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Baumeister 1 Leary (1995) AN, HEMIAF
BAMAERAMEEZ -9 BH#EH 2SI FMIE (Social Identity Theory, SIT, Turner, 1987) MWL, 4
ZUAIF (organizational identification, OI) B/ X AR, HFRLAHBTHLAMIE" , BFRALH, 4
GUARM R THWERE. TEEA, EHER. BASR. AAGRERIFHBMIER (Ridetia,
2005) ", EPPEEWHR (2007) HT TH 238, HEAFR KN TS EAH0M" . R
TARALNRER “HRZAMERMALRREAR AWM OB, TTRREREERMA THRGRET W
KABBEERNFRIER, B, AXWE-IHRAASRE: FTHLAREREERS R TR RE
T RERMER . BIRIERME 1 FR.

1. BB N 5 TR R AT R B

KHEF &3 FEIE (social exchange theory, SET) 5H BPEJFM| ( Cropanzano FI Mitchell, 2005), 5
THAHLPHE T AR CEERE, Wi TR A EmRRTR, HPafRSRETR. B
SR ZEAT N 2 46 4 B 5 SR X 4 R s B P At B8 A T A A R O T A U, AT
BB HARHL A AR AR ERAERITAY . B — SRR B EEE ST RMET A
FEIEAXKFR . 0 Mitchell 55 (2007) IABREEHAEE M5 EESHBRSRETHINRAE, BS54
A0, FERMAARSERGMET HHEMRE"", Tepper & (2008) BEAH, HRFRIAFRS
REFAMAEXRAEFELHRSMETIFRMER T, ARBWEEETESED TR M ERAEL W
PHRET N AR SREFHEMERNPSHRETHIRASAFH . —FHEZRLMNA THEAH
HMREAL, NFSEMALTORHRET; F—HEZREMN R TREEEMRE FESEBERER
REFBEWEE, NTIRARSARERETHY . FREAGER A8 T “FE7 0, YREA
B X R LM RAF AR, AMTE “BE” X—REEENZEDEERREAXHEERSWERET,
i F/RATGERRE “RFAL/D, AFT”, HELEESREN—FREMHA SR, SEEAEL
M ERAHHE, Hit, YR TRAECEZHEENRERN, ATAHETERRER, BELES54
LHTAT AL RA R A FE G AR S AP R 6 W H S SR RO E P&, Bk, REUT
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2. HALUARIKHAER

Ashforth 1 Mael (1989) AAHLUAFEMSARREHRER, BME S5HRK—Bob: BRI
AT Arpee (2007) #5ifi, YR THZHIBEN, EBHAAAINALE, AMEE, HTEEE
HAWKEAN, HETUHARTHEM A THAE, HEHEZA R ER R TR HR N ER
REEERARBEE . Smids 4 (2001) WMALURER AN HLUART THR, RH4L0E
HEBEREWALZNFE, AEFAEFRRFXR, HRTS5SRTIEMSZEARERR BRI EREHT
RARTHALIAFRBR, T Epitropaki (2003) M T EAEMMF 25K R THMLGUAF, Benkhoff
(1997a) Wk T EEZFFHALINREEMX, BHik, RITTUNALRE . BRGNS HLA
(7] R e 5% SR HEE R IR B S 3 T4 ZUATR . 5340, Martink 4§ (2002) 7EXT KEBRE
RITBRGWMET ARTEZ RN SCRHT AR L, B8 ARAELE, AR SHAYIBBE
#il, ATBGRETHRAMERMALHEEZANE BRI ATTRmIIRK . 52,
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eMZE ERNESEN, Fik, RIREUTRE:
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R RIS ET HBE
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HFREHEKIE T L MEERAET S RE. BRI T 2010444 419 HERFRBER KA E
&R (4582 : www. sojump. com [A]$55: ID: 331167) I, #&ZE 2010 4£5 H 26 HILWEH 153
HF A%, 5o A ER AR, i 2 46 e A ZEAS R X 5 4l A i B & B4R TR ) 38 e e 7
PR EEE. B2 2010 /6 H 19 HRAIREEWBERA M B R LS8 HEE) . H% 2%
ik 37 frlaids) « B (1 Kk 35 riads) . KUY (2 Bk 46 4] 45) kit 166 43, 5 LR AT,
HATEAER 4 LIRS T 106 4 IE MR F (). Hid X 272 43 (045 B9 A LB, J50 Bk 5 R o ™ 3 gk 2K
18 1, LARHBHFEREFIEN RS 29 1, AFRLRGE AL 225 7, ARFIRHER 82.7%

LEREAREM I, BEd 56.2% , Lotk 43.8% , FidarALh30 Z LI K& 31~40 % hE (455
41.3% | 27.6% ), VEITHEZK R 4.6 FF, NRATENEH ERE, RERUTEI A, §17.5%,
K¥EABIL133 A, 458.2%, iRARL EFES53 A, 524.3%,
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BA, HEAEEMEE, a5 15 M, o “BPHEENTREZAR . “RMFEEEEMERA
CHRERTMIETRE” . “ROFENTREEIE” %,

(2) HAINF, KRB ENRF K Mael F1 Ashforth (1992) JF A&/ OIQ [4j# ( Organizational Identifi-
cation Questionnaire) , %A #ME 6 MRH, W “ U ABHEA AN, REEXBWEMFRAAAGBEL .
“HAMAEHMAREAFHFRAFAN %,

(3) RTESRENT N, ESEHHR L HBENALA RITHE R T4 4 B Al Robinson 1 Bennett
(2000) HIERSARZEAT MABEM L, FH T 13 XEAFEALERMBGRET LB, I “REE
BREHEREIRR" . BAGH, FABRPGERNAFE". © AER. AERFAFHELHFHEERL
Mg %,
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=, HESHMER

ABFER A SPSSIS. 0 F1 AMOST. O M HATH I Wb B, RITFERATLHAT, F—H,
FAGREHNEDHARIERERR SN ULGFERBR FEENSELENMERERNGEE. £25
A TE L ZUEA 547 (Hierarchical regression analysis, HRM) XE K ALUAREREEHE 550 TR
24T R B I P AR, AR 4E Baron&Kenny (1986)"" RYBEIL, A RUBIATME & LA T LA &4 (1)
BERNEATRAFEREYW; (2) BEBNFNLEBFEEERW; (3) AXESFNEERNK
ABEEABERAERE, PARROMNEETAZREOBNNA (GE2PAu) HERSH (F
53 AR o

L R R AR KGR R

REVRESE, SN BEEE, HPAR. BGmETHMNBRSEHT THRRERNZ M. 78
F I KMO {84317 0.87, 0.85, 0.81, @5d T Bartlet's BREAK (p <0.001), ERHFTHRIN. 4
RERBEEEARET 3 M ERS, BREEREN62.54%, H4NEIFERTEHNE LA R
%, BHMBRZE, #THE _RKERMIEXER AT ERALHE, SRABE 1 MHEEA
FIHHE, ROFEETHNRMSEA LMY, XSTT¥ERTRETHBELSHIINER 2. M
BRI A #TEERY, Cronbach’s a RN 0.89, HHBITHNTEEERRNEE. AR
[ R ATE, XR R AR REEAT ERCIE LB, B RBE L MHEERT | EE, RUALUARN
BRI AA B4, Cronbach’s 2 RYCH 0.86, WH—BMAEEARITTEZKF. EMRGRET N L
- REREERMTE RS, RITGMER T 2 MUNERFHEM L MEEIE, Bkt
RN B R S f AT T IE SO AL B, JFEAR 2 MK, ERERAER B 68.04% , Cronbach’s a 3K
53314 0.91, 0.87, #—BRHEERW BB R AR IR FR M EETRE. SRR NERRE
B, STULAHEANGIN: x2/di=2.681, p=0.001, CFI=0.933, RMSEA =0.071, SRAIEMM4
S5 1) BN S o) () PG B RO A — B

2. BRMBAREGEIT G R

£1 STEEROHE. FEENERARERY

T M SB 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. 5 1. 40 0.49 1

2. IRIERAL 1.14 | 0.35 0.12 1
3. .08 | 0.31 | 0.05 [0.49°* 1

4. THEE .99 | 0.41 | -0.04 | -0.17 | 0.21 1

5. Bit T fkedfa| 1.36 0.68 0.02 [0.59°*" |0.59** | -0.08 1

6. TAEt:HR 2.36 0.82 0.19 | -0.11 | 0.04 | -0.10 | -0.09 I

7. BEEH 2.08 0.76 -0.05 | 0.12 0.11 -0.10 | 0.13 |-0.27| 0.89

8. HAZWEITHN | 2.58 0.98 |-0.22*1 0.02 0.08 0.15 | -0.04 | 0.04 [0.39* | 0.91

9. ABRSRRETA| 2.16 0.34 -0.22 | 0.12 0.16 0.01 0.13 -0.06 | 0.42*" | 0.63"* | 0.87

10. HEIAF 3.24 0.62 0.04 | -0.02 | -0.02 | 0.02 | -0.01 | -0.02 [-0.38**|-0.29**|-0.33""| 0.86

lE:"P<0.05 ""P< 0.0l (NERK), MAKLEFERSERRG AT,

RUPEARTHEERNFIR, pfEE . SERARHXARLBRNGERE. AR 1 SRAITTU
Atti, BRAY Cronbach’s a REATE0.86 ~0.91 Z [, WK BERHEARIFIGEE, R, BIETUE
i, BEEHSHRARAKPGRET . ABRREARNRSRET . A2UARYBEML, HLEAR
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HHA R ENGFRERRGRETHE B EMC, XHAEENALUARMFMERS RS TLE
HIRT4E (Baron&Kenny, 1986)

3. Rk R

XFFRIRBSE, FATRMZE% T (Hierarchical regression analysis, HRM) FE&E ., B4, RITE
PR EREANGITFRRENAER, BGRETAEN AR EEEE 1; HK, RIFEA
N AR BERERLE, BREEHIENMIBEER, PORETIENRER BT EIIKR2; &
Ja, BEEHEMHALUAR—RENRETE, BHRETAENEER—EE IR 3, b, &A1
BN F A BN T EEKE T VIF #17 TRE,; HHERGEEELRNFERKETYNT2 (£2 RE
HFt;, BEER =1.348, SGUAR =1.202), EHATRIHE ARG & T ER B BIAFELEL
L YERE,

MR 2 FRILE L REEEN AR F 2T A (M2, B=0.215, P<0.01) FAFRRSHAKESR
#47 (M5, B=0.468, P<0.01) &7 BEZmW, RiZ1 B2 THREN . MBENARNTE (4
ZUANR]) B, BEEENHALARNNPSHREITANERENARRE, MALUARXHLR SIS
ZNBABENT RN (M3, B= -0.158, p<0.01) M6 AN ER (HLUAR) &, BELTH
Xt A By ) WU BRI R 22T A el ) B PR 055, (HALZUA R R 3 i R R 2247 A B B ER 7
N (M6, B= -0.181, p<0.01), fRik 1, 3 BEIKEK,

#®2 BEFE, ARAR. RERETANBREEALER (N=225)

BER HASMNRHRETY BEE ARSFAWRHREEY
i M1 M2 M3 M M5 M6
TR
B t 8 t B t B t B t 8 t

3| -0.077 | -0.916 | -0.083 | -1.012 | -0.076 | -0.921 | -0.067 | -0.746 | -0.063 | -0.853 | -0.065 | -0. 861
SR | 0.019 | 0.226 | 0.031 | 0.375 | 0.036 | 0.436 | -0.042 | -0.463 | -0.013 | -0.176 | -0.008 | -0. 106
iR 0.134 | 1.521 | 0.091 | 1043 | 0.098 | 1.129 | 0.178* | 2.012 | 0.085 | 1.063 | 0.092 | 1.179
AR | 0.142% | 2,014 | 0.089 | 1.023 | 0.071 | 0.816 | -0.036 | -0.512 | 0.047 | 0.741 | 0.042 | 0.666
FEitTHEt| -0.081 | -0.899 | -0.081 | -0.924 | -0.083 | -0.957 | 0.086 | 0.946 | 0.085 | 1.055 | 0.082 | 1.043
TARMERR | 0.089 | 1.328 |0.1S1% | 2.214 | 0.127 | 1.867 | -0.001 | -0.011 | 0.134* | 2.162 | 0.107 | 1.739
BER
BEEH 0.215%**| 3.247 | 0.132 | 1.954 0.468°** | 7.748 | 0.154* | 2.285
A it
LA -0.158*"| -2.331 ~0.181**| -2.958
R2 i 0.113 0.345 0.376 0.102 0.297 0.324

F 4.634* 15.653*** 16.727** 4.146* 13. 092 *** 14.959 ***
AR? i 0.113 0.232 0.031 0.102 0.195 0.027

fi 4% Baron #1 Kenny (1986) HIEEUL, W2 oA 15 F IR 4% 4 R) I i 5 E WA Jf P A7 06 2 LA )

BAEBENAMEZE, FHit, RIOHBR RN HRM ERWEZRKNXR, GRUKRI TR, B=
-0.429 P<0.001, OB EEHSHINRZMAFERERHIMRRR, FiL, HEAXHER,
BT R HHLUANREREERESBA TR RET RS EER 2 PMER, B2 73T
B 5
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#®3 BEFESALIRNER

EE4R (N=25) M. Wi
FHER BRAR I EE Y
BHER s i AMEE LA TEETESIEA THERARETH
B t B t RS Tepper HEFR LT R T HTHHRBRNL L

wal | 0.027 | 0395 | 0.039 | o6 FEAME., EAREERMREEFHALEPELHKH
BERE | 0.054 | 0598 | 0.030 | 030  BUYET, BEEFEAFL-EBELTPEMCLARS, W
i |-0.04 [-0.469 | 0.042 | 0.48  PAEZHHEFEGEENE THERLEN “LETRE” WEE
SRR | 0.046 | 0.623 |-0.00 70438  migs s B IR ELAE 2 B RURUER SR SE LB BLAR TR
il on e L8 08 0w, B8O BN EAEMR THRSEE MR M

THEMERE |-0.025 |-0.355 |~0.149 % |-2.204

e BRI S, ERMBEERAEN, KIASOEE
R Coam -6, EmEL M EBRSREST RRELS “BRERT. B,
R® 0. 085 0.312 ZESEWTHRSBESH, RTRGRETIERAERE
F 0. 166 6.258"" AR T AERYE, AT KX e p R S
AR’ ff 0.085 0.227 HR, ERSMHRAEE BRI RA LR R R B K
f: " P<0.05, " "P<0.01, """ p <0. 001, BRI, B ARSI 5 TH R

EATHIREE R, BN PR ASCH e AR E A FIBEARG ST, BRRERAEE, TERMARRCRMES
RYAR R DU ST, ISR SRR R RXT AR RRIAR, YIRS RREAR,
RN TR ETTAS A S SR AL U THASE, File, SR TEZSRREN, ERNEEIRT
WIARE ., MEtE, B, S TRMHRER AR RRKMRBEARARREE, F SRR R
W, ST TRATH. XA TR B E B S R TR TR R, Mt THIRIY A,

2. EEREX

APFANALNFRE LR OAF TAEENEX, HLNFRERMEAMAL KRGS IHA,
EXAMARR I TR E TR, SARH AT A RN, — IS ELH
ER AN AT, o0 R THRAEESFHER “IRk HXHASUARE “HiB” 1R, A—FE, bt
BMRIHAGUMEREE T, RERTFEELHNFRR, HmeesiEnd i THTRRET N

3. IR AR AR

Hoe, PR ERALERPIEE, RATRAMNE TRGRENULE R SERER T ZRLRH,
BTN THORE, HER AR EAA TR TR, NmERRIE S EA +8EhFo
AR, AR, T REARBTF AR RIS, ASCR BRI S (Cross - sectional Data) EATHIRNIA)
SEEGr, (RBERT N R TR TR 7ER ] LT RERAT — e ., R, SRR
RATRERER AR 7k, TR SR R Y SeBmSRBLA TS AR AT SR04 o

. it

R TBABIN R ET MR, THPBERREBAMEST N TR IE [0 B R

RS T HMER, R TEMEEENREREI AL EIAR, ErgmRgRETR, A0

[FI PRI R A SR A 20 1o K HR A 224 D R B e Tl e e 2517 S R s B b 42 AR B T 2 @ A 1R
RS AE R, AP ST 1o R 2517 T BEAR 2 oA PR 2 A e
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Effects of Abusive Supervision on Workplace Deviance .

Organizational Identification as Mediator
YAN Ai - min,GAO Ying
(School of Business, Central South University , Changsha 410083 , China)

Abstract; Base on the social exchange theory and social identity theory,this paper discusses the impact of a-
busive supervision on employees’ workplace deviance behavior and the mediating effect between them in China sce-
narios. Total 225 employees from different province were sampled and Hierarchical Regression Modeling was em-
ployed to analyze the data . The result shows that abusive supervision has an significant effect on employees’ work-
place deviance behavior; organizational identification mediates the relationship between abusive supervision and
employees’ workplace deviance behavior.

Key words: abusive supervision ;organizational identification ; workplace deviance
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