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A review of the literature on perceived organizational support:
Theoretical foundation, antecedents, consequences, and measurement scale

Yuki SATO
(Ryutsu Keizai University)

The purpose of this paper is to review the literature on the theoretical foun-

dation, antecedents, consequences, and measurement of perceived organiza-
tional support (POS). The study of POS has recently received considerable
attention in the Organizational Behavior and Human resource Management
literature. This paper proceeds as follows. First, the concept and scale of POS is
described. Second, Organizational Support Theory that provides a theoretical
base for POS is overviewed. Third, various factors affecting POS are identified:
Fairness, Organizational Politics, Human Resources practices (HR practices),
Supervisor Support, and so on. Last, the future directions of studies on POS are

discussed.
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1. [FUHIC

TAEOHARTIE, mE=—-ARLmELENS
BALOMER IR, A & MO BRI LA
HELTETWLIEPRHINTVS (EA%
B4, 2006, 2011 ; 57 B EORWIZE - DS,
2007a, 2007b, 2008 ; T, 2004 5 A v frRRE L
bt > =i, 2001)e SO X)) HIRWOHFT,
MR X Z O - BSRO 72012, Sk hE
EOWICEIF 2R BRE IR L, HEFE - ) RIcss
WHWENG D, D720, M IEME A Ao
S AR E R RS 2 ENIRD 5N DL, [
B, R OB A RLKTIEAME < A4 12 ED

*TBAE RS R

I RboL LTR#EN, Lol)iczirik
DOENTVDLDOPIZONWTHIRT 52 L2345 F
TULEIZREIZ R 5 TL bo ) < A4 ORI
X3 % R R0 B & B L 7o R A R
B - EENICL, TOEEREISHETE TS
FLI LT ENL, 22T, TR, @
CANAOHEZEG L, MBROWERERITHT 5
WY MARKIENDWE S - S OFFM % &
LTWwa [ sk (Perceived
Organizational Support : LL T POS) | & w9
SIS Z S Th,

POS & Eisenberger, Hungtington, Hutchison
132> (1986) 12X o THRBSNMETH
D, B A~ DEERTEZIT TR AL
Hik & O BRI % B 5 72 0 o BT 1R
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ELTEFESVEHZED TS (Aselage &
Eisenberger, 2003) 's POS ¥ &, #likic X 2
FEEBANDTIEIZOWTHES - ik b H <
EMEETH D, WA LMk E o BRNE
DExETHE L bEbh w5 (Liu, 2009 ;
Masterson, Lewis, Goldman (Z7*, 2000 ; Roch
& Shanock, 2006), POS V2R & N7z &1
L0, HSNEIEROBIE D S8 <N 4 AR
MEbrazy bAYE MEkaIv b AYN)
#H T AR D7D E SR B %)%
TLEIC D TOL AEHHAT L LA B
LoD TH D,
FEOLHACDHERIZ X 1) FERFIOME A & A
fhe OBBDEES O, MRk 2 OfEfT - IR
D7D, £ TIUILHLHEE L OMICE
HRBEREET O, E) TS - ik
LMRLEWI Iy A Y MEFIEHR LMD
WIZEBELTL 52 DD o 72 RHE |2
TAHIEC D, COL) REEICT 70 —F
THIH72o T, ARSI & Py SR
& L7z POS I, A &AHEE oo REEMED
BEETIZIT TR, BERMEPEEINSE 70
T 2 E MW AN A DB SBIT B 2 &S e
e ThL, T2, BmES - AOLIRIL TR
WENTBY, PRI, ez EE-
AR L L2PEREIO A~ 4T A Y POKT
1, <AL DERALICHIST 5 2 & Id kI
%I ENTREN, SEELZRINT 57200
NFHI RS - A O LEEI B RT 5,
T, FEEEANO = — XRLHEDO R %
53RO GEZE BANOIHARLIY) FAIK T 5
i S L 22 A D~ A Y A Y R4S E TR
Fizkd o5 T B POS IZE) < A4 DA
WCHEETA2MATHD, FRISHBEOI Y AR
KISV S AL IZED L) IR ST 5D
PERLTVWL70, SHREOTINE HIFL 72
HR Hisk e il & B & 5 SRR EEC O A
LA S S Z N e DO W S E A TAIN o e
BT EHIFTE S,
AFGHSPOS IZIEH 4 A BHIE, A A & Ak

REEATEIRIEAE 27 B 1

L ORI ELIZ BT A E RO SI2m
Z, B R R MATTRATE) (Organizational
citizenship behavior : LLF OCB), & & 1)/,
BRI 72 E OB A DA & TR O EIZ & -
THBSEGAHREE L EPRBWICHER SN
TWb7:TLH5H (Rhoades & Eisenberger,
2002 : Riggle, Edmondson & Hansen, 2009) o
72 & z21Z, Riggle, Edmondson & Hansen (2009)
WX B A5 5% LT, POSIFMMT I v

A MOGHD 504% % FH L, BREE D
LD 372% % AT H I EHbho Twb,
EIREDREH1%, Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002)
WCEDAIGHOPFTELRENT VDS, 2D
£ 912 POS I3 HERHY - FEERAYIZ DA THE
LIRTHREIEECATEI O M) 3 HER TH B Z &
DHREERC L HERREN T W Do A ¥ WA E i
ENDH T LI o TRBIITEDO M RO R
D — WAL 723 A3 2 STV 575,
POS OZALC s B O EIZH 3 2 K R0 2 4
HIZ AR SN T0L LIEEALWIRETDH
bo NEFBOMHGIZE > THEN B
L7265 2 EREBRICHERE S LT\ 5 POS
DL LGERNPED L) Ty 7 TEHD
B D) E AT O 28 U T35 2 &
X, SO POSWIEDOFIMMEESRL ) 5 b
DTHY, 4D POSWIIED TR &\ E L
PR CTE %,

Z 2T, ARTIL, POS OHGIZHET 2
HAEITH) 72012, FTPOS EIZED L) %%
SELTMESTON TV L0202, HIERELE
LTED LD b DDPHFIET % D0 % TR
%o WITPOS % FiHH$ 2 B T 2 k13
Py (Organizational Support Theory : BIF
OST) IZDWTHRAZAT ) o K2 OST OHIT,
FATER DB POS ~NORED A 7% 5§ POS
LA REBANOHZBEORGHIZOVWTED L9
RHHADE ENTV DO % HERT 5o Hitw
T, POS DFATEB ERERELIZOWTDRE
BRBOTFZE D SR 5 N/ E - 53 REEDEH
1190 WiRlS, FEATHIROEI%Z & L 12, POS
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

DIATEHD HREREH T COFEBRE Y T
BIZET VLT B & b1, SHBOBE-EIZOW
TERT 5,

2. POS DE, AERE, BE20D# 7%

2.1 POS &F

POS e B2 fa #4633 v b
XN (M Iy XY M) OFREEHY
THOICHE I NS TH D LRI, #
OMEFEEIIHT LTIy M AV MM
OBEPSHET & TH % (Hutchison,
1997a ; Shore & Wayne, 1993 ; Wayne, Shore
& Liden, 1997). Eisenberger & Stinglhamber
(2011) 12 kMU, POS &t [HEEROEBE
HAEAT L ORI L T2 0h, EEBD
well-being’ 12k L CHLHkAT & DR R L T
WLOPIZE LT, EEAPEL &k RE

/& a general belief concerning the extent to

W

which the organization values their contribu-
tions and cares about their well-being (p.26) |
DZETHED’ B, POSEERLTWVLHIT
T RTOMENZDERERAL TV 57
W, MRERO D LSRR STw
LWz b,

POS O#f& & L COR#IL, Mikn 53t
ENLEEDOED (benefits) 12K 5154
T2, EERITH S 2 Mk 5 D3RI
ODNTIERENLERNEEEL V) HTH
% (Eisenberger et al, 1986 : Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011), F 72, EF=HS HHS»
& HIZ, POSITH B IDOEBIIK$ 2H
Fk A & OF TN R 5N & O BT & AR &
% H 5 O well-being ~DOELE & v 9 T O/
HRIZIZR %5 2 00[HzEA TS, L
L, BI<AAIRELRS 2O00ME% A L TH
—DHHEELTHEETS2bDEEZ LTS
(Eisenberger et al, 1986)

2.2 fHfrsZIERE (Survey of Perceived
Organizational Support) D%

Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011) %% [POS
WrFED 95% VL ESMIER E & L CTHIR &7k
FLHE ) A (Survey of Perceived Orga-
nizational Support : LA F SPOS) # i L C
W3 (p28)] ik~NTw5 X 9HIZ, SPOS S
POS Z LB T 2 ME—DWERE L VW B, 2
@ SPOS 1, B4 RS HT ORI L 5
PEFE RN % BTG 2 F b 2 e 9 % 728012
Eisenberger et al. (1986) 2 & > CTHZE SN/
BOTHY, 36HHAPL R LMERETH 5,

Eisenberger et al. (1986) (x POS @il %E R
L L CORBEEL T 572012, 9 00
O IEL2361%DT =% ZHWT, £7,
FE RS 55 7 & N HF 5471 247V POS O H.
—&kIeME (unidimensionality) ##ER L T 5,
BT, HHMOWNE—HEEMHET 272012
BHRESAT 2 ATV EWEREE (o = 097) 2%
52 ERIERL TV D, INLDOGITHERE D
12, Eisenberger et al. (1986) &, #E3EEHIC
AT AHMMA DT Iy A Y MY ek
M7 152 Tdh 5 POS %) < N4 TR L T
LI ERFRLTNS,

SPOS D fF M - Z 4 MHEDOMEEILE D% b
L OWEDOPTRHEINTEY, FIEHE
PEIZB LTI U O F VRO &7 & § 5K
SPOS' @& VN B E HEYE 2 R BRI AT R &
L CTw b (Armeli, Eisenberger, Fasolo | %,
1998 ; Eisenberger, Fasolo & Davis-LaMastro,
1990 ; Lynch, Eisenberger & Armeli, 1999 ;
Shore & Tetrick, 1991 %2 &), L2 L, #1 b
13 FE SRR SPOS ORFETH 5 (Rhoades &
Eisenberger, 2002), Eisenberger et al. (1986)
VB, 36 THH2 O 2 A4 TV FIVIE T
B— IR I — B % MeRE L 72 WF 7813 7Y
7B\, 0D, 4 ) TV FIVERATHE—IK
Je& L TIURT 5 & v 9 F5kIE Eisenberger et
al. (1986) DAEFOARIAKIML 72H D TH Y,
R AR N SNV AT = Rl F =AYV A
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b DS AR R L 5 2 DO M
EEATED, WEEH b4 IR HTH T
DMK KX B HEER I T Ll R L T b
ZEwEETHE SPOS OWITTHEIZDOWTIEE
5 HIEHEPLEEL DD,

2.3 BLROFEIME

HLEEM S EZ DL E, MOWELD
FREEER T 5 LEN D b, POS b [FHE
12, % OWEO T AT EARGE S
CTw5 (Shore & Shore, 1995), T F TD
Wigez @ L C, POSIZEEW I I v b X b
(Rhoades, Eisenberger & Armeli, 2001 ; Settoon,
Bennett & Liden, 1996 72 &), &k — 3R o AR
(Eisenberger et al, 1990), L®®3#E (Kottke
& Sharafinski, 1988), Leader-Member Exchange
(LLF LMX) (Settoon et al, 1996 : Wayne et al,
1997), FHii 2L IEH (Andrews & Kacmar,
2001 ; Rhoades et al., 2001), 4 Ft 25 1E
(Andrews & Kacmar, 2001 ; Loi, Hang-yue &
Foley, 2006), #H#&PM ¥R (Cropanzano, Howes,
Grandey!3 7>, 1997 ; Randall, Cropanzano, Bormann
1372, 1999 7 &), JLFIRYELE) (Coyle-Shapiro &
Conway, 2005 : Coyle-Shapiro & Kessler, 2000),
AT v M A2 b (Shore & Tetrick, 1991 ;
Shore & Wayne, 1993), Hk#im /2 (Eisenberger,
Cummings, Armeli (37>, 1997) &\ o 7-kk %
TR E L BT RETH H T L SRR I HE
RENTWD, ITNHOHEEIE, Rhoades &
Eisenberger (2002) 12X % [EWEEHED H
% SPOS 12 & » THEl%E &7z POS 13 5HHE 72 1
Wt (distinctive construct) T& 5 (p.699) J
LV AR T AL DTH S,

3. POS DR - FiE BT
(Organizational Support Theary)

POSHfgED L ¥ o — %3l U C, AWz
i (OST) 25 POS % 34 2 ME— D HFE T
HNIS=ART T4 TThHhDHIEDPHL%
572, POS OHFHIZH S 2 WFse & A 5012

REEATEIRIEAE 27 B 1

RENTWRVOIE, #a (F3EKE LT
D POS) ~D .0 E 2000 4RI 7 o TEBKIC
BEozbon, POS DML % 5 HEm~D
LD ENIDON T I o7zl N F0H
12 % (Eisenberger, Aselage, Sucharskil37»,
2004) o

Eisenberger 726 D&k, #7-%la L L
TOPOS 7217 T4 L, POS DR IEE, #
RICHTAHFTHmTH S OST 2R L TV 5D A
Thb % Z0O0ST I, FELHEMEGEL
B (norm of reciprocity) ®# 2 J7 % HHf
ELTHESIN TS, €07z, OST Tl
HEER LMk & OB TOR LSRR (positive
outcomes) DOIF| % U THESE B & ik OB
frasigfb s b L HES N TS (Eder &
Eisenberger, 2008). 2 F 1), OST Tl3HMk (F
IR EBECHBENET L L) 7AW 25
DOXEEMFEBPELCNEE L L13E, £
PEEBITHBR I I 2 @, Mo H
MEROZDICHML L) L X525 T%
T5EIHhbEEZ5NTWS (Aselage &
Eisenberger, 2003 ; Shore & Shore, 1995) .

L, WAL EMED S 0T (F7210F
I3Iv bAYDN) ORBF®TH D POS KT
LDIEAH D e OST Tl, EEHIIHTHS
V2R3 2 AR o0 BT-fifi % Al i 12 BE L & B o T
HEWVIHEIELHHE L T (Eisenberger
& Stinglhamber, 2011). 8 < A 4 %% POS % &
B3 % B ICBY L T Eisenberger et al. (1986)
& [HFHTOHEL 2 ETI~OHB 33 HHEEA
fbENMEEOL 71 2 2 GEFRES) % ik
ET A0, T2, BMBERKROMKKE TR
J 5728 (ph04)] & FEFE L Twb, Rhoades
et al. (2001) Tl [H&FBOOTCKR Z L 5
Az, BLUY, S525%T71x LTk
DR DESBI R > TV L 02 FHiT 5720
(p825) | & ¥ N Twh, [AKEIZ Eisenberger et
al. (2004) TiF MHEEFHERITCRETR T 572
ORMFETOE L 58T O % G % 7290
(p206)] LR _ENTWAE, TDXHIZOST
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

TlX, FRBERKRL Eof&IEHIECR T T
L7201, MRS 7530068 52HATS
CZLOfifEE REL 5720 T B0 AL
1T POS 2T % LE26NTWAS (Eder &
Eisenberger, 2008 ; Eisenberger, Armeli, Rex-
winkel (Z7*, 2001 ; Eisenberger et al, 1986 :
Eisenberger et al., 1990 ; Eisenberger et al.,
1997 ; Eisenberger et al, 2004 ; Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011 ; Eisenberger, Stinglhamber,
VandenberghelZ7>, 2002 ; Rhoades et al, 2001 ;
Rhoades & Eisenberger, 2002) o

TlE, EOXHIZLTH A% D POSIEE
HHENDLDTH S ) He OST DERZE BRI
AT L, AR X DR 2R (favorable
treatment) 2"POS & E®H 5 L\ ) T &% b,
AR X BIFE 2 TRIE, EERISHT A E
TERZFHI (positive valuation) RUFEAY 7ML
& (positive regard) F 7213# & (benevolent
intent) OEKWHE L TRHESITFSLNTWA, F
7z, A5 OF EN R FHMIE, KRR Bk,
BIAL BN 2R EOSERNEIK %
TR B2 THL, M52 2mHED
WZIE U Tl & 5 2 Z)i‘“?ﬁi‘a% HZER, K
D EWEFEZITZ A L) ICEREZ T 2 i
At ->Tnb I LDENTLHL L OST T
1%z 5N CTwb (Eisenberger et al, 2004 ;
Eisenberger & Stinglhamber, 2011)s 2D &£ 9
% OST OF 2 \2HE) &, KB E R &0t
KIEMIIBCRE TR T 5 X9 i Mk O I
DHADPOS O L E W) Z &b, T2,
0 IR AT 2 5 L) ITHRR IR RO B R
IR DA ST D L ERHRT LS
ENRTED L) A ORIER S Z BT
POSHEE LD TH b, MAT, HEREDOET)
AEHMIL, &5 7% HHER0I0 L THM A 52

LEEDD DI E 2 ET LD AR ISR
DAL POSEEHDLI LIl b, BT DI,
Mk (F23MEo—2 v b)) OFfT Bt
B D P\ 2B 98 1) 75 AP R I 72 B O &
7232 LIl X o TH < A x 3l H D% %

LD, 2FNIEPOSHEELDOTH S,

% T(ET®¢T L5 Tw b POS

E@?é FRIZOWTEM Y 2, POS

DIFECEHTLHERER T — I, TATE
ﬁtmﬁa@%%%ﬁﬁﬁé%l(%r
L=%) IZ20VTO#ERTH D, 2k 2T,
Eisenberger et al. (2004) & [POS @ 7§ # &
PEHEBRIZ X DM OHNLIZ L o TRAES L
% (p207)] RT3, oF ), Mo
(LCAIEER, 1 O M7 & TR (F 7213006
DI—=T x> ) O AR LD EE % B
B3 572012, B < N2 ifligkae A& LT
A& 95D TH5 (Levinson, 1965). <
LT, HIAToCwE/X—=F ) T 1 % B
35 R AW, MEEOITAOFH RTINS
Bearo L Bbh s ANHO X 9 W E % ik
35D TH% (Eisenberger et al, 2004), PLF
Tl%, Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011) ®
FTHUR ST W B B1TEE D POS ~D 53
AETLERN (E7FLV—%) OFTHEER
[k o L], [HRRrEE ], Wﬂﬁ’%&ﬂ‘]?ﬁﬁ%
S, THHRRMRBL] 12D W TR 2,

3.1 #EmDEEAL (Personification of the
Organuaﬁon)

OST I8 5 [HMiko#w Ab] L%, @
CAA MOz Ex28—vF Y71 (A
) Rz o0 o AME LTIRZ
TWhAEWIEZHTDOZ ETHDH (Aselage &
Eisenberger, 2003 ; Eisenberger et al, 1986).
B < N2 1%, MO B 53725103 28R
DA T, BARNGEIEZ R 7—BAE LT
DML —Y =¥ ML DITBORFEE L TT
37 <, FREERRIC X o TSI, B
72650 ERNC & o TET SN TV S i fE i<
HECL2HBWEELZ T 200 E LTHE
J{E A % (Eisenberger & Stinglhamber,
2011) . ) < N4k, MEOIT A O M % HEE
TLIZDIZHE TO/N—=F ) 7 1 2 BT 5
T T, FRGEHY 2 R R B A% 2 Ak L

_17_



fiffse 7 — b

52 & TH ORI S—yF ) T 2 RIEE
AT EDTHD, OSTTIE, ZOXIHIRA
MAPET S L) e HELAIIFTL2EERD
fHA)IZ & - T POS DIEEAMEE S NS & E 2
5N T3 (Aselage & Eisenberger, 2003) o

3.2 HE#NEE
(Organizational Discretion)

Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011) Tix [OST
BT AL 1E5 (tenet) &, WFREM %
v (favorable treatment) 7%, BRIEIZ L S
M TIE R HBEREICL A DAL EN
A IZBRY, POSICEBT 2 & 0w) 2 &T
HbH (p4d)] Lk "ENTWE, ZDLH I,
OST IZ BT 5 [HMfEMWHERE] i, MRIC X
IR (F720 3 ER) 2t is R D) Hl A
i, MBOBEICLZ200THD LIEERIC
A INTWALRREIZG U TPOS IC%H53 2
LWy EZ )i THDH (Aselage & Eisenberger,
2003 ; Eisenberger et al, 2004 ; Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011), OST Ti%, < A% &
WENZESRES N -a 77 A N 2 EE
WCANTEDOISH AT 72 B0 5 I 7%
FIE (orientation) 12X 2 b DHDMEDH »
AWML TVDLEBEESIN TS, TD7D,
FLEAREERAY POS (23 53 2R L, ARk AL
0 ALA F UM & 2 BRI B A & OFK 7
EOHFINZ L o TITONTWwB L) L) idd
LA, HHEERICESOTITDRATWE DT
HDHETEERPMET AT LIKFEL TS L
2 5N Tw5 (Eisenberger et al, 1997). #+
W) 7 HR DR % 2T T B X9 BRITAICHA
T, HEYLATHIIEER I 5 MOk
HxELVBLKELTVWDLEEZLENTVWS D
Thbo WML &EOEII N i R
HAE A & O % Ak O B HE = 12D 75
&5 LD ENERDME LT 5748 POS 12
IVEHMTADOTH 2, EARIIHF LWk
JETHoThH, TN LEFKICLE LD
THIIETPOSIZIFIZEAEREL VDO TH

REEATEIRIEAE 27 B 1

% (Eisenberger & Stinglhamber, 2011). ik
12X BUFER (F720 3R 2t is e E )
HLAD POS ~DBE, o 25Hfko Bl
HEICEDSLDDTH A EMEBIZHNRINT
WAEEIL, FDRELHRDENHITETHS
(Eisenberger et al., 2004) .

B2 Eisenberger, Cummings, Armeli (372>
(1997) Ti&, POSIZX§ % oF By 22 HLY 4
ADFEN R EOEEMEI R SN TV D,
Eisenberger et al. (1997) 1%, 4 2k 5
L L72AFE 205 407 — 7 # HIWT, B4
HoifF L & & POS & OBRDS, MiROIT4A
DOHEMHEICHT 2IEEB OIS L T D
ME)DEBREL TV 5, FTITOME, Bk
® FTORBERIOFEL 31X, ReHETT
DOWHFRME LY #5550 POS o4 % @i
322 LRI ko7 ZOMBEED L
|2 Eisenberger et al. (1997) 1%, #l#kay#FH &=
MBS MEOE LS L POS EOMEREET
L= 9528 2FELTVD,

3.3 HEfRIEES
(Organizational Sincerity)

OSTIZBIT 2 [HMkMmES] iX, B
MRS LA FRIHT 5 Z 125 5 POS ~OHEIL,
ENDVHEINTR G E LW REZET
LA, LDRKRELRDDIIRDEV)IER
77 Td 5 (Eisenberger & Stinglhamber, 2011,
p39)o T TOHEMMOIZIE, WK T
B EBRLKEOA O TREEICER L T2 &
EORBEB NG ENEEN S,

< NxDL i, HTAORBREZEHL T,
NI & 2 30 2 GFM S A0 & REF &
72b 0TIk R L, RPIZIE U R Emy
RT LI L EBHEE L TCEHENZEDOT
HEYGENSHH L EMFEL TG, 2T,
OST T, MfkoREZ» RSN HE
MR TR L CHESEBAMIME 2 Wil ook, #
O HE LA O R EZ O RLH S FRH
ENTZEDTHDL EWERNAZLTWLY
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

ETHHT L ERL TS (Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011),

Jinz <, Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011)
X, MRROMRER I L A UFEN R EFR A, Bk
1 72 G B 5 ISR ) LA AE D W T e
WOTHIUE, HEEBIXZDO LD iz AL
W& DB DTV EHE L, POS ML L%
WEIERI L T2, 2070, HERKR, #£
W &lL, TNOMEIZERBR I & HEE) L
TWR Lo ENb0L LTRSS
n, ZOFRPOS DI LIZHFLGT LD TH L,

3.4 HERRAIR
(Organizational Embodiment)

Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011) 12X
W BRI i [ ERRZ oo Mk
-V ]‘75§ffﬁ%§i&ﬂ—1tl/flz‘é &R
SNTWDLIGEIZHS - P 5 DT 2 (AL
IR ENn s (p.39)J EWVWIIEZFODZ ETH
%o & 512 Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011)
1, BALORRIZE S TIROEEL DX
Hor7- 61253 A lioEmMETH 5720, L
BlOATEy % U CHMR OB M EZEE L L9 &
THEFRLTWE, 2L T, LFEIPLOLHE
PRI L B HENRFHEZ R L TV B x ik

D L7OIZ, HEREEIZ ERIOMISAFEIC LFEHA
FOMEBIREE, HEZXBL D TH S

DB, Fie bHMMOMEECHELZEL T
OO0 WERETHEEZLNTVD, 20O

LT, B AxIE, LRIV 7 147
VTAT A R ENTZTHE LT LR Rl
52T, ERNZ L A3sAoEmEE &
OBRERML TR NE) DR ROLDTHD
(Eisenberger & Stinglhamber, 2011), OST T
&, 20X BMBOTA Ty T4 74 % EFH
MRENTZZTIA LT B 20 ICBT AR DM
HoOZ &% [ LRoMENAI (Supervisor's
Organizational Embodiment) ] &IFiEILTw 5
(Eisenberger, Karagonlar, Stinglhamber (T 7,
2010) o

4. FATEHELTOD POS

POS #4725 L L Cilo 721%E 0% 13,
IR & BEHE O Z 2 IR L
T POS % & #l BN D ROV T O
wE ML, MEAEE 4T > Tw b (Allen, Shore
& Griffeth, 2003 ; Panaccio & Vandenberghe,

2009 : Rhoades et al, 2001 %2 &), 2F 0, #
MR E AEER I T A HENREFHMERHEER

D well-being ~DELE & o 72HLEED S DR
(ZIv PAYDN) ZHERDPECIUIEL S
3L, ZORFEBITHMRIIN T 2 E LD,
HRRD7ZOIZHL LD &S5 %6815 3 5
E9 b0 THA (Aselage & Eisenberger,
2003) o

Eisenberger et al. (1986) 1, #&Ayscief
e HEBEOEZFIH) 2 LT, POS A
AR D H W Z A DI § % e K OB
BRI R A RRIER I v M X v bk,
HAE - oMok 72692 LR Fik
LT3, EBIZ, POSI3365%)%° (Eisenberger,
Armeli, Rexwinkel (T %, 2001), EI1HEm 3 3
v b X ¥ b (Maertz, Griffeth, Campell (37>,
2007 ; Panaccio & Vandenberghe, 2009 ; Shore,
Tetrick, Lynch et al, 2006 7 &), ZE#E — M
DO IAFFE (Eisenberger et al, 1990) & 1EDOAHRS
Wb EDPREBRITREN T WD,

BEE I, INODAMSEITERE LT
@ POS & O I IE DA B BAFRASHEBRAYIZ ] &
MPIZENTVDE DI, BgiE (Allen et
al,, 2003 ; Hochwarter, Kacmar, Perrewé (372>,
2003), OCB (Shore & Wayne, 1993 ; Wayne
et al, 1997 7 t“) FBIER (Hochwarter
et al, 2003), & ENZEFE (Eisenberger et al,
1990 ; Lynch, Elsenberger & Armeli, 1999),
FHAIC o CHBELL T (Chen, Aryee & Lee, 2005 ;
Lee & Pecce, 2007), f%&174344 (Chen, Eisen-
berger, Johnson (74>, 2009), Va7 - f KL
7' X~ (Cropanzano et al, 1997 : O’Driscoll
& Randall, 1999), #H#MH =TI v b x> b

_19_



W/ — + REEATEIRIEAE 27 B 1

(Maertz et al, 2007 ; Panaccio & Vandenber-
ghe, 2009), KT 7 1 7R 4 (positive mood)
(Eisenberger et al, 2001), 7—2 «- =27 =7
A~ b (Kinnunen, Feldt & Makikangas, 2008)
HEDVH D, FD—FT, POS & EADHEMR
IZH B Z EDREBRIITRENTNDHDIIL, HE
W& (Guzzo, Noonan & Elron, 1994 : Wayne
et al, 1997), #:#Ekk (Eisenberger, Stinglham-
ber, Vandenberghe (3 %>, 2002), & & 1)/KE)
(Eisenberger et al, 1986 : Eisenberger et al,
1990), i#%) (Eder & Eisenberger, 2008), i
B3y b AY» (ODriscoll & Randall, 1999)
LEPEEN TN D,

5. POS [C¥EZS5ZDFKTER

CNFETIZ, POSOEITERE L THeA
BRI HRGE S N T &2 728 213,
Wayne, Shore, Bommer (7> (2002) Ti%, HR
fisi e LCo@E (inclusion)® & AN Z 2
IE42S POS OFLEERTH 5 Z L SR ST
Wk S5, LFEIOXEE, MERNBUG, &
HEHER & POS DEATERTH 5 2 & A5k
BRIGICHERR SN T b TNHD% 1L OST @
EZ e B ER SN RITERTH 5o K
FTlE, Allen et al. (2003) % Eisenberger et
al. (2004), Eisenberger & Stinglhamber (2011),
Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002) #Z#12, POS
OFATERE L TRBIICZFF SN TV 2 ERH
HUMZEILL TWvW b,

5.1 RIEM

POS OEATEIN & L THEEIIWHGEE S L Tw
B OWSIEME (fairness F 721 justice) * (12 H
LERTH D, HEERIH L TAFICHRL &
9 LT HOORMBRDE L, TEERITEER
WA % 52T AIEO & A FIETH 5 L) &
ZHORLELFTHEROBERANOREDOFINT
BB, POSIZHEZ JIFTEEZLNT
% (Eisenberger & Stinglhamber, 2011)
AR A EEIZE CIEEE R 3IEEORAIE

AT RIERDE 2 SN T WD, 5 1R
HWAIEMETH Y, BERREDORERIZET 55
REINTZRIEWETH Do 5 2 D3Fh WA IENME
T, BRIEICHWOND T & OME S 7
RIEHETH B0 o0 3 VHEAERANAIENET, &
BHEIMREIZL > TED L ) IZEFTEND
DOV TOHESINIEREREDOZ ETH S
(Colquitt & Greenberg, 2003) o

POSTFZE T, A EANIEME LY b Fh
EAEEDIZ) AIPOSICH L TEDKE
REBENEAL TSI EDEHINTVS
(Eisenberger et al, 2004 : Rhoades & Eisen-
berger, 2002 ; Shore & Shore, 1995 ; Wayne et
al, 2002) s Tt & B9 IEMEA POS 1255
BT DL, TNDVERKB DEMRIT S 5 Bb
DENTHL/2DTHb, F72, Fasolo (1995)
[P, Milko BhEEICES (EE L
LTHRERBICFMENDLELH S (.190) ]
EIRL T X912, ARG
H 3= 128D ATAISRT A FHilio — T T
b & % (Moorman, Blakely & Niehoff, 1998 ;
Wayne et al, 2002) .

FERRIZ, Ffe S WAIEME POS & o I2id
IEDHEDH 5 Z & EFRIICHER SN TWw
% (Moorman et al, 1998 ; Roch & Shanock,
2006)o 72 & 21X, Moorman et al. (1998) &
Fihit X AR IEED S OCB ~O 28 FE % 4 H7
FTHEEZ, FHEIMAIE®ELE POS &L OBFRE
MeEE LT\ % s Moorman et al. (1998) (4,
Eisenberger et al. (1990) (2 & % [HEEEICE
BEaedo LHc L 2 EE0N R BlHEEIC
5475 (positive discretionary actions) (&,
FHERDDEZE B @ well-being Z 5T Tz &
WIEILE LTARENDESD (p5l) [Pk
WO IR A D LT, Tl & ARSI &
5 HEBEICED TRDO—2 & LTHESERIC
s ) 20 LER, FHEWAEKEE
POS DEATER L E LT b, KREFIEE O FE
FIFPETE TV B —#I78)E & 2o 15 157
MOT — & ZMT L7zkG SR, Tt & WAEMED
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

POS LIEDOHELBRIZH H 2 L WS 12
ol

POS 12§ % 73 B A TE % O 2 1Y 72 5238
D REBRAICEER S T WwW A (Fasolo, 1995 ; Loi
et al. 2006 : Wayne et al., 2002), 72 & 213,
Wayne et al. (2002) % Moorman et al. (1998)
[ £ 12 Eisenberger et al. (1990) D &H5 % b
LIS, FREMAERO AL S FHEAEE
DMK L 2 BHBEEICES ITATH
% EEZ, POSOEATENE L TIRFLOMGE
Ao Tk, @EIMLLIEICED 5 0EEE
Q%L Z0 LR3I AL A 211l T — %
% T POS DEATE R &R AT & ME
BHWAET, FHIMRIEEDO A% &35 A
IEMED POS L FE A IEOMBMBBETHL Z L
ZHOPIZL TV,

MEERAERDS POS & IEORLH 5 2
EDHERR S LT A, Buffardi, Ford, Kurtessis
I (2009) 12X B A7 A CEAHENERNLS
IEMED POS L IEOBRIZH L Z EDRENT
‘/\z) 130

T/, ATERE L COMBEERBNAIEED
FENL, MR AIEE L A A NI OBIR
%24 % 32 (Masterson et al, 2000 ; Roch &
Shanock, 2006 ; Tekleab, Takeuchi & Taylor,
2005) OHTHMEFHF SN TV AED, 22T
AP 213 POS & I3 MERBIRTH B & v o 72K
ED L EWIEHNFT I T\ A, Masterson et
al. (2000) 1, fEEEBIC X DM AMERNAIEX
DHIE L RN L 2R E R ATE & OBk
X, ERIE OBBROEOME THDH LMX 12X
o THANSN, —H, FHREMNAEEOHE L
FARRIC B L 72 RBEERATEN & OBIMRIZ, Mk s
DEBROEDOHHE T S POS 12 & o THA &
5D &) G A KB O A R I H)
5 REFWEE 651 %07 — % % AV TIGE L T
b MEFBREFT NI 20T OERIE, K
MELFTAHHOTHY), FhHhIWAIEEZ
POS & B4 LT\ 225, MHAERASIEEL
LMX OAIZLPBEEL THWHRWnwZ 2R T

Wh, RO RIE, KEREHO R RKFICEH)
O 5HRZERE 191 4% AR & L 72 Tekleab et
al. (2005) OHFTLRER SN T W5, BED L
Z A, MHEAEHNAIESE POS & OBMRIZEL
T, BIEMEOTAE & BRI T 2035 L,
ARG LS b RRERAGIC D B O e R LR L 2
WL H D20, TNHDOFET L RBEOK
—x BIFL72Ehs ko b b,

5.2 {HEABCE

RNIEMEE LT 2 e Th 5 kN ERE D
POS OB EZER & L TiEH &N TWw 3 (Harris,
Harris & Harvey, 2007). 7875, MHRAE
BOMEIIAIEEOME L IIRELSFIET A7
O POS DK TIZOLNBEEZLENTWD, L
BEOMOEREE T, N7+ —< 2 XL HilE
DBRAERIZ 2 Y, BEREIEIIBIT 5 AN
BT AMENELLZ LR D, TDLO %
BREETIE, /X7 4 —~ v ADSHIMIHE O &
V) B T — Y = v MK E R DR
KEFXL LTINS & o 226t IR
I L% b0 TH5H (Hochwarter et al., 2003)

Hochwarter et al. (2003) &, #EEPBIGO
HIHE A POS & 4 L TRk i 2 =0 A% 1 = 3
v N AV MR EOWCRERII R RITL T
5L ERRBGEY 5T, HENEE O R
MNPOS EEDOMFRIZH LI EEHLMZILT
W%, Hochwarter et al. (2003) Tid, [
NEBHEDHIE ] RS E OMEEA TORE
HIIEIZZOD LG L TR 4T - T
Wk, 30D NV EE, HENRE & FED
W, AR REO—2 LoOE, ixdEviE
BCThHbH, 7N A L5EE 3 405157k
Ty O ELT, kbEWiEEE—2 L
DFEETOERRR 215825 POS L ADHE &
MR e, RENREO—D> LORETO
BRI 7 T O F1 R A% POS 12 # b iV E D52
BrRIFLTWD I EIRENTWD, T2,
Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002) Z& 5% X % 4
HrOH T AN EGE & POS IZEOA E 7B
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fiffse 7 — b

FRTH 2 Z ENVTER SN TV 2,

5.3 HR R

RS S HR MR IR 1203 5 4
EDOLEHFRREEENDLT H720, POS DEE
LRATERTH 5 2 & 05% L OWFEDO H TigH
T2 M (Allen et al, 2003 ; Hutchison &
Garstka, 1996 ; Shore & Shore, 1995 ; Wayne
et al, 1997 : Wayne et al, 2002) o

Shore & Shore (1995) &, ##kIZ X % HE3E
BNORERH O DT HHEREIZHED  HR
He RN 72 KGR 2 POS O FHE 20 JeATEIK T
HHEFRL TS, 72, Wayne et al. (1997)
1 [k 4 7 HR a0 AGHIC B b 2 BREULEIC
£ o THEAH SN AHEER OHM O IE 1L POS
ZHFTHTH2) (8] bR T w2,
INF TOWET, POSOIEITER & LT,
B RBTIBHEE, - A, SmELE R R
2, WBOMNR, BEMEZ% & O HR MK AR
HIVHRGE S L HFEZ 15T 5 (Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011 ; Rhoades & Eisenberger,
2002) o

Wayne et al. (1997) &, Shore & Shore (1995)
IZPEVy, HHARIC & 2 e 2 52 BR T 5 b
D& L THFERICE#R S NS HR MWK A POS
rEODEER, Fea %z HR RO 5 A5k
F 72 AROWHE - s & AEDORES
D2 FIF, Zhs Ok POS
TATEEE L THRIEL TWA Z LRl T
%o F72, Allen et al. (2003) % REJIBHZEIZEE
FTHRE LD LT THMaiTo T 5, BfR
BYIZ1E, HR FEHR RT3 2 A & BRI EA~ D
Z, W OLRTEM, REESITST 58T
HEL, 22009 v 7IVEE T POS & D
BIER & BN/ LT\ %0 AT ORERIL,
7k b HR iR O KA POS D JeiT4
BeroTwbZ iR LTWD, Tansky &
Cohen (2001) 139@hE Tl < HHEBE TR E L
TN D, F v ) T IEEAERRIRT A i
WS POS LIEOBRYH B Z L 2R L TWwa,

REEATEIRIEAE 27 B 1

HR fisk O H T b NFFHM LM I E % &
T72% ™12 Hutchison & Garstka (1996) =
Rhoades et al. (2001) 7% & %. Hutchison &
Garstka (1996) (&, OST ®E#EZ & I A
I3y bAY MDA TS &12, EREHE
BIEER TV HBOEEZET I LITL o
THBEPOTEENTVD E V) EELT] &
2§ &K% L T\ 5, Hutchison & Garstka
(1996) Tix, HIEEEOEBENOMHEBROE
FRIZ X9 2 MR O Rl & 22 T R sk & L
CERHE 7T 2B ITFE 74— F Ny 2k
HEGLEANOSMAEY) FiFshTnb, 554
OFER, 74— KNy 7 & HEZRENDOSINH
POS L ZNZENEELRIEOMIRTH B Z L®
REN7z. 72, Rhoades et al. (2001) T,
R BB & POS OBIFREMFAEL TV 5o 2
CToOMBIEMIEOKRE, @E4 OFE,
FNENOEEIIRT HUFEE TR L 72D D
THhY), POSEHELRIEDOMRIIH S Z L8
Do TW5b,

Z I W o 2B LA Wayne et al. (2002)
TlE, HR RO O @E & KB RATER L
LT BIFS UG ST b 5T AR
K xZFHTL250THD, 5O HR iR
& POS L DRIZIZAEZIEDO BRI /R ENT
W%, Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002) 12X 5
A Y GO TS HR ik IZBE S 225 TH
HhL—=r7, KRR, F4 At
ZNENPOS L IEOMMEADH 5 2 & R S
NnNTws,

54 LEOX%E

PEERE, HRRIC X 2B 72 BICkT 450D
WZOWTOERNLAEEZTERT 52D EH L X
IS, REIAES - ORBE & o R R
L, wellbeing |2 EDORERE L T{NTW5
PICHS 2 e 2 ME L 2 LR b, b
FIIR§ 5 20 X9 AR % POSHIZE T,
[HIH S 7z LEIOEHE (Perceived supervisor
support : LN PSS) | A TWA, #ARICH
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

W ERNE, TS T 28R T 0T
B2 E-HBO -2 b ThH AT
O, PEEBIE LFEIONE S0 2 = 72 KN
HEEMBEIC L2 E L TR LI IR DD
Td» 5 (Eisenberger et al, 2002) o

Shore & Shore (1995) (&, POS ® FE 725G
TR E LT, HRFEDAIHI by T AT X
MR LHE], FEPEETEENTHL L
WOHIHEEHIT TS, ERICERIOXES
POSIZH# A RIZTEKE L THET LT3
WFZETIE, POS & DIEDBRPHER SN TS
(Eisenberger et al, 2002 : Hutchison, 1997a :
Maertz, Griffeth, Campell (27>, 2007 ; Rhoades
et al, 2001 : Shanock & Eisenberger, 2006) o

Rhoades et al. (2001) %, # 4 225
I L 72367 DT — % % AT, BITEH
CRLRR R, Tt S RN IEME, PSS) 25 POS
WAL TGN I v M X MSEEY G2
TWLZERRGEEL T\W5, s hERETY
YN K BT ORGSR, PSS A POS IZIED
BAEARIFLTVWLIEIRENT VDS, F77,
KR S & 2 AT ERE R T < 225 4D v —
XN =B — %= RR & L7z Maertz, Griffeth,
Campell 1372 (2007) ®HTL, PSS & POS &
DM DOIEDOHADPREN TV %,

PSS & POS & @ BA4%1%, Eisenberger et al.
(2002) DR THIMEFSNTEY, ZOWRET
Z/8 V7 — % % v T PSS & POS & @ Rf%
BT AR H ML EL L CT\w5b, Eisen-
berger et al. (2002) 1%, NV F—DKFE A
FE L34 AT LT, POFHEL?S 31H
BICHAETHZET2RHOT -7 2 NEL
TWb, BEARXETNVEHWGHTI,
iR e MBOBE 2 > fu— L LTH,
PSS %% POS D #E R 72 Z24LIZ IE O F 2 7 AH B
W H T ENRMIN, ZOfEEL LI,
OST OfHE % ZFE L, PSS 12 POS DK Td
STHBRTELZVWZI EEZFRELTWS,

55 ®ERARLYY—

A MLy —34 POSICREL FIZTTERO
—DTHhbEEZSLNLTWDS (Eisenberger &
Stinglhamber, 2011), POS Bf7E Ti&, FIZH#L
WA TOHENCHET S A MLy —DOREIZE
HLTw3 (Dekker & Barling, 1995 : Jones,
Flynn, & Kelloway, 1995). FERS12E A kL
v = Th 5 %XEE#E D POS ~OEFEH 7%
P EMGE L TV A D) Andrews & Kacmar
(2001) TH S, Andrews & Kacmar (2001)
i, REIOKERERTH < 418 Hh b7z
T e, HETEXNET) 7L b
SR EATH LT, REEGEED POS ~NE D
BERIZLTWDEZEEZHLMNIZL TV, £
72, Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002) @ X % 4
MCld, BATERE LTHEEA MLy —2%%
FEESNTWE, ZTTEHBEEHAML Y —OTF
FEa & U OIS ik & B ES & E T
Who T & L TREIZ b Ly H—13 POS
LHADBERTH L I ENHLDII R o T b,

POSOBEFHEOEATER & L THE X b
Ly H—2RIL T2 DT TIEZR WD,
Hutchison (1997a) b H iz RE % 52 T{h
%o Hutchison (1997a) %, Mowday, Porter &
Steers (1982) |(ZfK#L L C, 3FEFADILAITER
(FENRIT 225, MEEnZS, s o
%5 1 BB OB ERTH D ARRISHENE (orga-
nizational dependability) ©* & PSS % #&H L T,
52 BB OBNEHTH D POS ITHHEE KIT

BACBIZIEER T I v M A Y IAEFEOD
2B N2 MGE L TV A, 2 2 Tld&RENC
RIS A5 e L Ok & s+ By
FIFTWa . KETEEOKRFIZHTET % 207 £
DT — 5 ZMBEGH LIRS, BEIERE O A
POS L DEOFBELMEPRBEO LN, &6
|2, IS AFENTZAT o 1ok 5, RSB & 1%
B RIS ARAE T REME 2 L T POS N &
L RITLTWD I EARENT, SO
ZEEIA N Ly =05 POS DEATERE % D)
I DN R ENZ D THS ),
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fiffse 7 — b

5.6 ftEEEH"

JeATHFgEIE 3 & LT POS 2% 5 2 Bl
AR ZBERICER L CE 220, EENER
(HAMOER) OFEIZOWTHE ) ELD
b TZ %> 72 (Rhoades & Eisenberger,
2002)o LA L, 28—V F U 7 4 RfAEENE

UL HESE H AL O RIS & RS 5 BRI B
52 L TPOSIZHFTG T AT ToERR
DITEI~DO % 8 U CTPOS IZEHT 5 &%
Z BN Twh (Eisenberger & Stinglhamber,
2011), 72& 21, KV T 4 TG (posi-
tive affectivity) (&, B CT7L ¥ R —7%

WWHEENIZIORDN), ZOWRDFWHME 0T
Fi%z 5 2, fERICEESL ETE 0 X ) ahE

1Y 7 B B4R % 55 { 2 & T POS i) L~ & i
Do LEZLNTWD, IS, A H T4
TG (negative affectivity) 2254 F 1
HWENCTEIEE LIRS TV, AR 25k
BB OMEE L HES 5 2 & TPOS DT %
26T EHESN TS (Rhoades & Eisen-
berger, 2002)

Rhoades & Eisenberger (2002) 12X 5 X %
ST, N=VF) T EKE LT, g
P Bk, AT 4 TR, RV T 4 TG
B, TEST T4 v rEHE L TER, BE

Vv —, EEESN) EFsNnTwas,
ST ERBELT, IS TRTOERD POS &

BB H 2 2 EPMRIN TS,

5.7 HEBOIRIRE

KRELAM LD QNS MEkO1Z D 2585 D
il % X ) FK LRV 720 1Mk o HE D
POS DEATERDO—2L LTEZHLNT WS
(Rhoades & Eisenberger, 2002), Dekker &
Barling (1995) & 112 % D% 85 5 IU4E L
72— % % b LITHRROHE L POS O A 5
MEIT-728 25, AOFELRBEBIGFERET 5
Z e a5 MIZ LT A, Lynch, Eisenberger
& Armeli (1999) % Rhoades et al. (2001) @
HCTHMMOBE L POS L IZAOBIRICH

TR 555 27 %55 1

LI EDHRENT WS, $72, Rhoades &
Eisenberger (2002) 2 X % A % 3D TYH
POS OEATAE R E LTHGREE L, HREDOH
OHEDPRENT WD, LaL, Miko#s
 EOMBROEN 2 ZRIZ L 5 POS D
BlIZowTE Mo 2ARoEREH 5 & iTnw
ARV EHRD SIS AMENLEE 2D
(Dekker & Barling 1995) .

6. POS OFEBIEDEERMIFTDEE

ZZTlE, POSOEEMEELELRL T
BRI 2 WF5E 2 OEATEHE LTO POS 5
FACB) Tk A F COREMR I T A TE
L QEATEE D O REBAO BB
B LEANZEEE LCo POS 123 5 WF3eHE
D2 THEIET 5, LT T, FBi&ED
WRIEREIC R 2 B CTRE IS 3 2 AP Zeit L&
YD TEHT 2, piEORENZIIRICIE
Eisenberger et al. (2001) < Chen, Aryee &
Lee (2005), Lee & Pecce (2007) %= &E0dH %,

Eisenberger et al. (2001) T, POS %% %%
T 2 ORI iR B B e RUT T &
W) OST EEL TV D —#ED 70t ZAHH
ZE XN T\w5b, Eisenberger et al. (2001) (&
POS & RZEH (EfEMa Iy b A Y M, M
FRy BN, BN, BENATE) oM
AN T DERE LTHRBEERERTY T4 TR
SRR B, BELER G (S HEH T 5 413 4
DT =8 %S EIHREL TW b, T OFER,
POS I ZFBEA AL TEBEN I I v M X Y
b, MERR B SN, HENERET SO L LA
Téhtoﬂh 2, POSWERY 714 755 %

AR L ORI e 5 R T H 2 IBIH1Y T 3
FX/F,ﬁﬁ%E%@%mbé_k#%%#
237z,

Lee & Pecce (2007) T, POS » k& 1%
Rk E LTS v OST DFEL B
L2, POS WHCOMMER HE.L 2 HD 5 &
W) TIZER LR OBEESS T T 5,
Lee & Pecce (2007) 1%, POS OJEEH 2 3 v
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HIE SN H% (Perceived Organizational Support) Hf7E o 2

A INOREE, HMESURTOBELE H
5 bR IS D < HELL (organization-based
self-esteem : LL'F OBSE) Z /L T3 &
IR EIRR L T b, Lee & Pecce (2007)
&, BEIORZL L 2 O08UTH 5 FILZF 456
e ARG DT=y R EL, Y TIVEED
EAZE BN 38T & 47\ POS %% OBSE % i 89,
FNDRIFEHII v AV EFIESREI T LW
I T ARHLRIZL T,

Chen et al. (2005) (&, POS »3t: & #0Y
BHCRE TR T B2 TR, MBRICHT 5
EEE L ED DL L v OST O Fik % BRI
TEEE L C\W5b, Chen et al. (2005) Tix, POS
OB T 2880 (trust in organiza-
tion : LLF TIO) & OBSE % Z 1L ZUHEH L
THRERZER G Iy b XU b, HRENE
#, OCB) “EITLTWwD W) %R
FELTWwWA, %3, Chen et al. (2005) Tid,
OCB & L THBEE MO RITTH B W
(boosterism) & #9% & (conscientiousness)
B BTN Tw5, IFHORGEZIEHERE
O FEIHTZ b HHEBEEONEER L 2D 1
FOAF 190 Moo 7 — & & v T R £
T T ERTo TV b ST ORI % L
F3sboThh, POSH TIO %, Mk
I3y MRS, HENEE BN IGEE S
D5 ENPIRENTz, FKEZ, POS 2° OBSE #
F, MRk Iy A b, REINER BUT
SR RESEEOL I EDVHL IR 5720

7. BNZE# (Mediator) £LTD POS

AT T, POS ORI R % L HF¥ 2 Wh%
LERBEINTETW S, Wayne et al. (1997)
Tl, HR ik 2% POS % #E4r L THRERA T~
EHE R RITLTWD I EHERWISHRGE S
NTwb, Wayne et al. (1997) 1%, OST %
REBEC, MBI X B BN RS % R
FT5LDL L CHEERICEH S NS HR Mk
(REDHZE L AEDORES) 2B, HRE
KR POS #EHO L E VIR EIRL T b,

POS DA REBA~O BT L CTid, e
KR DO 2 125 POS 234k & > T
BEMGRREERLITHICHOI O EEZ TV,
AR 2 MRRIE S 2 72O ZHEER 2 TT NN EOKE]
O 252 Mo EE -EHFTOT— 5 % H
WTW o ST OR#EE, HR KEH A POS % #
I U CRERZEE RIS Iy b X2,
HEHE, OCB) IZHEZRIFLTWE I LAY
LIZENT W5,

k12, Allen et al. (2003) ®»H T3, HR
fisk (EERENOZIN, WO NI, E
Hay) LRk L OBIRIZB T 5 POS DB
EDPFEZ SN TS, Allen et al. (2003) 12,
Wayne et al. (1997) % Rhoades et al. (2001)
e EDORATIEE D L2, HERENOKRESE
BRI % § % KR & % 9° HR Hi 5 % POS (2% 5-
FThHEVS AT TWh, 512, POS
S BERE RN D B L Il & sc i B
i e IR 2 IR L T de 200 2
W Z TGN 0T L 72855%, HR JaHid
POS % A LARMR T 3 v b X > b &[RRI
BRI B RS 2, SOICHmkOE R 2R
TEBOMERKICHE TS L) 7oL XA TH
b5 EDTRENT,

BRI 7 0 2 A2 BT B POS O#EAEh AL,
Eisenberger et al. (2002) %° Tekleab et al. (2005)
DO TH RSN T b, Eisenberger et al
(2002) 1%, OST IZ4&k#L L T POS 2% PSS O etz
BANOEDONREZ AL TV D & W) IR T
R UMGE % ATV 2o KREHLEEBIZH 5 KE]
DRETAANT Y NANTTHIC 493 %05
WELTF =22 b LI EMEE L 728 25,
PSS & BERk & ORFRIZ BT POS A2 55
ELTHREL TWAZ EDBHLNIZEN TV A,

¥ 72, Tekleab et al. (2005) 1% Moorman et
al. (1998) % Masterson et al. (2000) TH% 5
NIFERERIZEO M % b L 12, KNIEEOHIE L
FHARIZ B 2 REEERCATENE, MR & OBIfRIE
DETH % POS &/ 5 &\ ) IF DO IGEE
#fT - CTwh, Tekleab et al. (2005) &, #i
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fiffse 7 — b

A AT OB~ OREZ RS 5720
12, 37T —% % v 5 3wave-panel 7
AVDETNVERIRL TS, KERE DKL
KEENZE D 5K 191 S L 727 —
Y e REE R TY VI K o THIT LA
B FHEEAEMIEPOS ##ME L, 28SH
DK O E R 2T, W m e & fi
&, SOICIEERER AL T3RAHOE
B OBERERIR AN & B2 R LT 2 EHH
SN o T\ b,

& 5 121E, gk L 72 Hutchison (1997a) @
H1 T b POS OB R RAFERL S LTV Do
Hutchison (1997a) (&, 3f3EOEITEH (%
BT AR, MENEE HERER) »
F SRR EENE & PSS ISR E KITL, K
IZPOS 2 LT, wmAMIZIKENI I v
F AV b ANEKEOD 2 BB % ML $
% 728 12 Mowday et al. (1982) 2 X % #l &%
I3 v M XY NFZEDOH R & Eisenberger et
al. (1986) @ F k% EAEIAGHAMEL T b,
Hutchison (1997a) <Tl&, 3HHDGATEHIC
B4 2R 0MEE, REREL LRI DX
BIUIZOWTOMEDIEFEL 2, 512, Hk
2B 2 e aE (POS) % IEHCY 5 bl
LB LV IEHAFER SN TV 5, KEVEH
DRFIFET 5 201 %D T — ¥ % 55ht L 74
RIZZOWRHEZFFTEHDOTH 72,

% 72, Rhoades et al. (2001) T%, OST &
EZFIHE, MBI, Tt S AR,
FRIOAE LV o 2R/ A POS &4 L T
BRIy P A MIREEZEGERATWD S
EDRERIIIRENT WD, AT, Bkl
72 Moorman et al. (1998) |2 & % K& 74 58
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