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sEN2laEIR]: Mel W DA

T 2272 W3 AT PAle Fate
2 "o AR tigh Ao B #e] F
I 5k a2 iR A7t 22x%
Ablue-collar) 24 ®oll X3 e ¥bA 22
TEAZ FAE A "o g d7e e
o]u}3t A o|th(Janz, Colquitt, & Noe, 1997). E
Aol AdAso|l dF Hgd we dE $ 3l
e 3¢ 28 P HMGrath, 1986), ¥ AT7E
A 22A Aoz Fdste AL T A
Eehal B ok kFARCM A 422
Wzel 328 27Rin U, £8 0|59 A
of 9 Az olFold shsdel W$ Ane
HAE 74 (Beyerlein, Johnson, & Beyerlein,
1995, AH22A2 749 g2 agHoz o
7] Ak FHA o| Mgart dagAe
A7 £ 7HA7E Aok

"o A 98-S vX e oY 7K 89
ol © FAEURY KAMSTREL oA RE
A1Eln QltKeg., Pleffer, 1983; Hoffman, 1961;
Steiner, 1972; Bantel & Jackson, 1989). ©]2{gt
THATY FAMGSAL o7 JHA] AdellA
= & QAT HIY AFdMe dTFEA
AQ Wl ¥ F U £39 oy
(surface-level divessity)®} X|&joju} 714, 59, Hx
2 7] Bl 2HE E AEH FF9 ooy
(deep-level  diversity) &2 TE3IRL I THJackson,
May & Whitney, 1995). £3], 2|4 222 AL
A Hol & BRI ANeLZ Fg3ta, ol
& Aol BHE7 Akl 259 Y434 54
A AAH ZHE nFshe AL E 97t 8l
o ooeEbd 2 A9 23E 9 Ay AR
A fabdol gt3o], FHdlgdRd(shared mental
modelol] #AE ztuA @k ole ¥ U At
A7 2 HY EAd did Z3n e il
ALdrd S d7ddse] TRtke Aoz |

FHUE] BRdgRdel YHESE QX
240 ¥old Aclshe R Teehn o
(Cannon-Bower, Salas, 1990; Klimoski & Mohammed,
1994; Kraiger & Wenzel, 1997).

ThgRdd #AF ol8d dAFe 1FI
Hgso] & whd ol gigt AFAFe oF
Z7194Ad MEY gtk 53] FRUERd
Ao dFS vAe e B} AT A9
A Eg AAo|thMohammed, Klimoski, & Rentsch,
2000). w2tH 7YY FRAgRde] o A
Aol viAle ¥} ok 2 HYeug nF
e d7e v duisivtn 2o ARz
ol drdMe AA, 8 AN U T
29| AP st AEEn, A, AU
2d 4o FFE vAe AgErz 7449
o JAA w8 % 47 8¢ dEnx dck

IRULRYe 0|2 &

THAERY sidol © AR FAHA o
&2 Fohe o84 7HgAol ojn 20693 Ao
AZIAAR, At 10d 5t o] Fopo] F4 o)
FE5o] Be AXMY EEEC] 27HEHUG 2
gy g5 ol HIdhe B30l A2 g2
MadA oz thFshAl HIHAKKlimoski &
Mohammed, 1994). W&ty FRAERY 9] AFd
Fol gA 2 71 F8 oS Ui HEg
olgj7} g7HEr} olg I FRALEHEY )
2 g, FAY W&, 28z 23 vy
ol dis) HdPATe ARES FHoz Ay
Eax gk

71849, FHdeRde g d3e A
o] Ztn v WE2H(mental model) HF ¥
Byt dAdg Aoz s wigwde] §ilA
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< <oy d FEAM =9yl AlsiEA
HFE Ageltt dF dAEL YA E D (team
mental modelo|Zh= &ol& AT shA| %t
(Klimoski & Mohammed, 1994), o}2]7}x] &o}g]
TYL o|FofAA] g3 lon ATzl uwe}
ITRNERd 2 "ddgrndolgles &ojg A
AU o] & &8t AREsta Utk o] AT
A Cannon-Bower(1990) 5o} H-& o] Nd&
1% HAE A9 FAdgrdo|ge 40&
AHg-8tAL gt

ZHAERd Y HdS olFsty] HsiMe ¢
A iklel Za e dgRde] uig olsist
Agslojol gt dtoz dgrdgL s
FolA wolsE Mg FAYES BALS
L AR d&dted =2 Fe JRAEY
7140 ti{Holyoak, 1984; Rouse & Morris, 1986;
Mathieu et al, 2000). <IZbo] AHAe] A3 Y&
&L olaErl fsh AgEhe AAH JAR
€ WegRd 9o FienejRosch, 1978), UA|
] S(cognitive mapXAxelrod, 1976; Neisser, 1976;
Weick & Bougon, 1986), A1'\3Z(belief structures)
(Fiske & Taylor, 1991), A7|"KNeisser, 1976), A3
H EscriptXAbelson, 1976) & F stk o9
ol Zole] Mdolx B o]EL BT AP
(knowledge structure)ol]l &3l Ao ZAM, FB 3}
B-3Kinformation overload)l} 243 E2AAL u
Aet7] ol 8 PJEE AHIATE i Fo=
A B @Y B3 EodFe 48 FEd

oMY Wgrd Izt YA HLF
€ AR FIA o)A o] AFM = 7ile] H
Hote AdeAd U FERE HFHoz A
2ehe AHFxe WHAA dgrRde NdE
AHstnA gt webd o] AfdA FHAE
Edolg Ziayed sF=HE A9 AAH
olgi7t U FHE & FF AT

=

2

SRl MRl A YBIKYo DXl IF

Z7t e AE 9uiddtt o8 S T4
2 Aol A BEF olze JHE ZHA
g1 949 879 ¥} & 73% & e A
o] tiCannon-Bowers, Salas & Converse, 1990).

U4 2 dad A7 FRAgrde 7
Eidel dis] AvEted o]F wigeg F
9ol Ffstna e Wgolu tiddl disl
FAHCZ AW Bua gk

Cannon-Bower 5419932 FAYUEC| FH3he=
Ao Y&E 7IEeR o Wgrde /3
< 29l JIRE BRI A e
Hlo @dstey TAHPEC] Aule 7)F, ¥FH
2, Al2"e] @A, A 7eAd Sl uig A
g IRE & Uk ARG #HsA o
Az, AFNGEA, AFAY dF¥AAY,
2o #A & FHE F Uk @A E
Bst FAAS] M2 A8 Y, FE
o] 9H/8E, d3AL A€, AT MY, 9
g A3dE] T A AL FRE + A
o} mAEte 2 o) fAst e A2
71E, HE, A3, AYY 5o A AL ¢
d9E° FHE F Utk

T WES Ndd Aeld B3] et
37 98 WERdS olNF 47kx] RIo=
T-E3HUA T 22 A (operationalizing) AFPoA] A
HER, o|F f3o] 2709 F8 WE4q F,
AABEI} A JAo 2 oA 49 F 9
on, 71&9 o2 dFEE FRAERLY W
€2 o] F 7k Yo AFdn chMatieu
et al., 2000; Cannon-Bowers & Salas, 2001; Klimoski
& Mohammed, 1994). S¥ollM AWE sjg/Av| &
d 2 I 2do] & onlo] AJHAA o
grdd e ol& Fal TAYELS Y
of A, FPew VAW XA BRI of

=
=
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€2 "W dgrd g dFE A
2 F 933344 4 498y 2do] g3e
g 2o ¥ FAYES dFrdE St

71 A8 M2e] B, dsshe A, B T
< &g dart e Aotk oHd Mg

et g W ALY WY $EEYS
280] &V AL Yolgh

74

23 . 3 FadgRdd g #y
o] AA it YA WEEL o)8H AF
o X$H Sz AFH dFe YT ity
A Zaded, ol £39 oeigFd FHsA
grin 2o Fadgrde 237 FAFHA
M 8% olve B TAYY] FFLE Ze
A, & FThRike Aol BFs vl A%
Aoty By Ao, AxAprt $3E FE
o] Aale] 'F& A7} o 1 F2E A
32 e WEATL dig FAlo A
o

ol

HAZ dPdFos FRdgRde 23
ZHg 24T e A xR 8o 7
At AA, ZZH7](path finder: PHEE &
Atk ol §F /MEENY 718 724 U@
AeA ATE AFste 7ol Hole &
@ Ee Ao vusd YEYA 72E Wg
HEE kEmnod)E E@d 7
& =T Atolo] AR sl ¥
Aolt}. EX, /M@ R E(concept mapping)lIH o &
ol EAT mHRlel SlojA siQlY A AA
Wes 7#z2E agger BoErh AN,
Ft= JLE7](card sorting) HIEo] e, olE &
o]de] AlgolAl FlEE HHI=E stu U9
e 7t=d fAE AAste et ol

=

=

o)

lo

7EA] e Rlgrdey 723
EHez F2 A4¥4d A7 AEgold @
oA AHEEHUAIT A 2@ 3 E5A7)
AL 2 ofeigo] d4ddnt

ol wlgf W&E Fste R 7= F
Aol g olsjE AFeAe EotAlw, A"
go] A4 B4 fYolgke BN =W
(Rouse & Morris, 1986), d4H o2 Hr} HIs}
71 A% digte] @ F Slok FAYEC] FRE
e AHege dF, HY ©, 23 T 8
OFt f30l A F UAT, dM AREHAR
o] el #HE W& Holl BHE gL
2 %2 ERHEDE, o|F &S FHoE 3
g 4 Y& AHolrtKCannon-Bower & Salas, 2001).
Eby, Meade, Parisi, Douthitr, "2 Midden(1998)= 2]
AE Hxo o3 AFEFYCR HY Wg=d
< FYstnA i

ThHAgRde SN TRl e EAY
A 88 Aol T/ nE ofgA olaF
AA7telh. JHQlel AERdo] § ellA F&
gun & o, ‘Fe} chaeds A BB F
A& oulsterk d71M TR Qduie €A
(identica) BEHE  F-AKsimilar)e] W) 77t &
'FHETE AL GYEY AYo] #Hs] YA
gt A dulsrlEde HY9Ec] o= F
=9l FEANE Zn Uvke A ujgd. 1
FoH AL o= AR fAME TR
g AHz2 & AU 7t g = e A7t
A71E} olo] ths} Klimoski®} Mohammed(1994)
€ 79 Wik Ho2 AA S

LM, HHEEAA AEactuarial assessment)ol] =
A ‘BAH A Gratistical similarity)ol] 2} gF
HIolth old wa2d FidegrdS & o
ol FAYY tiFEo] FoA Hiolt AR
of tis) wif KA Alzshe ZE ofn|dtt

b
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ol wl¢ d&dl HYA BEXN o] #
AEPoe AL USH 22 EHE 87
ok = d Ul 7 ARl dgRdE FRE A
o2 H7] HMe 89 AERYo| Yuwht
ZHoverlap)F| oo} 3l=2]ol Wit 71EE Al
of gt} EF o= {o] FHALRIE 3E
Aoz 87 SJ3iMe AA d AL 2 %7t
Atxe] RG-S Boop shevtdl i JlEA
& A 5 ook gk

olo] vl & A}EHA (phenomenological) 7 Tol A
T ¥ UM dofue 4B Ui siMde] |
9 7o) M2 FHHD Utte BT B
F do] FRUERAS 2AETe AL 7Y
gol a2%A 21 1o det PFE AT
gt oAl T3 FAY diFEo] FHel o
3 TUH FEe AS wo Tl
A FRAgRde] EAfgcn He el o
A2 #4e ¥E BAF /FAMel AAHY
g FAYEC] dAE a¥da Bexy o
571 3RdgRde] EAd o F83te ¢
Zolch.

o}23 Kraiger®t Wenzel(1999)% ZHllgnd
o Md R B 7YY AFAEF
(behavioral tendencies)ol] th3t ‘F-H-H 7]th’(shared
expectations)S F 87 Qo2 AAEHEt
3 o2 FRE Jide FAHYER T
Zag FHU A4S Al ATt B2E @
Aol 8% PFTEST X EITE AxdE &
7] WEelct EF FHAYERY A7 HF
Z}Z Q1 Cannon-Bower (1993 FAYEC] 5
o2 zte AL 77 (expectations)o] x| HER
d 1 e ohetn FRsAth

olgid MPAFEE sy, FHULEY
o 2% o] 7L WErd I AAE
ofd Aoz ojajsn, ole 23H AN F

k=)
=4

[oJK ]
1EE 23

A
o

YLl W Haityol o)X= H#

FAMd et Fd9] X Zh(perception)
ke Aol it o]2F ZAE AFHE
tn et

ST § Fatdol A

Thdgrdolzke de] ARFATA ML
=8 AL o "] vehhe Azl Aol
E M2F BN HE3] #8iA %ok Cannon-
Bower & Salas, 1990; Orasunu, 1990). Wb Z&
dgndol gzt "HERY FFg nA
Aolgke o83 7Hygo] HAH UK THKraiger
& Wenzel, 1997; Orasunu & Salas, 1993).

a394d FRdeRds Ze g4 Y
2258 A 4 Je AL FAAk 49
FAEL FRHE AL FAPdsaolt HE2 A
2% AHAZT debt 2443 A
4 sle o2 HSih & PHASe] B 3
H B S disl 358 olHE ZAHY,
ol dFsdd U 2ok FE: Zviet ¥4
A AIE 7Y f=dFa, ol=d A
ol & A F¥E WA F & Aoz V]
et 3 FHAEREY ARG A
AR /Y deolut tidE Folez Be
7het= AAE Edo] U T FRUERd
= 5% 3o IIAA JidaE #d$
ol g AHAHA AAE 7IUE & UAT,
T8 FRE A'deshared beliefy F =9} o]
ety ouz ALEEOE s g 9
g2 HAA Aol E Ho|tKCannon-Bower &
Salas, 2001).

FTHAEgRde] ZdAe AN HAPA
TFAME 2 7IKY ZEE 4AE $ gt
(Cannon-Bower & Salas, 2001). -4 Z8<AX7} 3
de e AUt F3 BE Fold
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shRpelataln): Al W A

9 = 749 248 AAE A, 5E
4, A4 5 5o 492 34, 38 ¥

€ HAE Aoz Boith EY T 3
Axe ¥ Az AN PG o 2
AY Yoz ool F SleH o HEFH
ARUAA, dZe FEY 7% ol # 3
o] A 5L B3 st Relth ok ¥
FAxE ALY A4, A, APl Y &
w7 d wEn 22 FU189E o 7)o
3te Aoz 7] EHKBrannick , Roach, & Salas,
1993).

olxy FHHERLo| Hol} 22 F
83 9gg nA Flojeke o] ZFxdd wat
oo th3t AFATE T3] MAH 1 it o
Aztel FaAgrdel AAE EMT Mathieu
520002 ATFoNE HATE FHAERDH
A FRAEgRdo] BT P FHH
ol o4&k g mxlE AHo® Jelgth & Stour,
Cannon-Bowers, & Salas, (1996)2] HT7dME
FAYe Fadgrdo] AFd JFEHE 4F
A "zt ARYAIME F1 AAHeE
gaztel §5& FAMATe ARE B
o FAdgRdolzhe 4o diA 74U
27)8} 8-AA4d(team member schema agreement)e
ARS8} Rentsch®} Klimoski(2001)2] AFolM = ©
T HH(H BEAAE BAFA

39 Fadgrdsy gy S dasy
of #F AFAME FALEC 189 ¢
2o B3 A4, HE, A 5& FRA HE
g E9o] 3AAQ dFE viXe Aeg Ye
W oHKriger & Wenzel, 1997, Cannon-Bowers &
Salas, 2001). B3t Rentsch ¢+ Klimoski(200D)& ¥
falgRdo] nANES FEF HEHYA F
Al g vjAcke A7AHE Busnh

AFHA ARE o8, AFH AT7ES v

gog FHAERdn JEMIY WAE Y=
T o] 89okd & Qo P FRAERY
< A ¢ "ol dig ¥ diAE B4
A FExgd 4F 235 A2 F d%
Z 799 TRE QAE B HYT U=
Bt & gotdun AR g FEF 4%
ol BeE FAATLEA, A HEY,
nARE T3 22 FHPoE oolF £ Qe
Zolt}. o} & uigod FAANEEIH YA
of thgt /K-S ke Zo] ANE F ok

SRUERE | Mol

Thagrdo] YRR olofd Helzke 7
e Qs Fadgrde MEL 1 F8
Aol ZAzHA: ° EdTe Al dig A
F& vwd @8 APHUC AT H2} F
sgrdel Ao J3e nxe AL
g A7E AS7NA w)s FE5F Aot

ZHAgRd e FHYENA dFeded o
3 359 osig TP 87He 2HE
FEL Ao gt €9 WF, 4R &

e 2o W] Jijly WEgRY ozt
glo] zaugnd Figo JFE nAA
Zodgrde] Hagadld #F AAHY AF
£ Kraiger®) Wenzel(1997)0} 8J3] M Eo2 =
5t} o]5e Faugrde] ggaglel oy
8 FadA EAste Aoz Hm 87, 23,
g gl A 5 ol 7kA WM dgad
& AAA

4 8738919 ZHojr BHY, BE 23 F
AYEL E A2d" oA 7537 Hdl

2
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2HE - YBls / BRAULSYe

a5o] Hale AR - FAH - FAH 83 8
27b 719 3%, A, HE Foll 4% A
A =HH 2 FME 53] AAHY E5F &
73847t ¥ TEAAY el fHEE dgR
d spde] 9L F 5 Uk 2FFEY A
902 BAA2" af 2 FH
E F Un 8 59 8UEEE AYEAoY
Z2A 2 B4 Fo] old &% £ Ut =A%
o2 JFolv FrisEd 2L L ¥4 8
Aee THALRLD 7P A tproximal)
FE0]7] "Eo] FHNERY Yo Fo
dEgS v ZeE B3tk '
Z, & AFoM e A AdY g
Aol 2HE 23 Ik 2 olFe A o
g A AY FlAd AL e 8IS0
FHAgRd Ao 7 A5 Sproximal) M
2= Aol 1 EACKKraiger & Wenzel, 1997).
T3 ojdE JIER & FAerte § 74
(team composition) ©]f7E © AT 7MY F8
g dAaloz Qlsolgr] W FAHU
A EAzn FHAgRde] FAE nF3}
AL vfs ouilg Aoz e

o] ATolM AWE:z sk FALY A
A 542 AAA 4 vY 8AU TAY 2
Z) (T-shaped skil)®} AR} 2Z(A-shaped skill)
gz HAAA Zde AF 8] 53}
(agreeableness)©| T}. Madhaven®} Grover(1998)% TA}
g 2 A 27 FFo] A4FEH BHE o
ot FPHoRE 4L vl Fojze WA
& AAIg ok =3 degrde] g2 Al
9 B AEldoly AAAH HF FI #Ho]
e Aoz YA eulgih & Reeves, 1992
Suedfeld & Coren, 1992), ®| wWetolA] B ol
2d 70 549 FFAH F=t € iR
2AUgRY 73 A 9%e U Aes

=9
o=

o] &

=1}
x

Rl N EHango Dixle g

Hot B FAHL 2395t #49 43ds
Z A=Y g3, HIole JdATHe] #A
ol HuF|QHGeorge, 1990). F HUE 44
< HAe dFAHFAE 7] A oF Ao
2 ARuAcldstn Bdslord Ao #g §
g AEgrd Yo I v F AUe A
oz 7l §8 34 899 B¢ E T
49 33 FE0l 2&TEF AREA A
9 ofejtolE Witn A /MdS HIHe=
F83l8] M2 PYste Zo2 YEhTHJanis,
1982).

TAY 243 AAY 22, ¥ 7449 )
94 BAL gy Aol shsshAA g 718
Aoz sl syt FHSHM AR A
We 5¥a3 vAAH 2Hel HZecloz
o] 2 4 3ok

4 A8 o] Aot Akl
9% nlute dPe AEHez go| o|F
o]# SkthHill, 1982; Tziner & Eden, 1985, 1995).
olg®| HI "HAlrt il uel YHIFHYE
9] AAH FHo] HX2A A L gAdzle} oW
FAAgo] At @43 A7sEn otk dE
E°] Toquam$(1997)8] ATFolAMe 71ARd A
g Ze AA5Y HAEE ZHE=TE 0|43}
o E3499 IATY S e #
AE A A7 g74Y9E89 AAFYe =
45 A 52 o2 JEWYT  Barrid,
Stewart, Neubert, @ Mount(1998)%. HT7AI 9] o
WASASTE BE4S PAH 2 YYEYo
e Aoz Basic

28 dBAEAS 52 Ae sPAANEL
F2 89l AFet #™bo] sUm AFel g A
9] L FY3 dEde =TEAM FATL
Atke H|FHE] FE3 A|HAGY "M 2

=

=l
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sHEARlsER: MY Y X

2219 A Y & A% dFe AdE
o] /slolol & WaAo] AVIHAUY o]y =
goll A B o lansti(1993)7F A5 AN TAR
223 AR ~de d799 d5Fas 2
M3 BEY M2 TY NdeE AMRE F
et

M TAE AZ(T-shaped skil) M9 ok
of tigt AAH Zol7} YA ¥ Fokd #
AL F8% A2 ARAHE Zo| g35e A
o|Th(ansti, 1993). FRA12000 ‘T'AF 2%l A
Fog wWohirke Fi( )2 #& 7ide 5%
Ao g MEAS oulstH, THOE Wol
Whe 28— g ddd it o3& ¢
olgte Aoz B 4 gled, Zd™ - AF3
o000 Aol AEHQA A2 7\bke] F7hA o
2 & AEAEL 7FAINeE JE - 5%
ANZ £ Sle 2ol FsAt. olAE o
g BoRztel AAE 71&€E Ad A Al
AQS wgtez oot A4S Lol HE
A 4 e Aoz YeldtHFast company,
1996). o}&¥ ol3& T AAH FFAA
29 JoEdA FZEA ul&creative abrasion)
& dojuA s ¥ TSN dEaFE
ZAAZ F gl AR 7]dEtHleonard-
Barton, 1995). Zg|U o]y ‘©i7td Mz #
AW 2L G Al A sleatgo] oid
AR A el 71eg v PrhMadhaven &
Grover, 1998).

Madhaven:’} Grover(1998)°]] ¢l8) TAE 22 &
Fo] A4FE FHE PR FHHo=
dFg viE Zlolgke AL AAEHAIAT ©]
o i AEAFe FEAITN FYHJYT
Leonard-Barton(1995)9] Aol TAE o] F
23 dAyolEe] dite 7IPEL FF HZA
Uzl ZAIAIEED BT 263 4 Z=2A

E2 943 Aoz ushdd A ARE

B - A2He00s] AFATFANE Hagu
c2AY TAY 22 $70] §e4E Y4}

olAle Ao yeh "HeE9 AAF 5
o] A4 F83 4TS X YFE B
Folch

a8y olAZA] TAY 27T " DA
AX AL FHAERde] FAE thE AFe

£ Ao mebd 2 dFoMe ol g
0|24 7}sAE Brown9 Duguid(1998)2] Aol
ZAstaA @t} o889 ATeMe FHE o
Fego] Aale e FRAIAH HUAL @
goll} olage] FHE /LG Bt &
Zdo] AgAolw FFAHY EAHE Zu e
HoAglog Q3 dA He xitE JEHo|
g AHEEA AURAPeR dojAe wdht
o] AFAAL sF vEx ¥z 2
Al s FHEcn FPHCt & 74
YEo] 2l AFEHQ AR & 7%
S FHAeg HEAE F e TAY 23
< Zt3 o, ole ¥ uelA dojue 8F
So W&l o B2 AEg UFn FRshed
93 vld Aoz ylddct ot =& ut
goz gy e 7ME AAE 4 AU

7Hd 2 @789 TAE2E £E2 FHY
grdd H(HAA 9% AA Aoixk

A 2712 AHE TAY 24 o A F
Heo] & o2 $¥g9o2 AXY AZ(A-shaped
skil) S AAIE 4 9t ©] 782 Leonard-Barton
19990} A& dAFsided 2o waw z A
ole Jleel AgE Ak shv] wEel A
292 5 e 1 o9 AT EokE W
AX HEAFE dohe AL duigdtt 2= T
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2 - U3lE / SeugRde] YRl ¥ BEIY 0iXl= g¥

AE 20E Agste HHFH AR ez
AR 228 Advsta ok & §f T ok
g sl HEAIE AE ol 3 AdA
T 7R 2ok telleE A7 YE3e Ao
2 H3ith &, AxY 27 Bold F A &
olg Uz BY - HEAE + e FFE A
el FEg uisty o2F 71&E Ad A
e UFA A4g LolsHA PN T U
Aeg 7lgdn. oz d4E Sl Hdst
uth 3949 viEo] &g FEAUE SHel
oY & UM

Madhaven$} Grover(1998)= ®HYE9 AxlE 2
7 $Fo] A2 B¥d & A IHH
A JEg vld Holghe oA FHE AA
sigleh 22y ol 7k AxpY 273 IR
wdel #AE OF d7e Aok o AU
AH5Y, selFo] 7YY FRITH BEH
DA doke A3 H(Bartick, Stewart, Neubert
& Mount, 1998; Toquam, Fujita, Westa & Murphy,
1978 oz, £ dFdie g4z A
A8 243 FHAeRde BAE AHEY
Hal e 22 /S dYsid

7Hd 3 E749e] Ayl 5L TRE
g FHHA Jge A Aotk

4. AN QAA FHEHAA dF
ANele] ENES AnEsgted, o o= 7l
o BHaQosE AAF g udAFH 54
o] SAESH AHEHo Ytk Aol U Helst
Bax okl ul, Costa®l McCrae(1985)7F -4
3 A< 58%1(Big Five Personality)o] < ¥l
g853 Uck ol Aelsha Carell(1965)0] Al
NPE 7ol 167] 2L 89 M A 5
el aglo] Algel 71EAQ 4F7Pz2 et

¥ Aolth Costa & McCrae(1985) ©] T3 7}A]
891& 9|8 (extraversion), &7 (agreeableness),
A3 A1 Al (conscientiousness), 412 <+ Al(emotional
stability), 7H¥d(opennessyo]2tir HH3IHE £
Ao Me Agdy ARE wges A s
89 # FHAGEA Fo] vty AT
v 3734 898 ABEnA

371 (Agreeableness) 2 EIRIF} FFHstm AME
AE F de AE fASE F=E UE
vl £% A3 A(friendliness)o]t AHHA F24
(social conformity) .2 EE7|% jct. E7AA 8
AolH EL H4E Hole AlRYE FFstn, ¥
zHolm, Bushe, FHE Astm, M v
£ §Fn, Juide] Beon, Ry g
e WA HErl R AREES AdFClL,
Elold] thate] F@RAER, 2A71FAHHewn, 2
EMo] B& Aoe® BIHTKHCosta & McCrae,
1989).

B3] o £FoAMe 3R dfdde BT
HYEe 3BA F£F0] 2&FE AREA A
Ale] ololtiolE Watm I MdE HIFAHS
2 $g3lazl 3 Aoz Husen, HER
2 gAs] gaM M2 dYske RoE Jet
Wth(Janis, 1982). &t Greence(1989)9] A7 ¢
3 sdoleke HEd side FESHAY
P4e =Reo GARE PAANAT. Aol
Stogdill(1972% ZAAE Z3 e HFEYEE
€ g& AFE 71Ae §uA st FFAl
ge B4 Zan W W oEd 54<
ol g3t & W 4% 3L Folm o o
3 daz gig 3L PIle Ae=
By

319 Klimoski®} Mohammed(1994)3} Neuman £}
Wrigh(1999) 9] dFelMe 344& Ad T+
HYER o]FA €& EAE #dse TH
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gRdo] Meg AL Helatn AF38IA
Z, olgjgt A Ec| 2% 2 AES 4A
&, FRAEGEIdS FAY 7HsAol
L3 FEe] B2 HFAYES
FEE T8l 28] Y
g agloA g Jide FAdstn
shedl wieldol#] & oM, ol
T YL stol=d A F A A
" Faagrnde dd2 oojd F s A
olt}. Aronoffe} Wilson(1985) & A& 7tol] 393
o | FAHHAE] ¥ FF FH 4L A8
B gxdog vty Bug vk gt} wet
A oolgd U&g nletez AT FRAE
zdziel #AA tisiA o3 2ol JME Al
Al&tnzt gt

o L=
rlo i

N
P
2

o or

N
=z
N
=
e
L
ro
by
= N

3

e ot o o
il

(o3} l rﬂ"

o Sk o

x 2

ol o

M 4 9H89 T4 FEe FRUE
2ol HhHA FFE 1A itk

g a7e 20| AN2ERY Y A
£ Aol Mol sw Alxd AR
B IT Eob FAAE aFRgoz a9

e
2
2
lo
by
>
>
ry
&
rir
rx
%
o

o,
X
X
=
I

=ul(Drucker, 1994), IT B-of AR} o] HFo]
A B3ga Bt o2y ywu Alag] s
JFe gutgoz € AfE Z2AHES 3
gr], Z2AEZ ¢4 A e AR A
BA4E uigog © 5o Uiy FHE olaist

e gae 37| did FRAgEde] i
dol & HEE 4 dvkn #AdHU yWwAE
5 Mwste B2 A4nAIE vimd F33et
3 HRYHo|, HF FE e FH TF
Aolo] w2y] el HHolvt Ao F F
8 ojd7t 8FHERE FAAgRde] A7
Aoz Agsltln BhTHlevesque, Wilson, &
Wholey, 2001). Bartol?} Martin(1982)% IS H 2]
AL ES A4 222 dEH A2 AFest
At

AZENE AT dolHe ARxAME B3l
FHHASG. £ A7 BE e AZE
Aol ALgA 1007 7hEEl & AT 53
o ¥¥se AYPET 2A4FA a4 N1HE A
ek 4778 7199 F 9ol HE uideE
AEAE TR, HFHE F 8o/l e
ZHE] 29289 HEAE ATk sE 937
%). °] F 718 08e] FAHAAAY T4} A
S Jebd S92 A F 837 He 280%
2 EAEMO A}l Harris®} Schaubroeck
190 A Fx WEA 23S HaMe
AE57F A 20008 dolok gt e,
B A3 AgE o] 71EE EATIL ot

R AFEALH FHAEXE AWEY, &
A ddae JAA ¢E9RF Fdel 7128%F A
AetQa, SEAY 46.1%7F 254 o]} 304 Ul
gte] dFo|gler, FHAAPEE dtiFo] A9
69.6%2 A&t

Wl £

FHAERd. A FRAERDd d@ o
23 wi7olM AmEgRe] 33 w-HA
VY 8% e ¥ 7440l FRste Aol
g3 FAJAA | A7 Holth. olo) Waf AT
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sl - dals /

AEL THUEC] FFo2 Ze AL 23
g Adolt A FzolA] WEdrd 1 AAE
ollela 8 thCannon-Bower et al, 1993; Orasanu
& Salas, 1993). o}&8 F9 <9nld] M
AR fAHdol AAHTel: d4FHoz o
T8 AL FALEC] FH dF FUYF F
T UL Ze Aoz =odHYrt o
Kraiger®} Wenzel(1997)0] & T3] #FAI gkl
& 'FHE 7]t Ghared expectation)E TG
2d 23| F83 8902 AAIF Ay =g
Zo] i}

mEx o] AFelA FHUEgRAY 3L
7AYol FHshke A4 ygg FHez 7
dEE] AZdte FH9 FTol 2H¥E& 23
A @ FAHoR FHUEeRdS o 74
150l "ol ’e] EAo dis] Fhstn Je
A4 obel ’e] 9% g% A, 3%
€ AL S T A4 KAz FHeofjc
(Cannon-Bower et al.,, 1993).

g FAAERde 3F dFe ohF 2
NNGAAAN ol ATEH L SHYELS
371 o] wEd FRHUERd 2o o
83 AZESE AA MdslnA (. o)&
8 AFAE Kriger®t Wenzel(1997), Cannon-
Bowers®} Salas(2001), Mathieu$42000)2] Aol A]
JAFE FHAERdY &g FHes BF
Mg A% J1xA8E AT ol E
fo] AAZ v} LZEYY AL FAA
oA FEEHeA, agln AEFA 2a4E U
o] FAAANE Heldly] &) AFHAHL A3
AT AFEAHL ITEHA WY FE 53 o)A
T 73] AFAEES UdeE fEFez
oAt o BYE ol 2574 2/IRYE
WA ol thgt 3 el du] ZHAKpilot
es)E A FGFTYo] "aF Fupg Az

TRMZeMe| MY ¥ BN olXls I8

g Y3lv &2, UYFRENY FAE Hgtste
A=, A5 A4 P Nd¢F 5 4
F a7l EFE A 7H Hxz &8
51 #x). o ddMe gl Fhe A
Zol g €49 7S ez 97
HEd 28 B2 Qo] obd ‘93] H'E &
&l 7] referent) . 2 81 ThRousseau, 1985).

TAY 24, TAF 274 A9 AEHA
A A7)0 F715Q e ARHEL 7153
e AJE - FEE 7 e 222 23F
AelE W chlansi, 1993). FUHAFoA TAE
279 FRF=TE 74 - AE3K0009 FH
A@oooyell oj3f Zgsle] AMS-E u} gich
Y A0 FHETe A 2203 Az}
Y 2o TS FY3 X ¥ A F A
24g 7K F¥ez &Hdm 7] Wi
TANE gexd FA7E Azidd. wely
Madhaven®} Grover(1998)7} #|oHst 42 Ed|2
Selvel A 2 Bed ZHd - dAFs
o009 127} £3-& Ang gt o& 7%
< 2 A7 gl 24 £3 2 2edsla] A
A9 AEA 7YY vy Ax, ‘ARY 1F
€ A UENAY g 2 I¥Y A= F
HAF 5709 £9€ 7H =2 FFsigid

ARY 27, ARY 2L Leonard-Barton
(1995)°] HAIG d2 M2 g F /| Ex 1
ol’del A& Eokg HE 4 FFNe Y
A2 23H FoE Wit a3d AxY 2
4L ASAT §Fo2 o}y 1 FH=EW A
HEo] A 7] WFe] B AFolM aAxE =
ol g F3¢2 Ad sk

41 Leonard-Barton(1995) % Madhaven®} Grover
(1998)9] ©l8F Nd& uwBoz HARxE
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o
H
0>
o
]
™
>
[
14
%
P
kel

A HE AAsigTt 1 ZHE EWZ 15749
2715882 Aal & ou] HAKpilor esE A
A HF sle HERESS FHAUJ dFT
g Z 470 EAEL d2sr] A3 FAHLEY
gFst AldE Bstd A digks A
tyel o) ooy AAe] BFE FET e
g ¥FNZen 74 Az EFsgch

4. gutdoz 374L BRI st
Az AT F gl #AE e Je2
223 AolE e TKCosta & McCrae, 1985). A
Aol 589 &3] P BHRoR AMgEHE
NEO-PI-R(Costa & McCrae, 1992)2 I} A%oj
ot fEf8(1998)0] FE3RE £ FolA 'ER
< djelstn B8A 717l =e3n gt T2
37 Baa=79% 73 F=2 FFIAT

g 534 © A A Fode A7
o} 234 g2r] 4o 1 3= odstA
A2E $ Uk aehd gubgez o AT
HE 43203 gEanes Urd ¥ A%
AL 235 7] wFoll(Shea & Guzzo, 1987;
Hackman, 1986), ©|& utg3le] €A FE4]
& 2Aslaal gt ofgy £ AFAE 1A
ES "JEde] F8 Adoz FrlEith
Ag7A e o Aol I JATELS FE H
FAYe BN o gHNE SHT Rol B
kAR, 7o) WMzlslm 1A FHe Atnrh o
saEA 8 pYYRY oplet n4 BHA
o ° Zuy 94 Fesittn ADEHAT ok
g swut Alag A FARELS AF AT o]
FolE A&HQ AFBAES B¢ nARZo|
gl Has fxo F8 80| 7] HEelnt
Gladstein(1984)2] AT e nAYE F5Z 9
A F8 Yo ARSIt

24 8 A= Henderson? Lee(1992)71 TS}
#Ed "o 49E 2HE o A8e E¥ES
An2 3YTE Henderson®} Lee(1992)= B}
g Auiele] A diFd A7l © BHAE
EeAn a3y EddAM FAsdnh ol @
WS ugtog YRl FAA, e
W AFFE, AQgaAEY 5 F e '
go] A Fo] AHRHAUTH

g E9 Aoe AEYY Ao 71x3
of ¥ Q). Bishop 9} Scort(2000)= Mowday,
Porter, B Steers(1982)2] ZH &} /Nd& 83}
o g EE Jide] o= EFNT] diE F
At FAddte Ao did AdA Axen
Aol W, o|& wEoz ZAHZYS 743
At o] Aol AE Bishop & Scotr(2000)0] AL
g 67) B3 3 18 AR AHEEIA

oprlgto g nAgEe A & AfoA A
£xl= a9 WMYE Rentsch 9 Klimoski(2001)
o oo wa} Q] Fuizt Yol @ F4
9L 2T e 9F - uiFY 2E o
AAE E33} & g A Fol AMulzd of
& a4, FEdA 23 uF #eAEY BE
A2 Aot old ¥ FAHL Rentsch &
Klimoski(2001)7} AH-¢t #3ES EUE 3o 3
Mol 2oz s

4 49

2, Y4 291 %Y (confirmatory factor analysis)
o] 2YF AT Fol AHEH I 3lon, K3
7wy 2Ye BF W47l B ORE ¥
gl @ Lk HBE AFERd A
& Hgen% ¢ W A pANG we A
7F¥tHGoldberger, 1973). 3 S covariance)&

o
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245 - Y31 / BRULRYe| MY Y HEIM ikl YE

Hgog she of? $4T2IYULSRELE £
FlA & d4e 2y AesHolA2 AMgE
71el ¥ AMOSE AH8-stazt @i,

FRAEEL S UdFEe & d7c HE B2
FELE 3 7] el &l $EE /MY
H ZA8E et © £F9 2852 g83ln
2b 3t THJames, 1982). ©] W F4Haggregation)]
BREE sy A8l oFd HzaEo] #¢
2 F 3led, o] dFdiMe RuFoz ALgE
I e YUBAEM(One-Way ANOVAYTY 7
9 ICC #g AEach dURAENe A$
Aol B4R J 2 Hato] FHokshu(Kae
& Allen, 1985), 78 AHg & ZA$E 2 o] 4
& 208 dod el APYE dFwE &
21chSimon & Peterson, 2000). EAZF =z} <ol
AHRE BE HSEY] YT Aolvt fYE
oup=05), 7 FAME ZE WHFEo] 209
#E 94U ICC U= 2F 80F d7] wfj &l
e zgel kel Relv} gle Aoz dds
AHKE-E 2 =),

deiT o ElgT
ZA 7] NFEE Cronbach alphaol] ]3} #

1. M2z 2MZHnt

MEen, B 19 2 237t AASHAT. SMM
o 7] &7 E%F WHEAEE Hol=gle 2
N 24E AAR F 3 of Ea=850] HF
A AHEAS T-A8 282 0o 288
AAT T & 370 Fa=82%, A-AY 24=
7he] FEE A BT 3719 F3ha=.76)
S, 3A4L iY £9F AAsn 3y 23
HF A A HAS @=79). F&59
o #e, P vl BIE e olf
AAstA 371e] Esha=84)0], 2L 17)
F5E AANA 3909 FaKa=87)°], ZAT
27] 338 BT HFEM A=Atk

LR < A T
rfo

o0
()
~

2 A7 AEE FHATEL AE e
VAY ot ZAYAH 2880 FEFs] wEd
TNl 3 B} E(constret validity) E-4Jo]
uj$- F8stttn Boh 74 g ElREE 24}
371 flaiA & dFdMe 3 BdE 2 3
d HPEEE EA3AT 58 9 S(convergent
validity) €49 522 o|&4 7] /g 4
Al 2AFE T Aole] YAHEE 23
371 Y& AHo|tkBabbie, 1995). B AFME
$47 88ME SaA FYElD E(convergent
validity)® ZAFSITh. E 29 o] 2= 7749

A Az By AF 2y Cronbach’s a
T2 A7) 5 3 817
%?.)‘3%]- ............................................................................................................................................................................
AR 22) 5 3 756
5_‘_;.61 ............................................................................................................................................................................
734 4 3 792
FHAgRdEMM) 8 6 850
| Y 43 5 3 840
=2 ) IRNE 3 3 862
g B3 4 3 865
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HENCILT PR 2

E 2. &3 20lFAgn

A2EARA-2A) | 2AHAAN|  CR
T8 A7 — skl 750
— tsk2 812" 10.307
— tskd 7597 10.125
AR} AZ] - ask3 704
— askd 773" 8.060
-~ ask5 678" 8.123
Z2eAgr2d — smml 695
— smm3 689" 7.385
— smmd 607 6.034
— smm5 691 7.370
— smm7 569" 6.425
— smm8 549" 6.355
724 — pal .768
=e P az gas™ 9.485
nd .
pe 8.647
— pad .609
B A3 — perfl 756
2 4 perm o 11.508
=
pe T e 11.472
— perfy 813
LARE - ol 790
— ¢s2 862" 12911
— 53 818" 12.876
Bl 29l — comm] 773
— comm?2 898™" 13.178
— commd 8™ 12.562
X’= 219.132p= 616), GFl = 923, AGFI = 905
a EEIAS
b: C.R(Critical Ratio)= F3X|/FF 23}
*rk < 'Om

Rlo] F&Hjon, rgto] 7IEA 20 ok 3
A vehd et gdol YFHAHJoreskog &
Sorbum, 1989).

HY ElF S(discriminant validiy)s BE 5
°of ot NdEnt T del o we AHA

g

£ Eo|eAE Hrtdte AoE, 4 NddM F
29 249 Hao] a7 idH oE gzt
BaATe AF @E 2Astd ¥ €gIEst
= g HEUckStaples er al, 1998;
1999). &, E 3°1M tzZtde] gE
o] Z& Ay do vl YsEG AAHE
Hed, ade) #Ee 4 aJdEFH 1 A
7o) 891 A (factor loading)®} A FEES] ¥
&9 AFIe2 AN o #L &4 843l
o3 duEe 7z ZYAEeY BT FAgeIH
E 394 & F %] 7R N el BA
o] 71&L FFHE AR Yetyth
TAE 27, AN 2F, F/dERd 5 &
£ B9l AastA FHste AN
AR F7HERL W BHY e BA4E A
RE SHAFTAY 2, A2y &
fragzdd 247 g& #4A
Aol &7t di3 HFAUd],
ZHA 80| the 8o 2%
He 2 (nested mode)E3} Bl sl
tolet-2d AP zojE &4 AdRAE
Bt Atk E 4o vlm digo] He 40
o] mdo] A7iso] lx, o589 =Y AH¥wr}
ZIEHAUY. &, ol Ul 809 FAHA S0
shte] gRlol ST 91 factor model), W
£Hog vRIxA 848 velle adwts
M 891og Bi A Z$E 2 898
2 B 792 factor model), 7RIzl <Al H
QA 22, T 2SS 3hie] 8Qo2 HY,
Uzl 7 9088 WA dMske BF 6
factor model), Z18]1 & Aol FAsHe 470
9] 891E0] 7] t}& 8%19] 73944 factor model)
g vmsle A7 2t vy vi 4w ol
7t BARCE fodlon, 4 83 o]
U HPEE BAFR o @, o] § 4

Croteau et al.,

]

ol 4 ok 58 R
Lz‘ ?ero
ot L
)
o
S
HFOH

o
ro

fo
O
n
o

_8‘ 1=
i
-if!m
r~{u’.
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E 3. 7} ¢ 7|18 d 4l

15/ SRUNEZLE| MYy A SHeiltgo 0lxj= g

W 4 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. TARE 22 4715 962 416
2. AX}E A7) 5.150 808 2147 .545
3. 3734 5.128 926 | -016 .050 335
4 FRAERY 4.674 787 1497 2097 2107 477
s. AT 4.635 1.039 091 055 049 2000 740
6. AT 4.924 931 046 128 1397 3157 5127 566
7. §EY 5.339 971 058 1957 109 3747 2967 4137 612

N=231, * p< .05, **: p< .0l

a ZHA: OB ET ZR3e B = (Shg”
b thztaiele] 84 MIS7He] ABBA = (shared varance) *

¥ 4. £H2Ye| Wy 23

X df sy adf
1 factor 23 728.343 85
"""""""" 2 faccor % | demo76 s 026 2
"""""""""" 3 fcor B8 | 2394 s o™ 3
"""""""""" 4 faccor B8 | o249 76 seais™ 4

Z. 1 factor 2 #: faccor T2, ALZ, 374, SMM)

2 factor 2.8 factor T2, A2Z, SMM), factor 2(E73H4)
3 factor 2.8 factor (TAZ, AAZ), factor 2AE7HAD), factor 3SMM)
4 factor 2 ¥ factor I(TAA), factor AAAZ), factor I(Z A, factor 4(SMM)

% p< 001

8AEAAY, TAY, L%,

29 HEd ¥ 32 24

FTHAgRd)2
N2 e sddsclsta F4se F7H

AE EFA =3

23 dolEizke A =(goodness-of-fi) &

F81 A% PEdle T

W7 e 4

o B

T

d 2de A= E AR EAt YT BF
AFHog o] rdE FAHUNE Wolth
T O o RE HIEd ol ugez o
23 Mdo] of2{E B4 A2 d(competing
modelsyE AA ST olEF 7MY $L AYEE
Holg BdE MFshe Rolth o] F /A W
Y 5 ATRYY olg TA R oA
FAe] ol AZEhelEE, 190 141). F,
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FRez Hae BEdepbaoyol, F4
£ #9A(confirmatory) Y Aot} HA
eage A" 72 A%z 2 A7 @
= &, 7t E3(parsimonious mode) S #TiT}

(Pedhazur, 1982). 713 RE-& HAsted glo]
718 Wy %ﬁlz—wi Folaolz] & W
F7te] BAle BYAA Aste Aol

2 dpeas &131 AAYRY o] EAE
k. 53], 1%7519_;’. 71 Y He #
fFagrde] SPHLl T 2, ARE A,
3739 UH?H‘*V“C"?} ohdrtel tigh weho|%d
o & A, AEAZ 9 3] HY
897 "HEsbgzte) #AN FhRugrd S
WANEE BE ZARYES 438 £ AW
o] AFoMe thege] F 7HA o|/E ol Al
o3isich A, & 39 FFHANM BRel, di

REo EPHFEo FEHUMR HEANYTY F
Adog fofair 23 F3HAE 73 o

Ak #E3 AAASe 27 FoATee A
= A% o, St FHALTY AH 7B
£ A ZA} Hofsirkn AEHAH.

4, FRAEgRde] wiHss 2EsiE
= 2da o] mdo] HE T EH(nested model)$!
T 28 O" 1, 2, 37| FAA Apol7}
o]zl Zairh Agto] sleiAA] @2 =¥
FHsloksle RE ARAFE Aoy &
23l model)®] 7 AfFEe AT do|
o} B3o] ® 71sAdol Eob X' @tol FolA
"t v A2 A5l 0% 12 AFho] Fbei
B2 Bnested mode) X’ FHE ¥R AHET}
BE2¥(nested mode)S AT AT
"o’élhl AE4e Aaeke AiEle 2F3Y 5
A& wAof e Flolth Ao 7HAA ¥e
SA LYl mode)T FH-E X B(nested model)7HS]
X’ #}o] 712 (Bentler & Bonetr, 1980)°] §-2j & o]
2 2% A%, A (pasimony) AE PHo| w

d de
O
fgrg

L‘lrﬁ‘,:’@

X oo

>
:L

x = 129.904(p= 340),
* p< 05, *¥** p< 001

DF= 124, x */df= 1.048, RMR= .067,

GFI= 942, AGFI= 920

a3 1. gHon 2o Y 2y
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dsied - U3l / SRUEZEY MYl 3 iyl olXjs &

x ’= 144.845(p= 097), DF= 124, x/df= 1.168, RMR= .068, GFI= 936, AGFI= 912
* p< 05, *** p< 001
T8 2. DAOHE R¥e) EAAD}

X '= 144490p= .101), DF= 124, x'/df= 1165, RMR= 061 GFi= 935, AGFI= 911
*. p< 05, *** p< 001
' O3 3. g8 2ol 24An
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g3 nARE HEY
X . DF X’ DF X DF
Nested Model 129.904 124 asds 124 144490 124
Full Model 129505 121 o848 | 121 1390872 121
Difference 0 3 3997 3 4618 3
Probability >1 >1 >.1
2 FEEY(nested mode) S A3 HEoh & A A7 2 AHE HAFD ok A 7HA
AFolA, o] F TAEZY X o] AF A¥ A7ERY BF vkl 7Y YTt BRE 7
7b & 5ol Aelse] e, £ 2dde ARE FAE USAAL @A $AM AAE WA

Zolo] WE X gkl o7t BE FAHLE £
olatA] EelArkaA# 4% x'= 0399, DF= 3,
p>0.1; DHTE A9 x'= 3997, DF= 3, p>0.1;
B89 A% X'= 4618, DF= 3, p>0.1). o8&
olfZ, ¥ A7 e TRHUERL] ujds
2 AAEe AE AYsigon, o g =
T ESYHSEY TH5UF Ud ARARES
A A Tk

T2 2yl AFJPZE Hrksh] AT
A 7L QUAITHBentler & Bonett, 1980;
Fornell, 1983; Hayduk, 1987), X’ EA|&o] #& W
ol B¥U FES Avld wf§ s g &
o, 2 719 Az AFE FA meisid H
7}3tedoF FHCHErezadi-Amoli & Farhoomand, 1996).
dukdo g xYAFEo] 31t} olop dha, GHI
7} 098t 231, AGFIZ} 08%.T} =3, RMSR7}
0.1 Bt} Z3, NF7} 09EC} #of e 2y
olgtz & 4 UThHayduk, 1987). & AFolA
Hasgde A7 FAdN ZAZEHYeER
B, n4TE, 9839, 44 ¢l el
Taugrdel Mguisel JFEE sEHS
2 AZ3 Bty 18 1, ¥ 2, 2 1Y 32
242y &M g3, aARE g8 7

7Hdo] 2% AAsiich
| BRI 0|2 Tk B

2 d7e 5He FAAgRde] zzpA A
oot 1 dFad € o ARG AT FE=
g d7ste stk @ A3 dig Ade
A RS 2RI TRl 23kl A
Aoz PRUYRdY QY% 1 JFLAES
ZAR bt ok ey, 2R /g7 construcy)
o] 2373 43 d%¥c d& TN (construct)
o] o224 dA#A(nomological validity)e] EHH
AR #Gg F Uk F WAAE A
ol 1 ¢ b 7N uhge] BALAA
ofsle o]EA FIt AFHoER FHIEGY,
z22tste] JFFE o FHHeE AYste
Z2AE BHIAEE Ho|KPedhazur & Schmelkin,
1991: 72).

a9 4 FHdgrdd A 7R FEAet
o} o]l&7x dATA(nomological validity)S HoF3
ek o] Bl ¢ AT ARl wgt =¥
Hel FE&Hpddel APAE Bl wiAE
ok A BEMsElE HEzdEd 9
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/ BRuYeYe] NYR0l Y HENM DIXls UY

x ® = 254715(p= .157), DF= 233, ’/df= 1.093, RMR= .064, GFI= 918, AGFI= 894
* p< 05, *¥* p< 01 ¥+ p< 00
J% 4. @2, =4 ¥ D20 8ol oD}

E5l0] A5 HAAE oA L, EA4F
€ TFEY 1ANFA FFE Eoe dEY
HA% nAEe] #AE JHHEE £ Utk of
g JPgstellA, 2dARE AFES AL
Az 25 AR FEoE depgow, A 7t
A WG ARASFEE BT fESHA 994
Aot ol FHUERIFH M7EA FHASFS
nomological validityE o] AE HAFE Aolm
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Shared Mental Models:

Its Antecedents and Consequences

Hye-Ryun Kang Hee-Dong Yang

Ewha Womans University

The notion of shared cognition such as shared mental model is expected to improve team
effectiveness. Empirical studies, however, have not been as much available as theoretical
approach to shared mental model (SMM). We conducted an empirical study using software
development teams to investigate the role of SMM on team effectiveness, and the cognitive
and attitudinal antecedent factors of team-mates for SMM. We found that SMM has positive
influence on team effectiveness, and that SMM can be enhanced by improving personal

cognitive capability and agreeableness.

key words : Shared mental model, T-shaped skill, A-shaped skill, Agreeableness, Team effectiveness
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