE
(emergent) REZ/RL, F—2AHNEHK
HIXATE @ FE TH 5 (Mathieu, Maynard,
Rapp, & Gilson, 2008) Z &5, AFIEIC
BU 2 RTINS 2 LB &
SN C L, BEERIYIC b YRR L
LCHfFETE S, LaL, oLt

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

WL BHPANGTINZ 21X, FoERENZT
ETHIETERV, 5%iE, F—2RNHHR
R EDORA Y N—DaI 2=/ —3 3
v, W BN EIREF— LD LD
BIFRTE % & 7o BB 2 BFE L 72\,

ko & 5 12F — 2 LNV TOLENL 4
OB S LLIRTIS, #D TLEWZE %
FRREFEOMAEZR & L THME L 72 Schein
&d Bennis (1965) &, #E3E B M A 2581k
HMEFE 2 DA T, LHEN R e
Lewin (1951) OZEHEEFIVEFEIZBIT 5 f#E
M (unfreezing) %R Liw#E L7z, ZHIC
M7 1 0o8BRTH S [fFf] BT,
Z D% D [#4T (transition) ], HTIZ [ o
i (refreezing) | BEBE D 72D 2B LANDA%
EROSEDPERETHL, SHOMEE, L0
DI bV EDORAFEIZB W THEAED K E K
REVARAETVDLRETETIS, 1/
N—Y g yPEEZV—2OHBE LT, K
Wi \Z R B ENEERDIIRNOBE L EFA~D
HHZRFERRS 2 HE T 2 ER 0B 7
REREHRIRIZDH 5 L FHIIMET Do

MDA ) N—v 3 v, fEEROEEN
1TEY %8 2 72 A5 CHEHI 2 ATE O A4 k12
IDHEEINZEEZ LN, TODITIERK
BDON—T 4 YRUEMEB Y DFPEITE S b
NRWTATFTTRITHIVBINE T RIZE
Pl b,

ABEZE T, DML VDR R %
Do TITEN AT 5 2 L SHGE S L7z, Tk
BB 50L&, b
B, AUN=DHWEREDT, BIHREHED
MEZEAL, BELET S L) ikt A
YON=SEEORR I, RRE NS IAN 7
ANOITE EFHTH L LEBITF—LLRLT
O N ERET L L LRETHAH. Lo
T, BGoOCHEMNEEEZIERT 5 2 213
RN CAERIG IR EEZ b S,

BRI, WSO OHNEEN 2 ®mD 572
DIZIZEFIRF — 2 - A=, ZOMoB
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BEENICHEEE BT D, FIC, V—F—Df
T RENIEETHY, a—F ek

DET 2 WYNCIHiRE - 74 B —9 5 HAHE
Thb, T2, AUN—[TOREOERESR
MEBREZERDSHZ EICOREL, LB
UCHHE2ET 52 L bIFETHA D, il
Je & U T, &P, Mo S, 72,
HEOHHELZSDLI LR ELWRENTH
HrEZS5N5, Z1L T, Edmondson (1999)
PS5 L1, WBITBWTED oF)s
ED X ITIET B 2O FLY LA O FRA
DRI E & BITEKR SN D720, Mo
BIHTHHENICHIG ) — 5 =R 2 VN =0
LKA ZHEMT L ENEETH S ),

—0, S8 BB AT H 5 28
W22, OO E AR &R - AT
HZEBHLTHAH. FHBEBAEDOE
R E LTIE, B, Ahmtk, etk &
DYy 7 774 TOWKNTR, HCRH
B, HEEER E2(HITHN S (Payne, et
al, 2007) o TNEDEHZZWET HTHRD T
A ML, FEEEEEOECE 2R
THZLLMETHLLEETE 5,

—77, AWH7eH 578 BEESIEd EHEB
X UM 2 2 B e il & A U -COEp AT
By a2 BT 500 D WGE S N7z AR A
BT 508134 7% <, 2 ¥ CTEIT Grant
(2007, 2008, 2012) A3% OB b Il % it
DTERD, KO TL—2T—212X 5
HHATEINORERA = X LDREN T
L3, MBOEHAMTEI O ZE~DFEIZH
54 rborBRishs, tLHOZEE
ZEOLHTZDIZIE, MO Ny TR EDE
o B, V=5 =25, fEO#FEITTS
BB A M (%, mise LR - Bt
B Ao TVBEREAL LY, -,
BB OHIZZD X9 i & OFfil - 28O
WEEMAANDL L) BEFTTHILLART
HbHY)e GHOEMEHEEZD 1T, ZDX
)BT (ob) % HUIZERZE (tasks) DHEA
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Tid 7% <, HEEEE LTEERSR ) 270
A8 (Grant, 2012) 34 FJH
B9,

Pk, ¥EHMTEIOARZET S 2012
&, WS TORSHPHMCZLLTITA A5
BlchsrZ &, HEAMEF~OF XYL VT
ZHELTRE LW E WS AR SN T
Wh Ik, R, nikIEOEZD &L
LIE > T2 L FIETE A0 T
RIAEFNTVLI LR EDN, AIRTH5H LR
9%,

ARWFZETIE, AN E LTy HEE
Y, BRBIEE T d BB, W EREE
TH 50N EENEE VD 3DODRL 25
O HEFATE OB %2 ATz DAETO
DB AR AR B FERFIFFE 13 D T A 7
OO, RWFFEIZB T BUFFER R IZRCKICB
A LB EEEIR LR L EAE LTV
CEERTIOLEZLNL, /2, ThiE
TOHMZ &I E R E L Cilb -0k
JEDOHT, ZTOFMBRERE 2 IRFE L 72 00b AN
ROEBERTIDTHA), S5, %
LT S OO R, HEBICH 4
WELHNERETL2DOTHY, Tk
TENCE 2 2 BBRPDAETOHEILE X h
72 2 & D ATENRL AR AR D AL~ D G-
LEZOLND,

L2 L, ATENSH T 2 3HIE T4 Tldsk
, R TIET 72 A 7 = X 2 DAL @A
L OMGRES LETH A ) Gk, AWIFEOR
FOTALICE: D, Mo E X A ER %
MR 7225 = X202 & AT OB % HE
D7z,

HOWBHMBEDA ) RN—3 3 VIZANT 7R
O 1%, Kotter & Cohen (2002) 2%/R
T LI, R - RS - &3S - BIEETIE
B, NADITEIRZEZ A2 LICHD, v
WCHBZHICHEN ITH 2T I L TH
bo TNDZ, KREFZEHL LELNIZMADOFE
BoRHIZOWTIE, f¥TottE - FlE
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WHEEIZ BT BITEERDIZDD A H = X A
HRT AL L BT, HORAL NIV TOR
S% WS, 2019) RTZELAARE DR
s,

6. SRORE

B, SHBOMELoOEE ke L
TUTFIZOWTE R LW,

12, AWFZEIE, — N TOEIENE
ThY, MEFHROGBEM L ZLYMEZHD S
7oL, MoERE, BUEL 7@ To
F—FWHEET) I ENETE L, ABFET
AN CAAVARSE JEE A=AV S 7 R SR
55DDBto BTHY, —MiHEHE LMk
BEDORFIZERE LT R\, 235 H el
DE RN 2 AT RIS O W T DR
WmThHLEAMEINIV, 5%, Bto C4
EIZLBWT BB~ — Y 2 - HEEE
BT HHEDOZARBRMONE & BT &
BLAW,

212, AWETIR LI L e 2 HAD
BEE LT o 7278, S HOGH O HAL
ELCRY;, F—4, FRV—F—DF
TOT V=T, L=WZE S T L THDHTW
& 72y Edmondson (1999) @ .[»#HY % 4
P, 23 FH 7N —TLRLVTOMET
HY, SHOWIETIE, BEYHIEE TV
(Hierarchical Linear Models: HLM) % v
TN 2TV 2w, RIFZETIE, LRV 2 &
L COLBERENEE F — 2 OEF B O
BERYEIIHGE L 2 % 2o 7288, S iR1d T — 4
DI EVEDE A O AT E) (L~
D ICRIZ T EER DMLY M0,

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

B2 % L oWk TORITHIETIEF — 4
ZHALE LR IHRIEE T IV S — I T
HY, BENEETTFLVOT TOMA - #
BRRI X BB FER DT, M-Plus
X HLM FE0i%iatY 7 S OFYI2 X D THEI
Tolze LAL, HEBEOF—2F72137
NW=T,LTOY Y TIVEELELT L, £
D7 DOINIE SO T 2 HF - 1
NBARTRTH S, F72, Koopmann, et al,
(2016) oWFFETIX, T — 2 OREFIIR X0
M EEME Ul —TORRICH D Z EH
RENTBY, F— A LNIVOWFROBSIZIL,
F—2EMHEERE L Cay t - T
HZEIZHHEL W,

8312, BA (2007) AEFT A LI,
MR OB 2 RESES L) RKE DK
D2 ATEIE, BT - R 282 O ARG
EHHEL, ZOXH R vy —yHEE
DT T AR A F OB HENED A
I 72 W 92 (Madjar, Oldham, & Pratt, 2002;
Sonnentag, 2003; & A - WA - 245 - Ak,
195 % L) &, 5%, BCHELL¥EDODDY
HaHD L TUhELET—<THb LV D,
COLO BBlErS, 5%, WOk
OTWVETZN,

AWFFEE, FHAIEFR B w8 4 (GEEmFZE (C)
OB 17K04322 THIKIC BT 54 7 X—
Toa AR E IO A B = X 2R B FEEHF
78)) OB % 2T TIT e bR O
—#TH 5o

F 72, RWFEo—ii, [EZE - Mk OR
AW 35S (20194E9H1H HAK
SAREFHR) ) THGE Sz,
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(k) AW Z-5H

P47 8) (innovative behavior) (E) LwEIFFH

1. OO (HTFof) #7747 7EHDOOMY) 25T % KET o

2.00 MTro%) IFEHHTH S,

3.00 T 7477 EBL, FEICREESETVS,

4. 00 HTo%) &, BIENLETATTEEARL TN,

5.00 RTo%) &, #H-zddy, HiE TESLEMRLEDOTATFTTEEL T,

T — — —

P HEENYE (learning goal orientation)

LA, do&FERBEITF XLy IV T REIZITEIbY) 2n,

2.fM%, HOORENM LD/ DIAEHHEEOER % L {HA TV A,

SHBCE ST, £20EM%E LT THH oMK E T2 2 LITEEL,
4.8, F7eAFVRHHEEHDL L) BRETHEL T,

5. R, P AN 2R L) LHETTF v Lo I U IR B L wE KL S,
6. EWEENRFREATRO SN D L) R E o TH, HFENIREL LIMA TV 5,

LB 4T (psychological safety)

L ROHE (1) Tk, RRIASFTHLRERIIOWTHETI LN TE %,

2. HOOARLBORFEH B IBRE Z LIZHMENT W5,

S HBDEZNPEELES TWTEH, WD NZRDEFFITIT VAR,

4. OFRET, IHHICHGDEZ ZBRD 2 ENTE %,

5. FADIRBTHGOARYEDEZZ #INI L7725, HOWKHIZR ) ) TREC R b,

3B M (beneficiary  contact)

L FAx, HOOHFEIEL > T0L TROMERBEMEIEFICEZ KRR LTV D,

2. 4tFE, FRREHSOMFIEET 2 TROMEFERLBEMRLE L {Gid,

3R I, BofFrd 2 TROFESBEMAE 2274 ) ORI % 2T 2 L ES D 5.
4. FAOWHIZIZ, HOOHHEIHET L2 TROFAERLBERELHT LI EPETN TV 5,

(I8) BHFE MROTHEOMNFE, WL Z2EOFLOLHRRE
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(F) (West,1990) 7 &%

1) AiwCld, BEFHFEL / X—Yar&[ 2) Bl 213, Organ (1988) o #)39] o> A # 7l
Gk &3 5o HUMEZET T, [Schumpeter R oK EF I, N2 &EHIT
i, kA (4 2 R—=Y 3 VICHIN) & B (extrarole behavior) & L T o1 )1 12
LW — X OBSE, 3 LWV il - H AT B (affiliative-promotive behavior) T
FETTEORY, B LW IRGE T o 5% HDHOD, HMB~OIRE R HE T N
LROIOL ¥ S| FAAE LS TH VR AR (R eE T 52 LT &) B AR T B PRI ST
LCTBY, H/ARERARLEICBIT LR &) (challenging-promotive behavior) @ fl
FeBBLRABLTVWSZ L LR HiIZANTWAWwE O (Morrison &
A/ N—=varEEFEeE LT K, Phelps, 1999) 2% %,
REIZE S TH A LFRETHOERTE S 3) Ea—btu -7V 7R FINFH [T
AT ZE] &L HL, 4/ R=V 3 REEDOF— 5 =7 Vit [P o N
ST TR ALKRAT B R <0 2 S AL O B A% T [RROBE] #AEAMT ] (2018
DWFFEE I L B ER BT Lo Bl 2L, [H HIHBHMLR) ZEOBEESTT—Z L0
N, HEH, HEE FodshEcEHLL F— A0 ) O LHEN SRR
BT D LRSS NHBoOT 477, M LTw2 ZENRSHBEEIN TV 5,

P2, Ban, THES 2 EORBMMZEEA LIS H ]

(BEXH)

(1) #/3z3zmk

EADG— (2012) [H/MRZEC 1T B 8B O L 0EE BATE—RE i i T8 & 2 oBUER & LT
HRE OB R IR L BRI ) — 5 — > v F—| [HARP/MMZEEAFHE] 31, ppl05 ~ 118

EADE— (2013) [HREE FHIEATEN N 3 AR B, A -y~ v S, TuT T4 7
=V F YT 4 OB T 5 FHN] RM~ AP A b - LEa—] 12 % 3 5, pp.197-
218.

B - EIARL (2008) [ 43 R Hoh & it 3 2 FE3 H 0 HF AT B D W C—RLig T RAT
Ba i T—] [JUNKEELESFZE] 45 9%, pp.83-92.

FA e E AR (2009) [ #E FH TR ICBI 3 2 %8 — kB Bk o B8R Ic oW -] [
3 - MK DB AAREZE] 55 23545 1 5, ppA43 ~ 59.

FAE— - BR R - AR ERE - RRIREE (1995) [7ay—Y vy VEANL BT L) VT — 2l OH
WP OWT —HUNMEERHEDO T =2 -7 7 3 — ) YT — 7 WE oM R 2 e —] T3
S - ML OGBEAREZE] 45 9% | pp.49-58.

L #(2019) TATHIRIZEC B 2 ACEMOEILOBII T 2B 7E—N O MERH IO &
DA - B 2 2% & LM ME FENICES W T—] TP EE] B8 &H 475,
pp.179-220.

Ea—bl-72Y 2 A7 INF(2018) [MERREDOF — 2 7= V[P O N TIERKOBE]
AL W H T R
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(Abstract)

This study aims to explore the effects of employees’ learning goal orientation on their
innovative behaviors. Based on the trait activation theory, I hypothesized that psychological safety
moderates the relationship between learning goal orientation and innovative behavior, and that
beneficiary contact mediate between learning goal orientation and innovative behavior. Data were
collected through 508 employees and their 134 managers in a middle-sized forging company in
Japan.

The results showed the positive and significant correlation between learning goal orientation
and innovative behavior. It was found that a learning goal orientation indirectly affected
innovative behavior via beneficiary contact. Also, learning goal orientation and psychological safety
interactively affected innovative behavior. However, contrary to my expectation, the relation
between psychological safety and innovative behavior was stronger for those who had low rather
than high learning goal orientation. Theoretical and practical implications and some direction for

future researches are discussed.
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