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W E:AATEZAANHEAERARTEZLIEATANEARR, KW T EZHA
T EWAEXUER G BT ENNET 2 MBFELENY ., FH 2, & THIREHEHSE
BERRECEARERNNEXBREEETREBRMR  XCELEEFLIEARTERT &
BHRE, TENR . ENMAAENZIEARXBAEEARNFEEZREFE. KXUAN KRR
EHAAVEBRHNXRZANOA BB TER -—HAT AR ENTE N Ef B E XA R
ZLTERMAUE RN EZR, FREF.YHZEMRLERBAFEENHE " H. 8L E
FEEXEZEWHAABEERS ;SR EMETERERIEENKE"m, 40X L EH A
T YT EXAENEE TELTERAENHEN XAEXEALEAREMS. K
XWHAROFERA EEEFLEART -~ EEEEARRY ENNEHKE.
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WF T AR 1 55 48 4 22 ] 7 AH OC M2 SRS B2 SUE R R A A e K. B A IE & iE i
XoF 45 Tl AR 5t R A7 0 5 SR i G 0 A i 2 () 1 A SR B DT AN T R A R A R A B A Y B
AR R o DRI, 0728 6 1 100 Sk 0 BT R A5 1 B0 O it S o A LA S UE AT 9 o o 1Y) R
PR . SR AR 48 BE2E SEUEAT T b, 228 25 B0 /1> AR 2 A8 o [R) P9 R DG AR — B 4508
X T E IR A G E IR MEMTRE SN2 500 A — B L2 h T AR R
TSRO iy SRR W] B0 28 A S B0y . RN A B AR R HOETAE Y 2 SEEDE
SEAE A5 FH 32 00 %) D00 e 50 L 2 2 18 A o R D] R (] — 0 4 [ A Y T R A L X S
TR 5 i 22 B AF AR B0 A8 o R R AR a2 R AR DG PR S R 3 R R B DG A
T RRAR 1 SR 98 B T 3, JF 7T 8 5 B0 H 22 R R B S iR KU AE B i AR 2R

DA s N 7 5 5 A B 45 R A 5 A B H R A K S T A R AN (] 2 R A i A
TN B B AL SR A AR e M . SR, 3K 28 SR 5845 A A DG PE S5 18 AE AR
BRWMES 2 AARD IRV R RA KA J7 3RS B AL S0z R AETE B 1
AHEME (Guest et al. ,2003:291-314; Richard &. Johnson,2001:299-310; Way, 2002 765-785; Wright et
al. ,2003:21-36) o ZEH NN X LR FELEIE b 22 5 BR T FIAS ] B9 A 98 75 55 SREAS R T AL
AR PR 2R A SR A o 3 AT RE A R A A R F 58 A 5 AN ) Ay A2 5 I Sy =R B Al 2 A
B, BEE S X LI R e 0 AT o AR AN (D[R] IR UL AR B R
CA 7 B0 A8 1) i A A22 s (Al 8280 1 85080 H [m]— XF Rk AT W PEAN 5 (2) “HE [A] I 32 W00
R B E S R S R AR AR O LA B ) S TR R AT AN (D E M — K
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WL, BB 722 R S0 4, RS B O OB . BEIE B FATT AT LAUE S R IX = SRS R AT T
531 (Meta-analysis) i T4 WA [6] B9 8088 26 8L R 75t 9 B 72 555 R0 DR A8 6 22 (8] 9 A DG PR 2 I AR 78 25 5%«
B2, d AR SEEMT FEAE B 5T 15 5 AEAS B R 55 U5 1 1 22 5 5 DL R 3 2R 0 SEIE I 5 B0 Y R A 5
SR B o6 o3 A 78 B SE P AR MERT 2 S

YT BB AN B A ORI Al B8 1 OC AR A ST S 8] A ] — AR A R 8 AR R PR AR AT O
(] A 3000 2 AT A5 380 AN [] ) Bt 2 280 . X AT 7 A ) A AS TR 55 8 501 & 20 B A [l i Bl 2 L7 2 K
FERE b2 500 A8 g 22 () A AR OCME o FRATT A B A I R AF 5, 5 |k I PN (] A 7 %) 4 3 2 SE TR F 5 o 1 8 i
g RSO f Y5 ) B I G S R[] 95 2 1 A A R RS g [ R S O e R e

—ERTEMHERRKIE

(=) WANBREEMLUSEHXREEHRBE M

FATE I T 3 1994 48 IR A7 %I04 3R 4 B0 0 &R B9 A C SEIE R 5 . IR S %
kB LLTFHT]: Academy of management journal.Journal of applied psychology.Strategic management
journal,Human resource management, International journal of human resource management, Journal
of management,Journal of management studies f &z Personal psychology, i3 SCHkK: 2 . A1 ot H
28 R 1B 30, X BLIR SO R IR ISR 1 i .

F1 ANBFREEMAL L EHYXRTIEF R TEHEKIR

ik kR (B 8) B »Z
Academy of management journal AM] 9
Journal of applied psychology JAP 3
Strategic management journal SM]J 1
Human resource management HRM 3
International journal of human resource management IJHRM 2
Journal of management JOM 2
Journal of management studies JMS 1
Personal psychology PP 2
Others 5

SRJE S FRATTINAR S0 it B R R | A AT A0 S5 5 X K e SCHERIE AT TN A5 R AR 2
e MNER 228 FEe SO AT 12 R SO 1 A R S WLBCHE i B 5 e S0 T N T R RS SR Al
S BRE R — X 25 . R 1 5% LM (Aryee et al. ,2012.287-300) » FF A % F [R) 98 3 00 %5 442 1 BF 5%
B 7 N SR AR B8R 3 E A SC I S5 . R R LB I IS 4 R (Collins &
Clark,2003:740-751;Collins &. Smith,2006:544-560; Takeuchi et al. ,2007:1069-1083 ; Chuang &. Liao,2010;153-196) ,
XSRS A AN R RE A AN R R BRI L S e R A SR A ie . A 19 RIS TR
WG AR AR Ho A —E 40 SRR TN 7 B AR BN Al S8 T A DG B £ (FURE DG FRBURI B2 1 K
B R FEAK . 4, Mac Duffie(1995) BMF5E . Ay B U548 BN 55 2l AR 7 8 iy [0 I3 R B0k 0. 08, H g 3%
PEIK - p<<0. 105 [ARE 456t BR7E Koch F1 Mc Grath(1996) f#F5E H (3=0.01,p<<0.10), Lk
1, Collins F1 Clark (2003) [/ B 43 Afr 177 A\ 77 9% 5457 38FN 32 W08 B3 2448 b LA S 20 U 4 R4 4 A 19 A DG 24 ok
A SR bR B o 5 3 WG5S A A LL o 18009 25 2 09 S 25 PR /K7 A p<<0. 01 A8 i p<<0. 05, F3 4k, if
A — B3 % WL &5 R 18 T 50 1 B AT e BN 0 B 47 3R 5 A8 B8 40 22 1) ) T AH G (Guest et all.
2003:291-314; Richard &- Johnson, 2001: 299-3105; Way, 2002 765-785; Huselid et al. , 1997.171-188), i &, Way
(2002) MIBIF 5T K R 8 B8 LA 2R G R MG RUHE bR A 77 38 IEAH 5C (3= 0. 054, p<<0. 05) , {H 24 [H 28 1 >R
FH 2 WA A B PO 2 B OC R BTG AN o DRt 3ok [ ot DA A %) Sk, B T 5 SR B LR i B R 4
by IR 3 BE U5 8 L5 A b S0 2 [ A7 AE Sl 38 AR DGV s AR HE 2 SR 2 W St 808k 30 1) F 58 0 & SN
BRI B A SRR AR AR G PE SR 2 H B A 1R B B
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R2 CEZIEMEWNEBRERHARLEL
HRM A N =
(f,fgff) smam | s | TR PPN j;f;
7 HR|z 2[5 o|zalza = -
Arthur(1994) J J 1| C | HRM 5 s % % §i 49 £ (3= —0. 14,p=<<0. 05) AM]J
. . - .| HRM 5 5 gh £  F E 48 % (3=0. 08,p<C0.10); 5
Mac Duffie(1995) N N 3 C § 8% (3= 0. 20.p<0.01) ILRR
Koch &McGrath(1996) | </ 3 C | HRM 5 % 3p A& j* & iE 48 % (3=0. 01, p=<C0. 10) SMJ
HRM 5 B %3 #r E A8 % 3=0. 14.p<C0. 1055 5 T 4
Youndt et al. (1996) | </ V| 1| C| FAEREMXB=0.08,p<<0.01; 5&Z&EKXFEMAE B= | AMJ
0.20,p<<0. 10
HRM %5 4 * % (3=0. 104, p<<0. 05), GRATE(B=
Huselid et al. (1997) 3 | L |0.022,p<<0.10) % Tobin’sq(g=0.183,p<C0. 05) & | AMJ
A% L4 H B AT 4k K Frb, 5 Tobin’s q R 48 %
Ichniowski et al. (1997) | </ | </ | </ < | 3 |C/L| HRM 5 & ik % 2k E 48 % (3=0. 078.,p<<0. 01) AEA
| HRM 5 %4 7 £ (3=0.07) . R % K & (=0.092),
Q 2 .
Hoque(1999) T Bt A N 1 C VLB W 4 4 3 (3= 0. 072) ¥y b EAB £ . B p<=0. 01 BJIR
J N 1 | C | HRM 5 48 22 % # E 48 % (B=0. 17 p<<0. 05)
Bae&. Lawler(2000) N |5 | L | HRM 5 530 5 s0 5 it 39 AR % (49l 5 B= | AMI
“ | 0.45,p<C0.01;8=0.36,p<<0.05)
Guthrie (2001) J J 1 | C | HRM 5 & 3k 2 20 E A48 % (B=0. 27, p<<0.01) AM]J
Richard &. Johnson .| HRM 5 &3k 3 B2 & fi A8 X (3= —0.32,p<<0.01), 5
(2001) v V3 O] 4 e ks ROE RAn 2 UHRM
Batt (2002) J 3 | C | HRM b5 44 3% % EA48 % (3=0. 17,p<<0. 01) AM]J
) .| HPWS 5 5 gh A& = R BRI A AKX 5 A = F T 0
Way (2002 N V3| C | e ek g=0.054.p=0.05) 1OM
Sy . HRM 5 454 3 K 69 ULE M E A48 % (3=0. 24,p<<0. 01);
s & Clark(20¢ 2 L . AM
Collins & Clark(2003)| / MRS 5 B B = 4R A % LI AR B A % (3= 0. 27 p=-0. 05) I
HRM 5 s 2 F EM L. L F 5 WA & F B
#8% (3=0.19,p<C0.001), 55 & YL 4~ 4% 2k &£ 48 % (B
Guest et al. (2003) | </ VoI~ [1/3] L | =0.12,p<<0.05); HRM 5 &M 4 = & R4 %.5 % | BJIR
LA ¥E B A X (3=0. 11, p<CT0. 05) ; % 45 4 i & a9 4F
Bt , HRM 55 4> b 4F 50 R A8 %
Wright et al. (2003) 3 | L | HRM 5 4 = & R A8 % . 5 A8 E48 % (r=0. 35,p<<0. 05) |[HRM]J
L 3l A 38 e, HRM R 5 28 39 & kAl 8 E 48 %
Wright et al. (2005) 3 | L | (B=0.25,p<<0.05), 5z g kkAERAA; HizH | PP
% a7 A i B, HRM 5 R R A8 (22 /32 30) R A48 X
< L ) HRM 5 37 = & M 4 N (£ M) E 48 % (B=0. 41, p<<
Collins & Smith(2006)| </ J |~ |2/3] L 0. 015 5 — 45 4 4 ¥ CEAL) .48 % (B—0. 37.p<0, O1) AM]
Sels, et al. (2006) < < | 3| L | HRM 5 &% & #) 4 # E48 % (3=0. 16,p<C0.01) IMS
.| HRM 5 4 = F E48 £ (3=0.12,p<<0.10); 5 & ] &
Sun et al. (2007) J J|3]¢C f 48 % (= —0. 10, p=-0. 05) AM]J
R T #E#rag HRM 5 & 9k 4 2 £ 48 % (3=0. 51.p<<
Takeuchi et al. (2007) | </ J | 1/2] C | 0.01, £MIAERKR); LM e HRM 5 & W gz E | JAP
#8 % (B=0. 38, p<<0. 05)
Bdtm“;l;/([)"gg‘)“ et al. J J 1| C | HPWS 5 41 8 5 2k 48 % (3=0. 27, p<<0. 05) JOM
Messersmith&. Guthrie HPWS 5 4 4 3§ K (£ 4) £ X (p=0.029,p=<
> ‘(2010‘) 7 J o 1/3] € 0.01) 55 40 # (£ M) E A% (B=0.053,p<<0.05); 5 | HRM
B IR E (E ) KA £ (B=—0.003,p>0.10)
Chuang & Liao(2010) N N 2 L | HRM %5 7 3 4 % iE 48 % (3=0. 233, p<<0. 05) PP
— | BmAHRM 5 g ek, R 50 A 3=
Mecclean&. Collins(2011) | ~/ < 1 C 0. 31.p<0.0133=0. 39, p<0. 01 HRM
Messersmith et al. (2011) N J | 3 L | HPWS 53R 114 2 2 & £ 48 X (3=0. 447,p<C0. 001) JAP
Sun &.Pan(2011) J < | 3| C | HRM 5 %zt E 48 % (3=0. 18, p<C0. 05) [JHRM
o | RzAzmirfe HPWS ¥ 5 R 444 (% R %) E4 N
Aryee et al. (2012) VoYY VS| Cl 2 namsta(mmimia i R LE(R—0.05,p>>0.10) | 1T
&3 A HRM L5 N3 K E A48 % (B WL 4% 20) (8= 0. 20.
Allen e al. (2013) | VNV L p<<0.01) ;5 & 3 4k 2 £ A8 % (8=0. 30, p<<0. 01) HRM

TE 1 R PR LR 5 2 O AR ) 9 2 AR ™3 3 D -0 LA 5 C D “ B I A0 dim s L O gk i a7 TR e BR A A e vp
12 2% SCHRAS FETE 2 5 SCRR P 81
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(D) TEMNEFAXMEERE T T 2 B E KNG

X AR g AT A A0 e e SR AIE AT A 0 EE IR, AR AR A EAT [ A I v, 2 o B R
St 2 JUT S R I 5 T L, 9 5 B GE T b W AH DG M RS R VR S AR e R R ELSEOC R, SR 2
KA R AE R S S rf SO T 2 A NN Z5 4G L 3R 23 38 B R AR 2 BTN 0 B A 2P Al 5% [l 12 B 7
A 2 (Avolio et al. ,1991:571-587) o AR J& 16, SCUE M 5 A8 & 22 (B A AH G HERR T2k B T & Z [ &
SRR A W] R R T 0] 46 [0l 22 35 1 V8 76 3 A% 385 A 1Y (Wright & Gardner, 2003:311-330) o 33X Bl ff 22 17
K 1) 7 ek 22 8] 14 R ABRAH G PE L 7E 18 A8 Sk R0 R AR S ) 5 S YR AH (] B G ™ B (Wright et al. ,2005:409-446)
Gardner £l Wright(2002) 75 — 351 52 5 v ik B PF 43 38 7068 4l N 77 5% 5 487 0 5 g A7 V7 I A 52 25 52
21X £ b ORI 5 ) 3 AR 2 )N R R G o BRI 33 e e Al 25 0] 7R A5 B A4 AL 24T
Sk 25T R O A . AR N ) B R BRI A ) R T IR AT b SO i B S 2 7E TR R
fi s Wall Al Wood (2005) ¥ 28 X} SEUEBF 55 (14 £ 4l E 17 S 45 J5 & B, 25 e SCik i — 2 DL B A58 i B 28 o
DR A R T LR (15/25) , Horp 12 6 J2 <[] 5 35 00 8

2 B Iy ) YR LB 7 A < I W] D7 A 22 7 1) R ™ B (Avolio et al. ,1991:571-587) s
N Ay 2 K 0k 55 1 A ) R S L B SR T i T PR R R B PR AIR (Peng et al. .2006.77-98) . T L IX
ol ) B0 ) — 4> AT R Ji R — B PE B HL” (Schmitt, 1994 393-398) 5 B 43 5 76 18] 25 — 2 %) 6] B 1) o Al ] 23
HRAE E O C A 1% A8 18] 5 A9 DA, T 40 1] 1 480 — B0 191 2 (Podsakoff &. Organ, 1986:531-544), {4
s anSRVE 5 F R R SR TAE R G A] PAal R A 1 4 Mk SR IR A S AT TIA R B © BT FE Al i A )
BEUR A FRAT o v i S S A Al B BUSOK T s AH B AT A Ry Al B N T B R A B AT A3 A AR A D)
050 1] FARAG Al 9 SRR o 803 PE A 8 S AR VRAS N ) SR AT BRAS Ay B T A OO Al BTROKE
N R FRAT & — A s B R Aol o B AFRATT R i AT T 2R A ) W 5 B A A S R . bR T X b —
BRI BB A5 53 3 23 32 B VE 43 O BRI B I8 AN 2 T3 1R 2= 009 5 i o DT ol AN (] 79 722 S 7™ A [+
] fi 2§ (Podsakoff & Organ,1986:531-544) . 4N, 4 ¥ 43 # 1E 47 P 2 A R J7 10O A% AR 7% B Ath 7] RE 23 %
N7 5% U5 B AR M 25 2 ) B i T AR A TEAN S SR BRAE e it 4 R bt A G i AR R R A Sk

2 5 B S 4 508 R AN () B i LA 80 9 2 ] 5 3 O 22 ALK O AN BE K L 58 42 1 BR (Podsakoff
et al. ,2003:879-903) o R >y BV & £ A W) U5 45 4 i 1 0t v] BB Bl T AN W) AR £ 1) BRE B AL A ] — 2 2
WA 25 S 1 N B — SRS B . E i FRATTAE PR A Lk Al i N T B R 4R B R P A Al i N ) R R A
PRAT A3 0T 4 2 R VAN Al 19 B8O P o AE 2 At AT R A 1] T2 R FATT A ol 2 — A v 2R Al
PAFRATL AR IHAT T HE Pl A 07 9% U5 45 B AR S B SXOPE 00 T o R [ A% o 1 R A28 o 43 Sl R R 1 N ) %
U5 2 PRI B 20 2 3 PF A o (R 25 008 2 23 AN D MR iK1 T A4 728 S (i) 9 A DR 1k

IE A SCHRE > 245K FH & UL 4ok S B B R — S50 R B T ) B R A SR Ak Bk 2
6] 1) TF AH 9 (Mac Duffie,1995:197-221;Koch & McGrath,1996:335-354; Bae & Lawler,2000:502-517) , {HH3, 4 #H 24
ZWEIE R 38 Z [ WA QPR IE AN 1B 3 3% 5 SR P 32 00 PP A I 35 3k 75 1 8 A G 1 19 15 100 R AN TR
il 4, Richard #1 Johnson(2001) 76 8 58 H ff FI 1 7 WL 14 B 7™ [l 4 28 R A= 7 S 8006 I R 0, N ) e A
RN B SRR AR Y A A . RIRE Y2538 0 BLAE Guest 28 A (2003) BB 58 i W 58 R BN )
R R LS I RS V1) R SES R IR AH 36 . Wright 28 A (2005) t % B, A 7 % U545 B AR 77 3R (1
FHRPEAR B . Way(2002) FERF 58 H R B 2R A T 26 77 38 1) 3 RN 808 . 25 R R B BT TAE R 45
A3 4l B ROK T TEAH 56 (p<<0. 05) L fH A AT WL S 8 8 A A G . Collins F1 Clark (2003) fif — T
TF 5% [ A o 6 455 79 ol 2 80 A1) £ B B0 HI » 45 SR O BN g 0 U L R 4 R B G (R IR ) R e
142 3 CR ) Y5 B A 838 16 A 5% o {HL 8 35 M 7K 29 31 R p<<0. 01 Fil p<<0. 05,

UL, 5 F O A7 SRR FE 14 & IR E5 0 25 78 R AR 5t (8] AH S 1 BEE /0 B, AT il 13,

88 1A R ) 0 0 5l st o A R TR B s SR S I AR O EL AT S A

s 2t A R 8 32 AR B, N ) 9% 5 A8 B 5 A Ml S A0 3 1E AH G  {HUAH O M I 2 P A TR R
A T R
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R 32 2 N 7 R B S LK 1 Aol SR 0 IR A s 5 T W A B Al B R A
KUERM . EEARE.

= . HRAE

(—) BARFIEBEUY E

ABIEFE B AR R A A at SR R [ X 1T 4k, 780 A IT £l A 4 P30 25 (Beijing Zhong-
guancun IT Professionals Association, ZITPA, A FRIFR“IT h") MBI T . AT Eemirg & i
e N BRI T AR AR H 0. B L FRAT W S A i IT 4k & 3% 7 HBAF b8 4 b 3
B AR A 0] 0 M Oy M AN TR IR GG  H ARG HE M R T8, A SCRA A E R T
P M —EHUHME . ALK T 64 KA MW E R IT R B . XLl 47 K2R WL, &b
75. 8% AN 1T FNAMNE A A s M REEEE . 50 ARV 11 K.50~100 A 5 % ,101~500
AR 21 8,501~1000 A 9 48,1000 NLA B/ 18 58 Ak (V- ¥ 4F 8 o 14 4F . 7E800E kI L 4k
(9 N 7 B8 R4S SRR ok B N SR 22 S PR o Al 19 3 U SR R S PO T R R R B R Ak 4 B
WM. CEO A2 5 RIS G0k B HER LI TEM . HLAh 72 ) 6 00 A J5 A9 20 4 . FRATIR 1S 1 4k i 2 W A

(D) ME

LA 3R & 2269 &

HF B4 BT (Bae & Lawler,2000:502-517; Collins & Smith,2006:544-560;Su & Wright,2012:2065-2086) » 3%
T 10 N EAE N A BFEE B ARG NN RN . BT UEF RSN SRS 2R GAE 4k
(AR AT - 25 43, TR I 2 BR Takeuchi 28 A (2007) i 80  FRATTG 3% 26 4% B 17 32 B4 40 07 » 45 41 R
10 N H IR FRATELTE 0. 347 M UL b B T 41.57% )5 2578 Hefd .8 £ 1Y alpha R M 0. 832,

R3 ANBBREBEERIHNSEFHHT

Lt FAak . A B/AKXEYH A& M TR 3 0.713
AN WA E R T A KR AR It 0.680
ANAAHR T A THCHE— % TER 0. 623
AR T KA F R 6 # 0. 612
BN RS TAERR A AT X E# 0.610
N BFBIFEMELL F RN 0.573
o8 FATA AR T e B K 0.514
RIAALEW S Ao d) R 28 Lo &AL 0. 455
28] fE AR B AP B R T ed K A 0. 420
A F A TAFR HOR Y R R T TAFHAE 0. 347

2. 4 b B Aoy AR F Ao F LN F

Z: B Su Fl Wright(2012) (9 HF 5T » 28 SO A Ml 52880 10 32 08 000 = 40, 455 W 55 B8R ™= dh sl . W 55 5t
R0 = 0 B R R B R B I R 5 7 SR I R A IR 45 o H
St ) SO R R R R OLT R R PR T . SR T RO 2 3 i ) 5 A ol R 28 WA
Ll s AT B R AR 2 B AR L S 3R B0 ok AR A Ak B A B . O T AR A 2 RS [R) 28 B i 4
P FRATIE N S SR L B R 2 PR S 5 0 AL SR ) PR . W 55 SRR P i SaE R 11 alpha
FRECH 4R 0.956 10,816, F4h FATTAER T WIFh & WSS b » 43 310 AN 3545 8 AR R .

LR K F

FATHe A S5 A M BT A R DA B A AR S P il AR . AR PERT Ay 2 250 R E N A
A7 TARRSAMGE /B oAl ” o Aol FUASE B I 2 00 2 BT N B B 5T Aol 53 T8 B0 6 Bk R OR
(Huselid et al. ,1997:171-188) . 3 4b, Ry T 45 1 AT B [6] B 52 m A ) SRR A B R G2 5 Ak S s i 5 = 5 A



. 88 - RPURF AR PP 2RO 55 68 8 45 6 U]

R ACHH R HLE B A A CEO A2 8R40 9 WE M AR il A8 i, AR B R 400 3 ) & ROk H
Avolio,Bass & Jung(1999.441-462) ) Multifactor Leadership Questionaire(MLQ) , & HUE“31 S TiE
A [ 1) £ JBE 2 43 B [l 7 S R AR B ) 4 S R SR A N7 “ G R A B D AR 5855 . TEAR
WF5E LR R Y alpha RECK 0. 969, PR HZ A 3. 02 fiih )2 HEL LT CEO 48 H A4 &
X Rwg 2 0. 80, BEHT T 46 B4 B 41 2UZ 18 19 4 B James, 1982.219-229)

M. &R

TEF 4 L EF DI T A AL 1P (E hn o 22 DL R AT B O R L
x4 TEWTEHEREZEURBGEEXRY

Variables Mean S. d. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1. 4> Pk R 0. 25 0.436
2. 4> b 5 11. 656 7.36 | —0.028
3. 4 Ak ALAE 2.59 1. 31 —0.037]0.397*
4, T EN IS 3.624 0. 754 0.055 | —0.027|—0.070
5. NN R E R 3.49 0.548 | —0.163|—0.046|—0.001| 0.158
6. M %47 5k - o N P

(HR % 22 %) 4.952 1.224 0.187 0.203 0.036| 0.148 ]0.463
7. M % %3k - - - el [

(B %2719 3%) 4.599 1. 385 0.022 0. 255 0.17210.519 0. 356 0.393
8. F Gk - A ol s )

(HR % 72 3%) 5.391 0.984 0. 280 0. 256 0.137| 0.088 ]0.579 0.717 0.313
9. & &4 ak ; =

. 4.72 1.311 .167 | —0. —0.044(0.571™ . " . * . o .22

(f % 28 F) 5 3 0.16 0.088 0.0 0.5 0.311 0.317" |0.862 0 6
10. A g 8.622 | 1176.6 | —0.196|—0.066|—0.007| 0.000 0.154 0.185 0.160 | 0.133 ] 0.114
11. A AHE 59.772 | 117.43 | —0.174|—0.167|—0.082| 0.033 0.218 0.089 0.072 | 0.201 | 0.095

MART BAR DG R B AT LA . ol HIR 22 B 5 09 35 00 I 55 S0 80RN 32 007 il B8 2008 B TE AR ¢ (r =
0. 717, p<C0. 001) 5 1 B £& 28 PR 5 19 5 0000 55 S8 A 32 00 7™ it 58 300 [ A% 18 B2 IEAH 96 (r = 0. 862, p<<
0.001) 5 i HR 22 B 19 32 LI 55 St 0PN B 2k 28 PR 45 19 5 LIV 55 Sl 2 o) B 2 35 A R (r =
0.393,p<C0. 05) I P4 5 41 35 197 i BURCZ [ AH G R AN 3 o 3k U OGS — > ) R MR 22 AS T %) R 1
WA Z 1B AH AL I AN i s A B RIS R AN ) B ABE 8 o A 2R el [) — X RAF A AAE A R B A OG I . X
AL W] ARSI FE 2 B R AT 2 PO I ) a0 9 L Ze v 2 AR W B2

4 ETTE L HR 2 PR I ) B IRAE BT 20 A1 HR 22 BRI 1 W 55 SUSOR G 0. 463 (p<<
0. 001) . Fl . £k 28 R 5 1 W 55 SR S PEREAR 1) 0. 356 (p<<0. 01) . 1M 1 %5 WL 4 A% K50 488 AH 56 4 K i JiE
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Does Single Source Subjective Data Influence Correlations between Variables?
——Evidence from SHRM Studies

Su Zhongxing (Renmin University of China)

Duan Jiali (Renmin University of China)

Abstract ; Examining the relationships between variables is the basic paradigm of management empirical studies. However,
correlations between variables can be influenced by measuring methods and data sources in empirical studies, which even
results in exaggerated or false correlations. In this paper, we take the HRM-performance relationships as examples,
examining how different measuring methods and data sources lead to different correlation outcomes using the same sample.
The finding shows that when the IV (HRM) and DV (firm performance) are “single source subjective data” , the correlation
is the highest; when the variables using “different source subjective data”, the correlation decreased; when HRM is measured
subjectively while firm performance data is objective, the correlation is not significant. The results indicate that, more
attention should be paid to data collecting source in management empirical research.

Key words: human resource management; firm performance; single source data; false correlation; common method variance
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