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sRNRIEEIAl e o

AAe 719 ALl Azoln BIH
2 st A N
(Bock, Zmud, Kim, & Lee, 2005). &2 W T4
HEo] AL TRl AHE wsse 5
o YUl BN 37 AL sl
APz o) wrAyg Qe JH|E
F7] wollLin, 2007) 7(])47]
ol FZE AL

AAE BE 719 NG S T
st AR £H9 oS =
3 A2 #E] A2~ (knowledge management
systems, KMS)S =3} THKing & Marks
JR, 2008). “Lefuf A A gef A= Qs A
ARl zde 3aAe] el A 28
= AR ojojAY] AeH, a2 ¥ g2
H]-g-o] HrAS}a QI TKBabcock, 2004).

zlx%oi J]U]OL‘: ;(]/\1—1 = g_zq LH7 13
el el 3t AsAgSs EdiE olfojA R
2 A7 JH ’b«] AJAS Fhota}r]
AelMe TE Abgel °S-E%9Jr g A4S
23 o oA
U &7l AlE=S A% Aknowledge hiding)
(Connelly, Zweig, Webster, & Trougakos, 2012)]|
o olalsl wEE Bat ok AdEe
gryog HQs HRE FV|e PFT5oZ
& A2 A7 §17] WEel v =
af Adllsks FEse Haed 2
. 2012, FAYEL 2
o}_;(] o}g 2] JHeE &

Z7)e Y=L EA9 &

Faste o

bt

L

1> o

;(]u]- =03 AHE
Lo H(Peng, 2013), TAYEC] w3 4
g7 712 AXEH P& HolAl HeA

b

HE A AAEAd g #d Are
B3 27 o|tHConrelly et al., 2012).
Q=

PR B % FAAA

o]0 A 7)== BlTHReeve, Olson, & Cole, 1987).
A dzE B8 e AAY BAE 27
o AHEG Adde AHE SN

Z2 AAo| HAA oggFs mA & gt

o
£

(Beersma, Hollenbeck, Humphrey, Conlon, Ilgen,
2003).
ool B AFoINE A2e AT

43 842 W A9 T A9H B

A} 3}
dutdo g dPat= Pt &
S THBolino & Turnley, 1999). Goffman(1959)9|
93} 1A (impression management)= =9
A ALl 2 olwAE FAlEAL 5% AT
&= 718k HiEAE ARle] ddke AS
A7) &l Al S FAlGe AF =R
A Md3tEiTh ©]F Schneider(1981)= €1
BFHEE TE ARl Zte ALY Qe o
s F7 S AER S Leary9}
Kowalski(1990)2 1’3#eE th& AlgEC] ¥

RAEe 2] e EsiEe gde A
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T2 o3t Wayned} Liden(1995)-S Z}A19]
olmAIE Hzstal ARINAl T3 AbEol
A e vAe Feo2 Aot A9
doles ags By Qddes UE Als
o] HtE = ALY oJvAE f=Hoz A
e Peo T - 4AY F Utk
Qgde= 54T omAE st
At A W Yehdes 2o £9E 3
50| tHBozeman & Kacmar, 1997; Chen & Fang,
2008). Q1gAel= A} Aot FE
28-S Tl o] FolAMLeary & Kowalski,
1990), thdA7E Aol A ofejo] & wf 1
e vs H54o2 Ptk Stevens &

Kristof, 1995).

EIUE](Bolmo 1999), 1=
3 e HYES Be
2 A28} thBolino & Turnley, 1999; Bozeman
& Kacmar, 1997; Higgins, Judge, & Ferris, 2003;
Mohamed, Gardner, & Paolillo, 1999; Tedeschi &
Melburg, 1994). 71 % Wayne¥} Ferris(1990)+=
R LI CESREE B REEY
T3 Fele] AAAYE AAFEA (supervisor-
focused), A}7]5A) (self-focused), 2]5-%4(job-
focused) AT 2 FEFPOH, o83 HZT
& D AR Aeld Wl BEso)
¥ KBolino, Kacmar, Turnley, & Gilstrap, 2008).
AALele] FAAR BAE A Y HH
AL gusp) 9T AN F23]
-ol|(Vidyarthi, Liden, Anand, Erdogan, & Ghosh.,
20100 &2 oA tiREE QdHY A
£ Rt 99 e AAPE ke

& Ferris, 1990). TlEo] AAZ = AAFe}Y]
W ol G FE 4TS W AT

&}7] ) &l (Schriesheim, Castro, & Yammarino,
2000 AHE TR QBT BB G
o AHEE el Hrk
WayneZ} Ferris(1990)0% “dAlsA 1/dae]
AAlAl ARz PeiAe dE 2 <
2 e ARSAY AAA BoIE nol

£ Ao P AVFA ddBeEe
Aol dejuta g Alolzhs g

H_

4%7) 918 A5 A% Jelw A
wa&— CREIEE B R EE Rt
[e]

°d<>1 Aoz A
Wayne?} Kacmar(199D)= ERISH, A7
A, JAEx, 394 ds& LT g
e Hsle AT EE A ge BsiR

o
AERE Y e AIErEE wska 9

o> Tt

L TAAQ dgkE 7 A
Chen¥}  Fang(2008)-2 2
S Bare 2949 Ak B e
o7 yeisth mepA JddEEE
AL AAAA A=

gl Hlsl 43 Xl A2 F 3
ol AAL 3 Algbo] BxE A3t
e Al BE AAE oA S 43
W3 THDeutsch, 1962). =, 452, OV\]-J:U]-

247 AA9] HE OB Aol 4

A& A ) AEA L AL
o] ololtt. ol A A
ol Sla BUE Aol BRBFE B
A7 = 7] w &0l (Vidyarthi et al., 2010) Z3Z
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Wayne#} Ferris(1990)7} AFEH ZJAL
M A DIV FIPAEA, A7E
A AN F AR R 202
T ATSAL Atk o= wEAR] AdellA
ER7F A ARQAR] Aol e Zal

dxoz W ABINEY o

27} Rl AR Aold 5 ol
Bl olgx, Er Ao] o9 S
A9 e AEAITH AR
A9 S s 9w} Al Besked) 9
o) WAY APl ) wEolt E

FRo1 AMgIRE HE s

RN

= of
a0
rlo

T A0 Btk o] g WEtM 2
dre= 43 T8 AdHe

47 B 25EE 23 94 @S
@ A% 2] Ay oe AR
REap1E oY o MEEE 3
Ch(Parrott & Smith, 1993). A2 A}3]4 vl
% Az AEE A WAz ASE M
ygelmst sgelme s g
AT 5] & ARD vlmshe
sl AL Aol T4 9
& Aty w|wE= A O|THTaylor & Lobel,
1989). the Abe] As 2 viEgke vl
Ao TRHez AN OE A A
< Hluste] WA AR el
H]Z TR}, 2009).
F AR ARG o U deke] Al
21 Aotk AAdA A e
He ARdolA e ARleA T4
g 2ES olF=d Adol He et Ha
o WA AT BAHA WA vepd
ThVan de Ven, 2016). A}Alo] Yst= AL o
2 Abgo] AU Q= Al dis d573
Ada 2ol yehue assde gA7t
Awrel Zo)thSmith & Kim, 2007). wapx] A
e AeE ALS)A wlne] A} E(Stering, Van
de Ven, & Smith, 2016) TFZ A}e] 3§39
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a AU 1T AES
Ven, 2016).

oje} o] ke ]
2w Agol7] wieel o
kA IR A
A=7) dojubsd, B A didate] Ao

Zo17] 3 F 7 AEE d
Ven, Zeelenber, & Pieters,, 2009). A4S H]nl
T e FFEOR BE7] fa vl o
e Aol AR o AL AAL
A o] AR Folgde AEE Hsta
Z}7re]l Alzoll A 2te]A A wlmalicious envy)d}t
FoE Adbenign envy)o] UEPATH(Van de
Ven, 2016; Van de Ven et al, 2009). & A7}
BT asaee AR v v §
g Aol tF fdez AAs] Al
AAZ Fojg A} sh= AAM7E oFelH
golaL, ARl vigk o QIA|Ete H|
e s e skt Al
AAE FHsk= AX7E Tl Aol
(Tai, Narayana, & McAllister, 2012).

ool7 Mue F3 AN A% oz
2 WolAzeky ArjHo] Ho Baot
WA B 2T B G FThO]
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Tﬁ7
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o El = 1o go
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il

2 (Schriesheim et al, 2000) THAA}7} 9] A}ol|
A 7He st &= vIA A3 B
WS BolAstel A T AFS
"] X THWayne & Ferris, 1990). =Wl = ZF-
F4 QAR RS DA FHA

o] Ao 2 E}}THDulebohn, Bommer, Liden,
Brouer, & Ferris, 2012). A}7]ZR L zAlo] F
Hol A5E HAF7] 3t HZFO Z(Godfrey,
Jones, & Lord, 1986) ZJAIZHE A2l Hr}
E 95 4 AKDulebohn et al, 2012). ©]<9}
2o] AAE T QBT AN S

[e)
]

(Schriesheim et al., 2000). AALe} H3le =&
de] ugdfAE Tl Fole =& GAHE
A 9 8F2(Scandura, Graen, & Novak., 1986),
SAAYN Fo d4F 3713 Scandura &

1994, Wayne, Liden,
Graf, 1999)8 AEth AAHoR Jale] 7
A Hrtel & 29 A= UE F
ol misl Bl AA -

S

Fa il 3w

fu

Schriesheim, Kraimer, &

2
AE F AT 943 FEE BElEE g2
AYPEL o5 t=2/ nlglE Aot F&8
o} Zo] Al A 7 Bl Ak
Q) 4= E(Tesser, 1988) 1831 7+ A} oA
A dTG5E AR nlart iWste] 4
3t T Uigh #Fe MAgs Bydozit
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(Kim, O'Neill, & Cho, 2010; Shu
2017; Hl& <, 2016).

o doprh FEElnz Qg el ZEe
A% ol d& A3yt 95 w23l
Aol thgHdeservingness) H717F 23 Q40|

ThBen-Ze'ev, 1992; Van de Ven, Zeelenber, &
Pieters, 2012). Feather(2006)¢]] W= 3 A}E9]
A7t gA AAQAE HE Ale] Ad
she AL I A dEd 2] Jrks
ol olFofAaL HFFI Ao HAo] IA
sh=Al weh geiy &, 34 e
2 yehd 23 Fg A F4H

ToE Uehd A3yt FAHE ol
A FsHAl He Aotk ol A% ]

2

Al A" = THCohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007).
ojg, &= Aol st oW AE
zAshs 7|0 FFo 2 A AT THGraen,
Wakabayashi, Graen, & Graen, 1990; Shulman,
2007). o]k #As| GAPlART Ex FsS

[SRE=1
g A% olg BRI TE THASE I

g 719 Y3 PFoE A T T
gl dis) FAA H=E 7=

EBtthE S, 201, 53] QHe

= BB E TAHAH L dF
ofSolARE A= Apr]o]os

H or 2 wolsolttay B thFerris, Bhawuk,
Fedor, & Judge, 1995).
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olg} 2ol QLyels T4l AN
AN + Q=T HAW ABA U o
g 7495 A%e 2gdodd g
ve Y5l $E LA A7FA
AyelE Fal dolul Anz AAG A,
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o oy e oft

ot mehd AT B 4TF
Q% Ao BEd 4% ool A
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A4 Zknowledge hiding)> TLE Ao
o BEF AAS oY o ogxFow
JEE FA Y e AEE 9
ThConnelly et al., 2012). X257 W5 9
AAA Fa3 He e A A4 2
A A=A A4 w3 TFHo ok Tt
(Serenko & Bontis, 2016). Connelly 5(2012)}2 A
AeEds O Al 493 ARE &1

= w4
= ZRA 199 g B ¢ AA,
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A 34 AnE BEal] 9% FRH F
712E 44570l Yehd 4 gleka walh
Se YR ARagels Tae] X

=

AEde FA8HA TVl % PFo= ut
ZtEE Aol YukAo|thPeng, 2013). A4
PEo T8 T 2AS oz AL o
THoE &7 oY AT FadA &
S ARE Fa3 ARE A4 AN F8
& AA AXFHE A FoHe dTo
2, FE9E°] A HRE TR FEY
Ao g AF-Z Fysi=d Wzl =7 g
o ¥ 7Y A 3 Aoz Erp

(Serenko & Bontis, 2016).

ojd, ATt ANEH NI A= W
HEe des AAAAT viths =
the 7EEe /fdes niEEe o] s
MRS ANERE B4 @ olf B
§8 A4 AT AA ol tehke 9E
o2 omige] YA ANEUE £74,
W, A 59 gakg E712 gEde
A2 %7]= Ao|tHConnelly et al., 2012).

Serenko @} Bontis(2016)+= A| A&7} A2 35

HU

7F AR EEe NEYS ASHeRE #9l
A AATH= 5 g oJey, 14
3] Eﬂi Ueht sRoA 23] He
FE2A v, AXEHL o]71F, &4 F7I
= 1,}1;}1,]: AR A Ao He Wsds
FATh olsh o] ANFRot ANFH
o APHow Jejs #3o] :ILZE.QE
OEde A B3 A7 ol oF
O R)3. k-e Ab3lo]THPeng, 2013)

Y AANFAG ANEHS Y PE
o] dFoln AAS & Fa oy st

HollA F5HE 7K JTHConnelly et al,
2012; Serenko & Bontis, 2016). SFA| T X2

o T AR A
of gglel AA &

Al
&5 A 2o] ofydetx m|F el AFAlA F
2% + 82 Wl Fo 442 F73
= 35 Hislop, 2003; Webster, Brown, Zweig,

Connelly, Brodt, & Sitkin, 2008)& 2]u|glt}. o]
% ge) ANERe e Awe 830l
ooz ANE FVe FEoE F A
3 M2 FHFETHConnelly et al., 2012).
Connelly 52012 A4 F5S HEEA
H Z7(playing dump), 3]3St % 7]7](evasive
hiding), 32]3l6}H < 7]7](rationalized hiding) =2
1A SRAeE PSS, HuAE
e BE Aol 24E B A4S wes
7 ;‘q =) 2‘%153].}:
Atk B9t w7]7] gk 7|Ae] ez
2 AEE FAY AYE AT & 2
o FA v ZAS LIt FskeiH 7
7l A3Ae olfrE = £ = 7 8le

%
=7l A= 7]

olo
M=

Z|uEAel ox g Z 3}

48 AT ANL
el gsst wEA Tgse Ae okt
AR ARE BEH 9 FZHA B
4 = A WA BV THAAL At
2 ApAE WA A4S w7 BTd
F Qick 2et Al AR BE A4E
A3 R ANL $71E Ao FEE =
20 2 YEPATHConnelly et al., 2012).

2FQHe] AN A =7e 74
92 A% Al Ui s AP
(Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007; ©]3 %, Al-&3}
E£9F, 2010, TR et ARA HsjAE
(Duffy, Scott, Shay, Tepper, & Aquino, 2012; Shu
& Lazatkhan, 2017; ®j& Y, 2016; ©|7 5,
2015), T8 g = YL Y-S Dufly et
20120 FHQ FFE HAE AeE v

—EA
=1

al

)
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BHEARISHEIN: Mg 3 KA

= = X —

gt 22]a FE Ui = e,
201603 T80 3t ZAAUPF(Kim et al,
20100 FH2A FIFS A= AR e
stk o] o] ofolz dwfe] wdHEH A
T dds Eoligr] A B9 gEo
2 o]oJAtKVan de Ven et al, 2012). wz}A]
oteln Moz QI3 BEE Wt =
oA e P & WA E o vk
A Eo]l Yetue Aol & 4 Utk
9sh e AYATE T3 okolF Mol
WA 5o & A AAwd BEl

£ Q%2 v2 Rolg 22 & Uk 47
?l, SRR BT AudidedA Fo% HE
dee A st Aoz Ui Q79
(Fischer, Kastenmiiller, Frey, & Peus, 2009)°l| A%

B e ol AWt FE 83
Qo= AEA HRE FA gAY F7)=
gzol vehd F UF

As =71A =A Aol
Ao e oI RS F
T PFoF olojA -4 S
A2 FojuEly & Aotk
A =71 7A9Le 93 F5] AR
ol As AT ANE gxFo 7
= o gHnt
7Wd 2. EEE S oA AW AE

2ol 349 9 ¥ ole.

A B ALY =S HIRRT: Hrhet
LS LA skl @2t ofd it FA]
Al WS Hola AnHor PFoz
Bl Enh ol 71249 5 S A

AT g AT 59 Fea WS
T gl d5os s, 1AL BES
b ool Aol ME ZA Ha vt
A Aol & AR AAwd Aes At
= HHOR ofojd Aol 3 4 AUtk
AABANM LT TR WF A
Ty 2 He AMelth R dde
=4 B, S ARl =Fstaat she

We 3HE el g UERe o
o) Wgo] ek 4 sk, olw, olmg A
& Zrove A9 dael 2 A9t
Sk AJAA 9 whedo] ZEth(Van de
Ven et al., 2012).

DA AR wo} 2ol Vel A
ol 3 E AR H(Graen et al., 1990; Shulman,
2007) o= Al 39 #FA AFAA v o
Sa AwEeln WA 23 YA v
F A CHFerris et al, 1995). WA AR
Je FERIF PHIA AFSA HEE
& A%, olg BFIE OE FAUSS §
9] g5l AUoln o) ¥4 2
29 $YY o2 W) WE

il

ot A As ZHA =Y 9% F5E A
A Y17 Zojhgast e BA7E 2
7] Wl s8] g v o]

1 7

o
il

S B3k AF} 70](Cohen-Charash, 2009;
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Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007; Eissa & Wyland,
2016; Sterling et al., 2016; Bj&, 2016; °o]F
74 &, 2015; o] 5, 2016) ¥HAEAHA HF
o @ A9 A4EY B5 w@ elH A
% ANl Aoz derd Aol

AA O F Spector(2011)9] HHIAFAE 343
5 2ol A vhe} 2o $8T F
Z

(&

ARZzA oA E Bgd) P5S B o
o BALNZ Hrkstel ool Aol HA
2 Wespl B3 ogd e S8 B8
of U A%y FOR UEhe Aoz
Al ERle] FFS AR F Atk o8 =Y
Wl AacIzte] BAA 43 TRl
thet ofelx Adwo] wizhshe A3 AH(Cohen-

Charash & Mueller, 2007; Shu & Lazatkhan, 2017;
wj&ed, 2016, ©]AR & 2016 ZAY3}A|T

T 57t el ¥EF Agelnt wmep A
7 EE hES o SUF Fast
o8 AL AU ANFH BF 1 B
A koA dwel JAE shpste] e

A(reciprocity) S AtiHle]  3Y %o]]
? HhE-S dodle A

E (Perugini, Gallucci, Presaghi, &

<3
&+

rcolam, 2003),

o] wre A EEE AL HEFHZHE
JF2 IS YFoF GO EThMichell &
Ambrose, 2007). & ApAlo] vk AulE Eg 3

o HBAA WA TR o5 HGoulder

1960). o) AHEA wAL s e ol F
£ gkl 7k 1RHQ Aol Bgo
2 8 5 JokFER, olFw, A58, 99

AL FAHZA T3 A(positive reciprocity) Tt
o §3ﬂ/‘é(neganve reciprocity) 0.2 T-EH
A TS AAAdA soE WE
A A9 elele SAsAkE B
ok Aok AR WAH BES Spelap
84 e AAdA wlE oA A
A A oS AT e 2
A9-2 dok Boke A A
Wo-o o)w|dtHEisenberger, Lynch, Aselage, &
Rohdieck, 2004; 7+3Z &, 2016).

A e A1 D e
HEETHY HAHE syl Asl FA44
53433 7} tKEisenberger, et al, 2004). ©]<
TE 1w oldle ofE HEs E5oE
A THGouldner, 1960). webA HAZ 53|
o Agle] vl 3 oAl Y=o wzsith
(Gallucci & Perugini, 2003). Perugini “5(2003)0]|
ot A7 S 7 AR A
o) A4S FAH g s A 2ol
ol Wzkste ofo
3 AHre Hele So Bzl RES F
ol#3l HAHA FIHAL

bt

NPI

ox

+=CHRestubog, Garcia, Wang, & Cheng, 2010).
BAA 3L /1A FAYL AA Y 2
g o] 22 AHAH JTS A=
2 YEFGTHRestubog et al., 2010). F=gF K44
A AW A o) BREe 8
AR AR Y 2AZH PTL s
Bret Ao 2 e THGarcia, Restubog, &
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2010; Restubog et
244 za9e TAUS W5
&8-S 1% THPerugini et al., 2003).

ol9) o] ¥AA AT 2L A 54
HAIALE o g Wk

A 4 5
¥ 9 B4 WAL T A7t REdeh

(Spector, 2011).

& Ao e oo dge= <lal x4
7 %ol Yehdrin st oW i
4 5342 Ad THAL A% v ¥Y
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Oltzt 71 - HEM / SV S| KSFY MM TR AAEY DIRIE Y
SES F UoN MYe| el N BN 53 XMENS FHoR

32 1. 9470l TR 2%

7} 27Vl A9 uislzE UebE Aolgt o (10.0%), FEUE 62917.7%), hE 2039
e g Aok (58.0%), Y ZE 50 (14.3%) 0.2 VEFG O
FOARE 0T 120(34.3%), 71E 2309

7H 5. ALY RAA sEdo] w2 F (5. THSE YT
T, 8% TR AFF4 ddHE A2 HEo B /AR-Z 30875(88.0%), HAH7)E
=4 BAe tig oold Ao wiEdE  F 6B, ARIE/FEE 117-G1%), AT
9 2713 Aot A 20%6.7%), 71EF STE(14%) 0.2 VFERSE

7 Agda: A 76%@eL%), tE 879
ol (249%), T 90W(25.7%), AHEAT 90
5 Aole) BAS AEE mFo YEE  257%), 7IE 730wmoldth At
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The Effect of Superior Peer's Job-focused Impression

Management on Knowledge Hiding:
The Mediating Effect of Malicious Envy towards One’s
Superior Peer and Moderating Effect of Negative Reciprocity

Na-Ra Lee Dong-Gun Park Hyun-Sun Chung

Korea University

The purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of superior peer's job-focused impression
management on knowledge hiding behavior and the mediating role of malicious envy to coworkers. In
addition, this study examined the moderating role of employee's negative reciprocity in the relationship
between malicious envy and knowledge hiding. The results from 350 participants provided evidence that
(a) superior peer's job-focused impression management was negatively related to employee's malicious envy,
(b) malicious envy was negatively related to employee's knowledge hiding behavior, (c) malicious envy
partially mediated the relationship between superior peer's job-focused impression management and
knowledge hiding, (d) employee's negative reciprocity moderated the relationship between malicious envy

and knowledge hiding. Based on these results, theoretical and practical implication, limitations, and

direction for future research were discussed.
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