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AFESE AEste 8ol F svEY
(neighborhood effect)= §F A Yol At AMEE
o ASAAA AL 1 B0E PR A
g5 4Pl 9T WA + A

O

, A&
olt}y. FlaI=
Moy Fa7F EAT g3t HFTH F
del A8AAE B3 AT T4
So] 3o chapd ZHel W WA He
& TIHIDD, 2004).

oJed 874 FaAe BA AsAL
Agster IAA gtk shie] frlAE
A ofd NS A Fe FEAT 4G
o Agsts e A 3 S(group-oriented
behavior)& 1ZFe] ¥2ZQl StolH, Ftho]
A wAIEA] gore Esol Azt HEe}
F5S A UThLeary, 2007). ]l AR
& Auol} AHzRE U ue Fu

-

dom e YESIE IAs, BE =
23t Aol A el Q17 Bl=s

>~

Al 27 &3 o WES T 2%
Aoz} o Ago] AIEo]thBandura, 1989;
Frith & Frith, 2012; Simon, 1979). Wb T4
o] 7ML e HES} 71 #H& A9H
71 A o] & Fke] FFS HiA

%

2 A7e 2N FEdEe 714
ale diste] 1<t Y] Asld R
o I TAHCE R, A JYrE
A FHE Fo=A o] 74 H=
o WAl e AT ARSIAAIA
Ehd FUEIE 2AFFANAE A W

Z YA = A (hierarchically nested) U
ov), 7 B2 e vl £ FAY 1

=
$Ege] AR FHE 5ol

X3ty
=
o] 9t} Ofd= E7sta e JFge
A3 AjQEE W 7Y QlatHA HES
ME s 594 7HAS kg Aolw,
TVAAA ] A4 dEgS & ¢ Aok,
2016). EhA ARl el AEe FES
02248 A3 o7t 9o HE
o] AFES FAoE gEEAM He

ﬂ{o oL

Ao Q7S 2Hs S =HsA He
101t} Riggs9t Knight(1994)= JTe] A3 7
MAFEel A AZd ®elew
<
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N
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N

B4 adEso o3 wArE & A
ol e FFS AAH R uotdd
< Zelg7) &, A5, AT, 2000;
Goddard, Hoy, & Hoy, 2004; Watson, Chemers,
& Preiser, 2001).

FEE izl o g HuFolz Ykt o
AARE 7H e g AAAE LT
T ERES UdeE A FEINh
T dHolge 724 S48 AP T
AYEo] AhERHEH R FHE & Jde ¢
Fued 24s S7MI7IM, Hde e
2RY oprld FAYE Y WA, 971,
dol FEsh yehd =+ e A

Sof Quel Oi@ Ao WA §

&
X0
o
o
>
>
e
&
1
=
>
N,
jin's
£
E

Mo, ol 7M. AT A=z ol
Aot 7HASARe ASAdo] Eio] zh=

HE AP AeEsd, e we
JarE UeE Bl gusE

zrel QAnAE W= ZolTh A, I
S Wl ARESYS} 2HEY0] 3
Szl Wl guel 43 4P, A9Es

Ao AL et 428 w8 A
of Ao vk dem FRE e,
kel thet =2 7t
AR Zdiet A, HES :
Z, Ao 3 Ade AA A9 wWA
YZol w2l EA(implicit process) < &
Z J_’f]';%](explicit process)% E3) dAAfo) i A
Al 8K mentalizing) S AA 72 B= P55
Ashs WA qEEH 7sS T 5 A
(Frith & Frith, 2012).

TR ATl ko] 3 Aol o
g ARE o] ZEA 2] 3 FAHY

o] F2d JFL 3, AE FHL
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o
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N,
m!)

i
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rugl;
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w¥ sEe AR B4 BRE AT
Stohal 3} ThBinning & Lord, 1980; Nadler,
1979). Rkef, Hee| FEs w4 A4 T+

A5 59 522 Yoo FE B
2 =

o FHAoNA FHdd
(psychological identification)$} &
™ Skinternalization)’} ©]FH & ;,}WRiggs &
knight, 1994; Shamir, 1990). A3 AHAA o|&
(Social identity theory)oﬂj“]l_“ Aty ko] 7}
Ao FIANGTE Tl FHe AAE
=ol7] flell B B& e & & dva 3
% ThSimon & Klandermans, 2001: Forsyth, 2009/
2013904 AR,

rﬁ
:Ll
oL
lo
=

olelg Hgel £ JuE MY FHUE
o] 5714 "H=E AAsty, ¥4 dF
s3o] Gge MAE 23] B 4 Yo
Bandurax A7) & 57 o] 2o|A] A3PRAoF

214 74 Y(vicarious experience)= A A3 E
9 THUEY AWA P B n=
LR %?l’ =2 7 P (mastery experience)®l] Hl

a1 dEEe 4 5 oodee s
(Bandura, 1997). 3FA|¥F HekFoA £48 7}
A = 24 gk BRI ASe

HAE g o deld gEe WEe

AWM FbsAel oM, THAY 5]

ool Txtel @ 4 Qe FEe

% A7E A2 0N 4siE Bark

o we ol AT

o 42 0y Ao
o FHUY B IFS MAE Fe

IE sk Wl

L e 43 43S A9 A8 Tl

o

2 713 o] Qlojof s, g Hke
’ksﬂ Tl 29 don FHoo] HH3 gy
7] wEel Al FPEAE E T
1A= o] o F4dEY] FHE <
21-S oJr]$HrhRiggs & Knight, 1994).

A% ol QA o)A ALY
SEAEE TAUES oo A3 Agee
(Social learning theory)ol| A A8 F-2]2#Ql =
43} B, 95 Heg ol Bl
% H(contagion)H = 23} Zo] el 7
5 Aolo] % MsT WHoT A
she Aol WU F ArkChurend &
Bargh, 1999; Degoey, 2000). A=, TAHUE0]
A= e 4 AP gk IR 2
A2 Hd L Aol & opletar Hel a3t
[e)

> 30 ml

e z:a *é%%ﬁl I N

N 27+e olFE Avd 4F B &3}

g wefta, dgasloznel ouge 3

t }4e B old A7E AAAZ Bavt

ik

AoEsUD HeSTAel
AVESZE Bandua®] AFE QA o]28

e ARl HA A8 Mdor vt
sHAl AgojH . AFEHo ok AR 1A o]
oA AZIE A, B4, FFY A 4E
2Hg-0] e ol Aaagol silY <l
A% ARAD Z2A2E Tl E 7Y
91 52 SAshH= Zloltk. o714 silelt
= A 84S fdor FIAA A
M= olH7t FEAg2 Aol FET]
22 & QUTHParker, 1994). 7199 T3

2y rI
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Gibson, Randel, & Earley, 2000).
AAsse ditdo=w
o gnel 5

SRR Al A
o o 7S] Th
S 78R (Prussia & Kinicki, 1996)
a5zl w19 arge
AZ s 7H<
4l 4. 3

20| 749 W
g0 5o -
HOI«] Azt A71E
Sl SL/\P(aggreganon)ii A&
o) 2EH <AE TR

Bandura(1997)+= HAES4S
28] el a7Ee 3

.\
&0
o

F

e

o2

offt

L )
ol
ol

=
o
lo kI

e

ng. N
£

Ho

i,

golatiiet. o

N
X

of o

iy

2

g fo it

i

4 o

30 o o fob > 41 SLodo U X ok Ho
off off 1o ox

1q’(Bzmdura 1997; Watson et al., 2001).

< Hdase Aol tig 4
247 Aolg vze
syl tig A4 Ade] Hyow

A Aol HZHGroup potency), EA, HEte

A ol o FHY Al 3
7o 2 HAAFS5THCollective efﬁcacy)— A o)k
Atk T3 AR, JAg AAVE EE2S T H

>

A F3e 22A Ao é—, ?o% /dbé«l x
P S e 9 e s

S AT @HHo= QE} EE 1%3&
e Haasge A8E “7]7} 42 &
of M| H&KGroup potency)@ HT
B 5 HCollective efficacy) 2] 2242 A& A9
st Jeasts 4% davt o Ex
M= HEe] H&HGroup potency)®] e
HAz 595 e dEdd sl tgt
ok i FHAA FAZ e &

Ao s g 74
59 AdS st HEE T Collective
efﬁcacy) 2 8319 Guzzo, Yost, Campbell, &
Shea, 1993).

HESREe JAagste] #AodA Fad
Mo Feto] FAHUATE L] Al
A& (Forsyth, 2009/2013). JEH-SRAAES T2
TAYEC] dol A&KHo R MEY 9l
= YS9 FHoE THYEC] Wie &5
Ao doEA e APIE YER
THKozub & McDonnell, 2000). I&e] FAUE
& ME FEAES A AEA e @
dates Aol o, TAHdER AElF
o7 JYAT o] <l k] AL do

e 7HA Aok JE-g A 0]
Ate] PAolF Foa8s %
of A7k 4= 9, SA3

N
=)
A

)

¢

ol

10
B

ot u}r

3%
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R
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HAE s+ Ae EHZ7F Z2EF4A 2
= AL V]S Casey-Campbell & Martens,
2008; Festinger, 1950; Siebold, 2007: Forsyth,
2009/201314 A <18
AR AL A AR Y, 7
AeHE, A48 JH3AY, AMeHH o=
vtk gl Adem ARleHEe T
Aol e wWigd 23E& Erh 74
AL A WolA epla} AA2HA &
AE @A Het o] AAddAM T4 7ol
tIA e B0l sjas wEe =2
ATHForsyth, 2009/2013). FTe] T4 EC]
/‘]7P°] Aol web 9 3k AAA Foh
A &S A4S FAsk, A=A #
HaAz e 5 Aok & AY 7EYE
e AAAR FR7F Akl ik £33 2}
HAog olojd 4 A+ Ao|H(Carless & De
Paola, 2000), &30l JorEs mgS
7o g PAHUS AF TAHY T L5t
Js wudsts UrA FALES gl
ol e & Ao|ThEhrhart & Naumann,
2004). 47HA1 2] A oA s3] 9
Aolgtal & ¢ Qe AESREE SAoR
ATHde A sidlen, Hdaese] W
ez B3 stk
ASA o] 2o mEH, o
o] Ath= Aol FAYERE 3§
AegFor FdAste] He] 4
T2 st o] ol AME g
H HForsyth, 2009/2013) 2& Wt s Fdd
el mEe =7 AL g A
TYAE 3l XH\_‘/] BAEe AE 7484
O]ﬂ‘l‘:— "}Oﬂ/ﬂ 2HA| FthHogg & Terry, 2000).
dasRd e Hdd Mde Agde
= ﬁ?“e/\lﬁ—zrﬂ M) Hoas AAEE

ARYe RS HFE

FINA aE57
mHA 7} EH= Zol™, Mullend} Copper(1994)9]
WERA Aol Peeel e e
NN PR WS B, ol A 4
#He Zteta shth
SHH, A AA B7)(Group affective tone)
o] ol mEH Fdo] FAAogaL AT
Ao F4ds2 A A 99 5
7WINZ TFsAdel ok olEd 3 He ¥
ol St ozmn el 2AARYE, Tl
Al Q’é]'o] Z AT George, 1995). E3H
o] giRle] dEHOR Yo FYe FT
T, o] =2 o F3o A=
o] e Hetel Bl oS Az Aol
ChForsyth, 2009/2013). °]& ZZo] thekgh W
Hew AREe A%d YT vAEL B3
@ Al Wil ofRe FHo] Ee
Nggel Qe AAze dass 5
el sk ofspel 2l s
= ok goln. A%, AW HRsgol

r{r
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Medsker, & Higgs, 1993; Guzzo et al., 1993). <,
THUE el B YVEBY] AAHALE
W FAAEe] BE) Fae FAH W
of oz wrle] B 4 on, A
el Mg e &7k vzs Jed & o

A AFE Aol 4T AW BANA

.
o Avel 4% AR BT T4 19 3
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AlO
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T2 F de BPA Aol A= ook atm,  1990). wEkM HZY Ar|ESE dEE A
Az A S8 AL 23 TE T e A S AR A
P = e AeIEEEE A= of FESH ide] UEsta, ?HLIHOME 2]
A Ao FF| Zxdel @4E Aer FaESH AEE BEIsl A8 AT
debEnh TR fee] Il sl Fol SARITHAHE, 2003).

o gt AR} 2Ae TEYEC] FEHL A B 5710 e 28R ¢
Z AHsioF doe AL oS E9eiint #7] wiEel 54 AAle] el gt o5
el @42 a)ldl o7 waeEe st o] Ytk ol Hesp] fd = A7 A
Hetass AFshr] Ao fJaree] A3 HMEHEeHS BA ARARD Aol o

w e
@ HAE5H Tgow WA TAH
% oleld Mg gl £
= BAB4 EsoR 74E EAW 3
% zee Sl XA, T ol
B w57 ARs “}Eoiolfs}ﬂ %oﬂ g
2

£
e
L o
)
fo
M
kY
N
N
<
o
o
_E
e
=

o
o
ke , e
s TAYEC] 259 Adel U FHH A A|Eeie gk AV siddna
A THEe sk HAHAA TREA B strizte 22 vde WEs] Wil
2tk & HAeasde Ao 43 4 5AY FAdAMY] st dS5E2 ¢
I DA BAVE dem, ol =gF  thaEv, 2003; FEoF 2010; IAE, 2012).
AARE AR s FdsE ¥dSd o olgigt SHA & w, A olA FA]
o3t 2 7 15 =Esknh H(macro) HT LHHA A7 LI} wAF
(micro) 8] IA-S72 T A
7M1 Feasde A9 434 MdEde SHEmeso) MEYd FHESH
A3 BAE g Aotk (domain efficacy) &2 o] A F-E57to] o A4
& Aoy &, AFEsdS AlEs
AEEsdnt RS2 2| e Mde 1—|Pr«] f& FAdoz A &
o] 543 FHelAe] Ale ol tig ©
A7 B2 ik o2 AlgEo] e 4 202 AT 4 ATthWoodruff & Cashman,
5 7YY F e 189 gl U 2 1993).
20| CKBandura, 1997). Bandura® A&7 3 22 E ](Orgamzatlonal commitment) =
o8 FV1F WA AraTHe] T4 TAY JWHQe] &% 2Fd d& e o
< AFI= SAARE UF BT SH AR AR, 2HTHUE donE ¢
o 2% Ao E AYHW Wi BE  FES 7P, ZAAA G4l dstaA she
ATAEe] U A)asTt A5 5

= "l E
o]A] Fatthe HES S Thlocke & Latham,  7FA F370d0] %Xﬂﬁ}‘ﬂ } A T
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ANdd AAA EUA(Affective commitment)<
zA0 Ui AAMZHA ofzhe oulgitt GA
Aoz EUHE FAYL o= 3 =
Ao A& Al sk A E 7 Yo
Ao wHE XA FoitsE =A HAF
7157 Hol ARNEY 52 FIPHAE
ojojd 4 QIThAllen & Meyer, 1990: ALY,

20169014 A8

THA EY(Normative commitment)2 Z2] o]
el =7l olFet Adtte HeplH, 23
o] AlFd &g, Bige] gt HihgHEH

Y
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(Continuance commitment)% _7:5751] Oﬂ
HIg2Q1 WA T E3pHoln,
g7 &, Uigte] e A o2
o] &l Y AL ou|3ThAllen & Meyer,
1990).

22zl thek 37HA] 2 3ol e
o} HHEElEErE A AFellM AV S
£, BAA Y A =9de] 89l
FBol wol B Add F de oA,

| 2423 A8 5]

o
)
K
2 £ O 0 oy ol Mr Mo &

~

A&7 =9o
A s d@e] idem Hop = oA
o] AN = UThMeyer, Stanley, Herscovitch,
& Topolnytsky, 2002). ©|&3F o]-F& = 23
FAAES ez 24EYe A% 25

AR Ao, 2ABY 1A 2
Qe Asleln AT 2% 7
e FUD B A AU Hojof
FA

gol A71=AThIA Y, 2016). whet

o o o
1
Ry

N4 5714 Aoz AR, TE Wl
S3he AHBAE Tt Rl AP
=484 FAEdE Uehis e n

ofe, oleld AFEL AT Tele A&

agHown & & 9l
Tl tF A3t Aol Hol &%

z2o 3 EYo= o
A 4 ok olgd FEW =H HA4
T AN aee AREsHes uAs
 ZAEYS A BYY vy Ao
N3t ste o]he) A7E Wi

LB
09(-;'1
offt
=2
of
odk
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rlo

T A RIS
MA 4 Qe Fa% 5714 a4
Aol o171 shelel T 3l
ofd 5 k. olg@
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b 220 ofsk FAHL ojFoz wae
o BTG, oed w5 ugoR
23} e FM 28 =Eedn
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9 Q2NES EHAIEL3 © ™| Bandura(1997)2] A}
71&%7e Addga]l F stuEA digd 4
ol dF ] ¥ A3 Jde 3
9o g IR Qe Yeple AdR
SHol TRAQ dgs AFE Aoty &
3T} Binning¥ Lord(1980)= FTe] 43
o A% ARE Joo] ZRAEHHR] <
Atag, FEEES G gk 7
]

nXths 23 s FHSHA ZTHKlimoski &
Mohammed, 1994). A3YAF] A3 Az
B vel B3 gl & el A
718557 HAE S r=38(p<.0n°] Al
AE R, Bandura(1997)9] ol &5 3 11
Fobe] g AWl o Amo] YA
o= tgld AFo=A Hoo I B
A% AT AR BE Aol
(Riggs & Knight, 1994).

Ao AE Aol MdA mAlE &

3

Gl
<= FAs HuA g
2 stodg 28 el

3
N
N,
mt)
1o
=
i o®

nEo ANBe| YFH P 28 3
E 5714 9AE AFE o) FUE 9P
o FHAT| Fe P HAEE 4
2t YEslor Brke YT 9Rge 2
Hal @ 5 g A $59E 2
A%e TAASE 189 4472 o 271
AA e e FASA AT 5 9
or] ool HFHL S el WA

Sof PeiAg v ok Ak IAEtal 2~
229 AREFHE ¥Y 7FsHel U
(Forsyth, 2009/2013). °]2]dt THHL T3] ¢
52 G Aeks ofulsteE Aol ofdet Il
W FALEC] st WdstE 71Ee] H
+ zlojtt. webA ofge] Zhde tid =g

N
N
A

ey,

M 3 Aee) 43APL Qe ARE
Sl AhA o G wA Zol,

212)
g0 8 Aoz B 5 9y wEe T4
o Aue £Y AseRe 1E4Y, 29
9 AT 5 Aok A WA B
AR ESZe] e Purze] Wl o

- 535 -



SmgleleiefX]: 23t S ARl EH|

[ %ﬁf’/](top-down effec) s 74T &
o, Rwel TP Al el A
Ae oA zAMto Ry FTL B
A0l A AREERe 24T & Aot
(©le=, 2010, WA AFEede] HAd 2}
o7} EATGY T AeETE ARt
of Rolt= PrEsel o8 2Y & ow,
Aoasge) FERE A0 4 U1 U3
3 sgo elsj Al AT AW ARE

A8 AR olgel TAS Fed 2
W, Aeexdel B P TRUSE T
BAE o) ASA gsAge) HAe Fa
NE L5t g e w3, ol
welo] Mg SEo Moz sHsl Hn

=

o mepA HeggAel e Y 749
Se sawol AANS A Forlshy,
APAeR AU AT FAAHH, P

ANFE 4TS b 5 9l
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M 6 AUSHAe A9 =
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2

Mol =2Ee) BAE N Aotk

AGAAL] AT PIES WO B
To WIS Aole] WAE mHOR veh]
W 19 139 2o

B a7 e 92 2ed O B4
SLERIEE EDLNEERS EE

ol F 367 Ao o E Jows

ZAFE 33l tHMaas & Hox, 2005). I
o A3t viEe AT E JdoE A
gatom A5 Hsf 2017'd 4€ 209 7H
5E 15Y7HA F 65059 AEAE vk
62375 33, o 5 ASAVE x3E
1055 A 61355 AA B0 AE3HA

o} 36709 ZF Aol QY 11~29%OoF 3
ol

SEA JITFEASHE 4o divert
Fo1™99.7%), AFWE 20th 3297(53.7%),
3000 1607(26.1%), 40t ©1’d 124™(20.2%)°]
A, ZEAFE 104 mRke0.s%)e AT
7P w2 HES A, 3@ 3 29

AZ 1d 1Y vvh77.1%)22 13 6

N
o o
= g

&

3952/ AEie] 43 ZE0| FNSU OlFE BE: #T 2Sel NHEsAY NHSEYS FHoR

N 7 on AFEdo] o Lot AL
o) <2

N

T Atk AT T - SHAF 381H62.2%), H

A 150%8(24.5%), L 82%8(13.4%) .2 ]

A=A,
sy
BE 24 BYES A8 134 g

o

=
3
g A3 187gS #
O

gt oA B

o

L b %

Mooff Mo e

5 2AE A :
) Aoz F4Ho STk, A
NME S Al9XCronbach a)& 946°0.F

EONTE S

sLodd o AE

ELED

Allen¥} Meyer(1990)7]- MEsl 22EY
88 AEE Ty s 9HA EF
=

=

A]
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h

(Cronbach @)= 934% UEJGTH

A 43 B3

Aol FgA el gk LS T
AZ+& JeriH, AQdsEedA SAst F
drE MTE B3t Stk Riggs$ Knighe
(19947} 7Wdeta, ed3iek A48 e
A&/
scal) S ARSI O, AEE THO) T 4
Astanh. AANZEE 8 TR HAZ o
Frge e 37k e A4o] ita
gt 5 & ondo®E 7N, ©
A 2 FAMELRE A= AZHCronbach
e 898 % UENTE

i

A S(Perceived  group  success-failure

Agasy

AGaS7 HEE Riggs®t Knight(1994)7}
Mt AawWeo03)7t = el gA
"3t elgsiet AS AT At
= WFEA Zo| A di red=
= FAsH o, AAelA Htel ths) A
RAR - AdrEo=

R
(aggregation)3tATE. ©Y Adolm oA
o2 Sol YHE WA Bz ol
2 ML Ak 5 9RO FAH 3
O AREsd Are) AT ASE s
Uit

o s
B\ CC T )

facs

SEEER

B aTelA e B AR A
E 2 Podsakoff®} Mackenzie(1994)2] &30l A
2351 AE 9} Bernthal ¥ Insko(1993)2] 370l
A AREStaL o]EE008)7F MR A= F
TEH TS A9 753 olgdte] 54
of &3ttt FEe 3 3
o HagE WFEN EFo] Akel Ui

ZleH =5 sttt AHlelAl Fekel dish A
ne AEE EAse qurron UA
(aggregation)3tH oM, A E&FoZ g 3

e LSS FEzte] 5L A

B
(aggregation)Se] & A& (composition)A 1
goE W] Al FJurEor 4EH
Mds7t 7HedA ASshe AAS AACH
groieles, 2010, 1 FolA HE Ul S
(rus AEES TR Aol 7|27 Ao
2 FAE9EEY $Hel AR dAske A=

o0 ox
M

=

[t

1)

2} ¥ E(triangular null distribution) ]
2 X‘Jg—z’:% LZ,:Q] 7>u'(:(].)

7}
£ 10 AAFATEFEA, G, 1994;

(T St AU
o

I

T,

3, Aok =
LTS T3l =Stk & 100 Al
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2de - 2456 - dad / Ao 83 280] 2 SY0 0jxl= FEE ofT 7HRE0] Utasdnt AHSHNE SAeE
¥ 1. HoieE dehEe Aot W 39T Y AET 242D
Twe §) ICC (1) ICC (2) F A% 7
o] A% 2 92 28 87 7677 32
Adasz 90 15 75 400" 20
He-e34 91 11 68 3117 16
F.F AFE A9l s A5 Adm,: J b BEARel=0), “p<.01
A Icahs Tl & g e AS A s A dFEddel 9Fs PAlE AFEAISHE
of ARleE WA T oF 11~28%7F AdrE RUES AElEhy] HEll TieBAet FHE
Bibo| o5 A ATE AL o v Bliese, S AAEAY. =3 FY A 9 (common
2000). ICC)E= A Ho AMHEE 2u|dt  method bias)E FQUsHE FAlo] HAE ZHd
o, W dA =9 fARE JIEeE Hd 3§ AR wsEEHe dQA qFE dAdsh] 9
< ol&d Fire AdHE Ueilie 3l Mpls 7 ZEIFHE o] gate] 04 axl
Aot} p(Eta-squared)= ICC(1)3 FAFSH 7 A4S AAEEY. geo2 JideEe] ¥
HOog ZF A4 T AT b FA4tl ofs) AW QIE Y] AFHAE Fotstr] f8) spss 21
He RS guisty tiAZ 02 odE Al o AR FARAES AAEeH, Jus
QFstal ATKSimons & Peterson, 2000). % T £ WHJAE o uilES EHE {3
& 75 M= 70 oldelal, Icc)E .05 ©]  R-3.4.0°14 Hayes®] PROCESSE Z-83F ZET
g, ICC)E 70 oY Aol a7 EHm, tiA S o] &Siqith ¥, d7HE 1Y wAt
2 7] FFHe AS ¢ 7 dtkeldd, Y e v WAEHE A5
2012; Klein & Koslowski, 2000). ICC()T 29  $3l tEEAS FPsyPond, HIM 7 2
ol ik ¥ o= I (group size)7} I3E  AE-319 THRaudenbush, Bryk, Cheong,

B 7HOE WA Y 5 Ao R

we Wolw, ZATYAN HEo

Congdon, & Du Toit, 2011).
CEEAe 1A 9T AAzde

oL =

= FAQ FWERATICoONE =St F
Sl tigk A 4 vl g 3 24

1) IC((Intraclass Correlation Coefficient): 7/ (150 + °);
A 2 B, on A B

Too*
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SmgleleiefX]: 23t S ARl EH|

E 2. o= 7=l (meso-mediation) 2| &}

1z EE SAM, el tell HEd s IFHE SATH

> HurEd WEe BE v By 4% d

37 5E delAl ASBAEARS e ul

Baron¥} Kenny(1986)2] "WiZ/N&E7 AZ AAke}l FUsA SE5AR vl Uigh Sdune Fa7
7b frejmlaiof sta, wizAanel tidk YU Bt Fofnjsor gtk w3, SHWs
4 (09 ZA7F TAE AelA, FEHEF(n i wiEFane] E37E fofnsor s, 59
W9} WA E FA FUEE o SHHFne AREAR FEARG fofnls)
Al 2o HEujfolx, fofn|shA] o w hxwsolct.
F A" EE Mathieu®} Taylor(2007)2] =8 5 5 W& 235t AsHe-
o Hl&S SRISHATHAR, 2016, &84, odFEQlo| Eletr 9l ATEA
AT, FAE, 2013). &3, 1779 T5H
Foll g 245y IdFe AFste wAF BHHA EAC dA ATRIIEY E
o AHE Zlsr] A8 74 FE 7 2 MEEYEE gls] 98 g0y a<d
FAEA WS WHEHOE FAT ddH EHS AAEATE 4 HdgEY Wl
oM FXAEI IAASF ZHRCM: Random g CFA B3 HF &7 2EY &
Coefficients regression Modeling)% g3}t gtEo] Z4Zke] ZA Qe s Fou]dk &
T uNEFe BHE HAISEAE AdFREEo] Uegorn, By FA = F
Baron¥} Kenny(1986)2] "Wi/N&EF HFHAE £ & de FFolATHA273)=1524.8, CFI=

s go] A-83F Mathieu®} Taylor(2007)9] T
= )7 &K meso-mediation) AAFE ©]-83FA
ow, HdaRe] Fovlgd HEE 9130 sobel
tests AABIAUTE tEE wijade] 7' A

Ae E osh gom, 7 £34 AswAE
Felshs 4% AR AND AdolA A2
oR Y¥E Fr wATEe v A%
YA wAsEe WAL AF A A
shsick

910, TLI=.901, RMSEA=.086, SRMR=.047). &
g el wlol tisl 17 27T
TE3 Twolevel CFA A3, He] A3 4,
Adgsd, I8 2=

2 Z4Zke] zAjaclel] s ok 2l
Fatko]l AAEHAL, 2FO FA=rF AHAH
Al A A = A TH,2(469)=1608.3, CFI=.907, TLI
=900, RMSEA=.063, SRMR(Within/ Between)=
.050/.112)(Muthén & Muthén, 2012). Z} FFH
HRlE ZHe] 8%l 3+ AHATE IRl A,

fu

- 540 -



857/.859)2 W EFF ol g oJAo oA
2 U7tk gy cra As 7 23S0
=skd QAT FAHAIE 5~92 £ B

<]

& AZE7E wlag

L

1}o o
~Ha =

71l & <

S THPodsakoff & Organ, 1986; Taggar, 2002).

Ao AFRE GRlstrlol oA, 7+ HQlY
=7 gRE AR A Klne201)9] 7IFol B P FZFUA BE 71 AXGY G
At HNE B =S EASE AdE 24 AHAE & 37 49 AAEAE AT
< U4 Uty H7METHKne, 2011: AFY, € HIEH JorE HAE 1Y 4
20169014 A1), BHAATE Tl 7 AFHA 119 BH A
g, B dFe AERAE ol8st A 7 ek Aol e & ok B3, Hd
g A7l B o R FRES £ o AF AP JuEdate]l 53288 Hol
o] SLEHH HO(common method bias)?t & A thrhre] FAAEC] Al A&
SR %Zﬂﬂ A & Aok, Arls, gl A ASAle 2 e As BHe
7478, 35F9E 2007). Harman's single-factor & 2 HoFE= ZAyo)t)
2ol o)A ”W s ARl ek 589l £ 49 FJorE HAE 1] dAA A
3| CrA v‘?Wﬁﬂr 2y dAE7F vgst FHSdE 2] dAE 2 AEAAE By
Ak Az tha BEEATH(1065)=37584,  © wEt AT 7HEY AEE 3 HH3 B
CFI=.904, TLI=.899, RMSEA=.064, SRMR= A7} F4E& 1T + d&= 4, A+5
053). 1891 =¥ 9 crA &44% E""3‘591 & A wlEd dAFHAE e fFowg
A s8] 2y vweis Az Fget o] UERA] ot Fedhd EALS AT
A O (,2(1075)=10963.6, CFI=.649, TLI= st} sh= WS oHdd frofmd &
632, RMSEA=.122, SRMR=.096), 588 E¥°] < 7|30 & + it
O A% 2yos sUWH Ao 93 ¥
B 3. 7HQleE oIS Zhe| Almbab| (N=613)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Nk 1
2 AE4H) 74" 1
3 ASTE .00 -07 1
4 2455 94" 75" -12" 1
5 Aw 39" 23" 60 29" 1
6 ARgS7t 22" 217 -11” 24" -01 (.946)
7 AR 117 12" -07 12" 01 58" (934)
B 2.83 1.42 1.63 2.46 233 5.06 4.79
B 1.54 49 89 1.57 1.33 67 91
ZF Ao Z5= 7 H 59 Cronbach's a A, “p<.01
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SmgleleiefX]: 23t S ARl EH|

H 4. foeE Hols Z2tof Al (N=36)
1 2 3 4 5 6
1 A 49 1
2 Ay 25 1
3 +5AY -35" .09 1
4 Ao 4343 .00 =22 -.20 (.898)
5 Agas -.05 -16 -14 75" (.852)
6 A4 -01 -15 -13 58" 87" (967)
B 2.82 1.36 1.69 5.32 5.00 5.15
EZHA 0.32 59 47 39 34 34
F U2 B3 ZF A E9| Cronbach's o Al Tp<.05, T p<.01
TEY AFHQIE Zhe| oA AS A 10] BAFCE AXEE ERIT 4 ot

ez Wols e miAadE glst
7] 913} Hayes®] PROCESS model 45 2|-8-3}¢]
st on, & 59 AxE H vjpudd
@r/}gbﬂ)oﬂ 3 =Ty A
e T FoulEta 7z, p<.o1), E5H
FHFH4% )°ﬂ 2 I RS R S oo dy)
3= Foulsh (72, p<.ol), HHES7
w7 &7e] fojude tigk FEXEFP
(bootstrapping)= ©]-&3 HFAI Ffn|stA
e Hayes®] i/l &3 AS5H2bo| o)A 7}

ol

o o o o

(Hayes, 2013/2015).
MRl WMdE b
7] flef AT THE e g ow
3]
3

=]
&
AT LA

= T9p<ODE ‘rr«]‘:’]?l' %74]5‘]7} Ty
o] 7Hd 2= AAHAULH

E 5. FEto| M3ZHD FotSTA| BAol chst Foteszhel ofriEnt
SR AT B SE ¢ LLCI ULCI
A H3728 3 Adasz 73" 03 21.95 68 1.46
Haaszt &34 72" 04 19.14 65 80
o] BF A3 A3 15™ 04 3.68 07 23
Effect SE 1L ULCI
Haaszhe] wias

53 04 45 62

. AAE AASBE IEES F AT, p<0s, Tp<ol
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.82
33
24
45
.00

61.65"

=22
.98

-1.18
.76

17.06

290

-.03
.06
-.05
.10
.58

R*=.019, F(4,608)

SE
11
.05
.07
.05

.07
R*=337, AR*=.318, F(5,607)

11
.06

-.02
-.06

05, "p<.01

p<

]_

R o e PR DM AN R R
ﬂ#%?ﬂ&_&oﬂ1@@%@@41%_%%}&0
pFBRLTTER S _ wo® b o n
rw o E T ma P e gt DTN
% o 4 o L W 2ok X W R
‘m_ﬁﬁATﬁiATﬂm_l% #OLO]NIyAO,uI‘IH‘vIAH,IﬂEL‘__L
I I TI M SR YL,
N N ﬂl_vrlo‘lﬂommhﬁ .imEEWﬂU_Ofﬂuﬂ
il el S e i O N
od N o BLEm R T e — AR
| ! ,ﬁﬂiﬁowoid‘mﬂﬂu AT@OC]UT@)Of&ldﬂ_
Call-ulin] = o oo oy CORR S W
mﬂpo%omofmﬁhvf U~ BT xE X
BoEgn LT Woop B s
TR S N A TR A= - P e
1ﬂ§mﬂ__.%ﬂmmﬂ%_v_m§% AT%(% o
woE L mﬁwo»ﬂ%mwgﬁmu%mrmwy
0 ~ — —
U T e e " T xs g T b
T o Mo T o N B DD N TR Jo oo % B
W oo T o) BE o m AR N 2 X Jo Beodd TROB T ok
GRTEPFTHAF LW T PG BB E
AP EIETEsutaRETE T
fe] ~ [n3 Q
R o < or iy 27n_ o O - %Wo]%ﬂldﬂ_ o (-
Eoop T o ~REleRE L ©
Np W = A Jo IR B
N N ol G B N M -
TR R EE - FRERE TR
W b DN XM @lehs K
ﬂztﬁL_aaouTlufo#quéaLoumu o T
_WATA#U,W%OH o&ﬂAJHoLMMﬁoV wtmmﬁ_
o = o
W EETeTe i ers v igFEw
N o o pl T = TRV - e SR =
7o g W ® o o AL SR
od TN Mo R kg e S ooy S
_.__/d — N T — 86k_|1,m01romﬂur_o N
U o T B S
oI R o I R S o il e
R __ 'MW R %% xeow B
K T&mH Thtreon XN F R
E| oF Mo T ome T BL me T I mY Ak Bo o m B

, 2016). webA

]

L

A

%

ATH

g 2 % g
Aoz AR R,

]_
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¥ 7. AREsL oist fEte| 43 4, dotasze En
ke k- 3] AA S xZ23 «(df)
AL F7 570 AT () 5.07 04 134.16(35)"”
281 FAE R df %
HEE I, 03 35 70.89"
A&, 42
gad 3 AA S ®FLA} t(df)
25257k DA () 4.86 11 45,5734
Ao AF BP9 FEHy,) 34 08 4.0134)"
AR (10) -01 .05 -11(573)
AEE (1) 10 07 1.45(573)
2y 2 FAWs
WEHTFF(y5) -07 04 -1.88(573)
AT () 08 05 L.73(573)
FAas AR df 2
HEEIK ) 01 34 51.63°
AAEIK,) 39
k- IAAS EESA «(df)
A5 7m57Ee] AR T () 4.87 10 46.96(33)"
Aol 4F A3 Fay,,) 02 05 33033)
233 HAas7e] FE(y,y) 49 09 5.38(33)"
TA g AR df X2
HEE Iy, .00 33 32.13
MAEIKe,) 39
F.BY L Level 11 SE;= B+ e Level 20 By = 0+ gy,

A=

B 2 Level 1: SE;= B+ B1,(D8) + By, (AZZEN) + By (&) + 8,(25AF) + ey
Level 2: 51)] =Y+ ’)/l)l(EX>j7 H) + g gl] = Y 332] = Y20 ﬂ:s] = Y300 %94] = Y105

s Level 20 B, = g+ 900 (EX ;= EX )+, (CE;~ CE.) + .

EX: AT AF A, b AFETH, B JDETH

N=6131, 367} Het. AXNE AAGE vEZS} F AFY, p<.05, “p<.01

B 3 Level 1: SE;=fy;+e,

A3}, =49p<0DE FAHOE folv] 3
Qom, Puisgol LS PFHOR



@9, 23 39 A9 1 RS A g A5E D AFAN BA, 1529
YA ow(e=3213, p>05), BE 13 ¥ EHEBY W] IFS HAE Pz
e W YHe] 4F AP LAY B AAFEY B S FAsYT
O 25EAA Grotel HEEE AAdY,  E 89 BY 10 HME ol §F /1ZRFY
RIS A9 90w olde AT EAANE AT md 19 A9 7 B
2 % gk S (BB FAHL folrI sl

8

2 EU 9FE vAE FErEd 89
23 E Ll

Az @ dosE Ao @ 9 @Tﬂ Bl o G0t A%

1A
tlo
N

ke chos 3| AAS iR «(df)
25U AABHE(yy,) 479 05 91.1735)"
28 FAE 3R df %
Aaz () 05 35 77.39"
MRAEIKe,) 77
a8y 3| AAF xEoAt «(df)
Z21 890 9] AAH (v 479 11 44.5832)"
At 4F A@9 FaIy,) 03 07 47(32)
ADEFTHY FEI () 31 17 1.84(32)
AR L] FEIH(y,,) 51 11 4.6832)"
ol 2 AR (1) -03 06 -54(35)
BAT AL (vy) 02 08 23(35)
TEAT () 03 07 46(35)
2B T35 7Hy,0) 74 05 14.7135)"
FAE AR df 2
A () 10 32 42.64
AL &I, 50
T RE 1 Level 1: AC; =y tey; Level 20 By, = + i,
B 2 Level 11 AC,=0,,+0,,(8)+0,,(ZEF) + 5, (259%)+ 5, (5B, — SE ) +
Level 2 fy; =9 +701 (BX ;= EX )+, (CE;— CE )+, (COH ,— COH _ )m(,j.
31,:71[,,82,:%[, 35,:730 54 =Yy
EX: A9 AE 49, sE AF &, Ac 2AES, cB AVESH, COH: FHAA.

N=6139, 367) At AAE IJAASFE vEE3} @ A5, p<os, “p<0l

2) AAASG r2=Twlners) ~Tovlancors)

T00(anova)
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FEA= ¢ T 2 g v 29 29 fd 3 Ekn2 A9
SWSE OFEAL AYSY HAFS F FolA wome=0264, p>05, 23 13
213}y Mg o AP 2HEY 0 2
J o &

o=

2AEY dFe vAE FJErEe] My FEolAY 0% o3 AWEe AAITa
=24 gl ware a9E Faad = g Atk mEbA M 62 FAFSE A
FAAT Z¥8E Tl E4slen, & 89 AFHUH
523 20 I 2AE AN =4=Y ¥
Fo dFES vF ZoE Hols 1547 ¢ CiEZE oiED AS
TEASA et AR ase] g A
stlom, 2] e Ay d9d e Az WA
Er UFE FAT AedlA JE-EFA 9 Haasqe] mlass gdsr] As o
FEAE EAsAT AT AAEH o, FF RS F4 AAA =E7 d9E
=51p<0nE FAHLE Fovsilor, F & 9o AASIAT 1 A e A
S50l werE BHEAoR e 24§ AP AFEedHl Ut FEA= #7o
20l SgAed FFE v F e AA WS UERReH (=33, p<o1), S 7M1

E 9. WAleE piEs EM(TETE o)

Eatulll

ARasz AFEsHd AFEsE  2HEY ZAES] 22 &S ZAES

2y 281 2y 2 2y 3 28 4 2 s 28 6 2y 7
AJQsE £

ZART R oy 75(.05)" 75(.05)" 75(.05)"
JAdrE 5g

Ao 4F 29 33(.09)" 01(.05)
Avasz 49(07)" 48(.10)" 7710 T77(09)” 37(.18)°
A4 80(.08)" 46(.19)°

: Level 10 SE;=8,,+e;; Level 2 8y =70+7, (EX;— EX ) +p,),

ij>

ol

: Level
: Level

—

1 SE;=By;tey; Level 20 By =50+, (CE;— CE )+ py,

ij>

ol
—

: Sb;/:ﬂuﬁr‘? ; Level 2: ﬁn/:'7’un+'m1(EX.;7vaH"’/Uz(CngCE)+Hu,a

“ijo

: Level 10 AC; =8, +e,; Level 2: 8,

i

=0 T 01 (CE,f (7E.>+l‘0,7

ot

s Level 1: ACy, =B+ 5,,(SE,— SE ) +e,;; Level 2 By, =0+, (CE,— CE ) +py;,

o2t

. Level 1: AC, = By,+5,,(SE,— SE )+e,;5 Level 2: By, =+, (COH ,— COH )+ psy;,

ij>

| n A B R Y 2 O B
ot
~N SN W B W N =

ot

s Level 11 AC, =8+ 5,,(SE,— SE ) +e,;; Level 2: B, =~y +, (CE,— CE )+

ij>
Yoz (COHJ —COH ) + 1,
575 A 2429, & ARESZ, con: A4

EX: Aol 4F A9, sk A7
Ase vEEs 9 AFY, "p<0s, “p<ol

AL T
N=613%, 3671 . AAE 37
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o] AANA HAdES tid I 4F AR wMETE Flstr] 93l
Ao Ade FYvstAis=73, p<ol), 2 49 EFA Ao 2AEd of
H 2yolA Haaerhe AR gt gt 3 FEA= FYWEHA e e H (=77
FaRIE FARBIATH=49, p<ol). 3H  p<on, SH EFA 15E +
B2yoA e AF A¥H JIGaETE  JiEHOE FaEYE dHHA YeEhdS & #
H Ao Big A9 Jae A3 4 Aok S M 19] AAA JES

ol o3 HAHEA= FoAREA Fok, diF HAGESH A= {7 }931 (g
0

4 o
i
offl
O

=01, p>05 AT AF Aol o3t A =72, p<01), ¥ EFoNA FH-SF A<

of AFgese AR avEgE fde AHEdd UiY FaEIA= FAvEth =80,
Ay APor 8 Faasgel FHHT  p<on. 7H EFoIM AdEeda FHSF
olglg MeaTe AR 74U AFE A HMFE A FUT 2 JDEsil
Aol EoRite dlldo] Jhssith HHE o3 AR adE FovsiAl AobA(r =137,
Foll thgh sobel test AI}, sobel=6.73(p<.01)2  p<0l), FEAFHAY HHAZe} JAAas7

2 Yeh} FAuasge) mAads §ous o AAHEH) BE E2A48S ¥ 4 uh
o 71 s& AAHAG. P E o] 3t sobel test A}, sobel=8.74

F4H

ZAEY AFETH AEY BN 2HEY AFEsd 2HEY 2FEY

2y 23 3 289 28 10 231 2 12 28 13 2% 14 28 15
AAsZE &

ARas7t T4005)".74(05)" T4005)"  74(05)"
AgsE 5%

Ao AF 4E 413" 33097 49(13)"
Adaszt 7701007 49(07)" 77(10)"

ot of
©

 Level 10 AC; =p,,+e,;; Level 20 By, =+, (BX,— EX ) +p,,

s Level 1 8B, =8,,+c,; Level 20 8, =5+, (BX,— EX )+,

ijs

ok
—
I

s Level 1: AC,;=38,,+8,,(SE,—SE ) +e;; Level 20 By, =0+ny;,

: Level 1: AC;=8,,+8,(SB,—SE )+e;;; Level 20 By, =0+ (EX;— EX ) +py;,

R i I e
ok

3 12: Level 11 AC,=0,,+e,; Level 2: 8y, =00 +70, (CE,— CE)+ g,
13 Level 1: SE,=8,+c,; Level 20 8,,=n +7%,(CE,~ CE) +py),
W 14: Level 1 AC,=0,,+6,,(SB,~SE ) +e,; Level 20 8, =0+,
15 Level 11 AC,=0,,+6,,(SB,~ SE) +e,; Level 2: 8, =0 +70,(CE,~ CE )+ 1y,

EX: H9e A A9, sk AF AT, AC 2AEY, G AT
N=6137, 367} et AAE AASE vEES ° AU, p<0s, Tp<.01
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=3

S

°
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3

(p<0DE YeR} JE-SHAZ9 wiANsHd=

A A= .

[e)

-

st 74 7

9

BE

il

o

—_—

E

o]

MAeF2] w7y

o] AAIAA WAUES I

taz szl &

0

Q_}

SHAl Wbt o TH(, =49,

S

frojo]

T

L
T

a3}

<

1

ko)
pil

o

oy

1ok A A ATl TAYse AR

Il

F3 3y = 33,

I3

adn 2 % gon, BHER} 2

A

H]

%_9]11]6]—9313]-(7:74, p<.01).

e

ol
X+

o tgk

el

B!

‘_1_1_

T} dde] Jpd AA o

o
shaA7} el

o4 o

. B
N o)

S,

A3,

- sobel test

yal

tf) 3l

A &t
3.56(p<.0) 2.2 VERY v/ &=

atof 7Hd 82 AR H AT

S

Al

sobel
Bl

o]
"
ar

el

NE AL 7ML UThRiges &

A

Al Uepgto

<)

flv]

i

(¢}

T

49, p<0l), 14 &

(y=.77, p<.01), 13

ToR

BN

]

N

e
4

A
< HAEEF A

o4 oy

LB
N o)

A=A wet

AE AL
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=Es

F sobel test

hal

kel

o
6.33(p<.0)S-Z YelY} w7 asd= 9

A2 = A

L

R =3t

ko]

g

ke 7Hd 9

a5
sobel
S

al



E 1Y 3HF AA
AL Agsta WS wA gl et o
Frge 9 2927t A A3
o2 o]ojd & Th(Forsyth, 2009/2013).

A, AurEe] qSuel 9% A%
2o ZAd FFL MAE AR &3}
)
=

N
o
lo,
=)
gﬂ
X
T
o
L
&
N
v
o
(o2}
ofl

wo A wAe AXs
[e)

2009/2013; Hogg & Terry, 2000). "FIVIAZ =
< Adasds A FEYER AR
=gl oA AE FHALE] AU
F8o] mpA| ko] A A ZAH
g4 4Es WA 2 F A, A g5
oA A7 2t BRle] =S dF
SFote AolA A9 At et T
AYE Aol vzt Ao R YFdhe A
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The Effect of Group Success on Organizational Commitment:
Collective Efficacy and Group Cohesiveness of Naval Officials

Gil-Hwan Kim Ju-Hyun Kim Dong-Gun Park

Korea University

The purpose of this study was to examine the effect of group success on organizational commitment
in organizational situations. It also aimed to investigate the dynamics in the relevance of motivational
attitudes to the individual and group level variables(collective efficacy, group cohesiveness). This study
used a multi-level model and tested a series of hypotheses through meso-mediation procedure. The
results from 613 naval officials in 36 groups provided evidence that; (1) collective efficacy mediated
the relationship between group success and group cohesiveness, (2) the cross-level main effects of
group success and collective efficacy were shown on vocationafl self-efficacy, (3) group cohesiveness
exerted positive influence on organizational commitment and (4) the meso-mediation effects among
the variables at the multi-level were revealed. It was found that the degree of work motivation and
motivational attitudes depended on the group’s contextual factors, and that each group’s shared
perceptions on group performance outcomes could be an important motivational source and
cornerstone leading to group cohesiveness. The implications and limitations of these study as well as

the direction for future study were discussed.

Key words : Group success, Vocational self-efficacy, Organizational commitment, Collective efficacy, Group

cohesiveness, Multi-level model
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