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2 a7 duzFo] 3AF § e F7b1 © A viAE 938 19 FAE dFn gk © e W
A £ st A9 B AU T i A 1ol G| RS FEe A4 TE O
o2 Wrojdd. 34 duEAE gAt 71 AN E AT oS | A $3A 9% IgdER o<

& AR 9L ujAE Ao LA ot £ A7dNE ojgt 2E td ud dukd d72%E 5P
g AA2A be +8 oAYUZ(convergence mechanism)E At} 2 ddio] 8 uldlM Al Ay
A2 235p] delde 8 MAUEE 53 © U9 FE9 534 guu) 240 Hojof o Zojd. d W o
3 539 4 AUE F 2t Agkela e AL THIA4 (shared task knowledge) F-F88 A4 (share
team identity)olch. F5HLUAAL © W) 7799 Hie] dAE Hust @ FELE o FHEEAL] Hxol:
AR e 99 A BHE 98 F PALEC] B B2, KA, vlAd diF A4S FHn deAY ¥
ojt}, & dpdas oS B4A v]AYZ(divergence mechanism)22 12{¥ © 3 v)]#AYUZ(convergenc
mechanism)& ©] ool A FPH o FPiFe 2N 48E Yok Aoz ¥a v e W
A d4AE 228t A, FYTd gopdo] EAT A, © LSl AEE Adel diF 29 A& TR
A% ° A3 F24L 9% 7124 FEo] 339 Hojgku F4IT A, YA diF FHE dold | B«
ZHE 7|24 sdvoz AT 4 gle © TAHY T 239 BAE O =& AdA 23 Fo=H © A
YA E St 2o A, /A8 doke] FAE A4 B FRTes FEY 534S BEE -
g7 g2, 2R 2e 242e A9 BA4 (superordinate identity) & 3&38l @ P49 7T 93
MEE AANL FEAZ F+ S v 2 234 ZRE FaA7 2 23F AAYS FuA £ dds B £ ¢
FoM e o|AE vl $2M4o| o oA dAH Y] BA7} opdE o] o2 s BaAl st

FAol: ¥ g, 8 AUS, A4, 2REAE, | 8%

..........................................................................................

| . 2/ "7 E e du 24, 22 A9 24, 2e AT
ZNojgle FAAH 2 9u|E FoqFPd o] .

Aojp] o3 xAe T4 (composition)E &:

A $ejuzt 249 FALEL v Y Ao] 2AFHY RE AL AT F AN -

588 A58 THYEZY 524U B2 o ddle 239 43AHA SRS xPdx -
A Aol &3 zAL 98 L&l g 2IM & A AT IFAS A ERFo I

=28 2010. 2 Aerge: 2010. 12
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UEF - 287

TS dFlAL ot 53] 9443 =<
2249 F71, o4 ¢ A9 A3}, Y3 aF
Agstd, aea FYy J8u & 37t T 22
19 QA 2Y e ¥sle 2Fo OdA
(diversity) € d% #5712 St ol dd@
733 g $4E Ad AlgE0] 22 RS
A8 & 23 xe T JET 4 HUs2
oujgtn zZo] YAt e F49 SHHE
ool Fag neAo wezw gISS T
52 it

olgjg ZAWso) WtFo] 2L 2 Ex H
olX Frl1dos J3zgste FHUE B9 4
td o]zt Aol nlAE G| dF dF A
FEo] Y=o g g dT7e H2A &4
d HE, 47, 7KK, A3 )7t viAe 9
&2 (Barrick, Stewart, Neubert, & Mount,
1998: Bell, 2007: Harrison, Price, Gavin, &
Flory, 2002: Jehn & Mannix, 2001: Jehn,
Northcraft, & Neale, 1999: Olson, Parayitam,
& Bao, 2007: van Vianen & De Dreu,
2001) oig #AF FA Hd, AF, 99 §
3} 22 AFFAR B0 U 7= &
A= At (Avery, McKay, & Wilson, 2007,
Brief, Umphress, Dietz, Burrows, Butz, &
Scholten, 2005: Hobman & Bordia, 2006:
Martins, Parsons, & Charles, 2007).

stA g el diFd ATFAES0] YA B
o]Z &1 Itk (Webber & Donahue, 2001). ©f
4 dFAEL dFdo] THEE9 Uty AdS
Féate FHA FAPH A2 =4 + g
£ 234 AsE AASIHCox, 1993; Ely &
Thomas, 2001: Homan, van Knippenberg, Van
Kleef, & De Dreu, 2007: Thomas & Ely,
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1996: Wiersema & Bantel, 1992). 284 o
g AFAEL dY FEAQY BE 748 o
Fol F71eE §38 F Tl 7Y 2 &
Ae €71%° A FAHA FHY 337 3P
7} Z1EWA 25L dod|n e RS AL
the d74%E Wsa Yk (Hobman & Bordia:
2006: Jehn et al., 1999: Molleman, 2005:
Randel & Jaussi, 2008; Shapcott, Carron,
Burke, Bradshaw, & Estabrooks, 2006: Tsui
& Gutek, 1999). °]el Milliken® Martins(1996)
E 7959 o] 239 2 7|38e] €
FE AT Bl ¥3HQA 2HE 2P F Y
£ ‘939 Z(double-edged sword)e]gt EA}
At

ojg} e Avd A7AF: HER 57t
24 Adstn Ae 7199 Ao G St
AR Y Axdes I 4 gl 42 ¢
7ke: Sl webd depdel dAl, %A I3
A £t ¥34 Z2%E /HHeA F o BEHA
#9& "ae] A AAxm glov tekde] 7t
Ag 7 e AU WY S &3 A
FFHS #AA7] A% 93 #el(diversity
management)7} 1 oj= Bt AAEA 279
o, ol A718Q BRAAN FAF A E A
Wot stejets a3le] 7R HAYSEE 33| o
dsp717tAle 2RE B&r|@ 44 &L FA|
7] wj&ojc},

ZZ| ko] gy B bEo A7|He ol
% st © Wexe ook el FAol
ge FA8 g2 g FAHLE] 2 AYA
€ 24% 4 Sle A2 neiH7] fEoq.
old FAE uwdstd vt ZIdE 2F9
70% °1%3°] & A& E&ax e 22 BEx
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e T A e A S N e

Ha Jok(wl73 ol=Zxr|, 2008). ®(team)e|et
X g TS| A71H e }5A43)
A A4S FYste Fhol7] fEd dFie
At ARAo2 FEHD O F¥go] 39
ARZ H2 olojF F 3. o] & AF¢ H©
Hollq oud dAYSS 53 98 AAe
77t &4En FRFAA 4P| FHE + 4
A9 g Zdd dgd 57 AUYSS <
et 158 Aot

old] ¥ AToA FH<tatm e Aol A
5 vAUEY AR 8 98] e
A2 g FH(shared task knowledge)%
el vdn EXE T dfAse 8 FAA
of thgt Ff(shared team identity)ol oisiA
AFAoR gystax o HHYAHY Fhie
g 44 ol Aol did G A FEE
doht QAEt o] F 7|wte R AAY IS
Pt e =2 . d FHEE &4
At F¥ste GFF 45 483 AIAA S
B €1 de A= FLAT 25 ZFL
1 ggatA AAE F9AA S FL8HA ol
dAste Ak ¢ Fo3tt A U TR
£ g9 3423 432 gle B9 HA, &
E, 7S FALE0] TR o]F 7o F
23 g 94FE APsta deAY ot} 74
4 7AQde] ©el vAR X, 7] §& Fh3t
E AL AYRAAY FHE GoAMA dgT £4)
2 3Me 4L A dFz dFS
7% do| & WPog JAEHSA iE F %
£ 9% AZAE.

AT AFAAY AFEANN e Gy /3
of g} 9] Aol oW JFE X Ao g
A9 ol Hhx Aol AR Tt €

nr

AYstodTt maod H12 20114 28

E CI%M." +d ﬂ||9‘|'4§0| E ﬁdol “|*|v.: dgol nt o2 I'.i‘

I R PP PR e e R R

Ao nAe 9P dfM M2 SHFez &
T& APkt (Ancona & Caldwell, 1992:
Cannon-Bowers, Salas, & Converse, 1993:
Klimoski & Mohammed, 1994: Milliken &
Martins, 1996: Williams & O'Reilly, 1998:
Zenger & Lawrence, 1989). & =& o
T AT %S U ARE B¥2 AAEY,
F, o] gk A4S AEdde a9 &
A 13E 7 & F e dAUYFCE 138
o o] A Aol FEF WAUSFA HHA
Aol g F74 & A AP FH S 2
e dogt vl24 g9 Ao AUAE 74
F dde Rold. gA 28, TRIAAALFH F
R4 22 d Wl T+ €50 § g9
F44 ggERE 4R FHE 7 e
2983 +9% 5 U5 S uid

Eg B2 d7AEo] g 979 EAE 2
4g A9 A8 dFds FFE2 £78 B
1% 3 g Zdd %S 2 e u¥
g TS Fed e £of Aot AW oY
& o= £ AL dF d7ES
FEote e AT Ao g gdge F
F37t f’r%ﬁ’l P2 BestA skt A
7} Stk AL & 4 9lon(Webber & Donahue,
2001), 29l i@ B AFS AAA T
o] AbdoltH(Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007). w
A dgAol oj9A AFd IFH E= FE3F
A S mAeAd dg dAYSES B0 3
3 BHHE F7HAA o84 =97 iU
E3] Lawrence(1997)€ °2@ WlAYUYEE black
box'etz BHatn T E A3 Atol9 “black
box'& °|8Hoz FHsE Eaa gt 1y
T BT ol ¥ 7€ Q7ES UY
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Y3 - 857

e TS T X sl e

A9 B2 AR Ao 7 F2 G
9 ¥R3HQA FUE 72z gk § ol
e & Y IS F= ARUAIM, 2
5 A 58 59 Z2A2 BSER 496
A gFdol 25E 427)n AFAR NES
w30 AA FEE doj=dozd § A3
34 9%2 v|Age Ao AT gFgol
& 7 Sle 334U A daixe o4
SAE TR AAEA XA (Pelled, 1996).

ojel A_AH9| FH% B ALY ITF EF
°of ¥ THAA st 34 IAF L
AR E 7 e 2o 384 7Adel € ¢ o
gqFee &4 vAYSH T+ 2% T4
HAYSA A FES olEi7t d B 9%
g< 2o E93A #33 € 5 7] Wt
Tf 8FL OE Y9SN A5AEE o
ol AYPse FA A F3Aee 2§
BojZ F 37] W dIFd ALE(d: =29

=g HAUS |

(convergence) |

N e

Py g e s e o S——

HAol 7 59 B3H AR)S B4a 9%
Y5 5 gokeid EAY. g 23 g
Rel BHN Fea0kd AR BA7} Fojeln)
g NE AFsn A% A, uA, wzya
zde~ 23 52 gudoz AgA 94 U
Z 4 itk old] hMo] oy d 2A LA |
Ao] e njAEAd 24¢ 22 4 YeA
ofoltjol & AZeHZE Ao HaY,

Y goye aidoz Az thiel
£ ZHoN g9 20w, ° 74950 /A1
g AAANY & FANY THE oy F
e AR B4Y 4 YE EY4FE 49
A EF dAYZot E 2] AN LA
& Qe ZRE Fohus] A ol (2¥ 1)%
Zo| tordel daw +3 wAYZHY BAS
=)o EYH9 202 N oA §3S
BEo] B 4 Qg Aot 7 olgd 34 7|
29 Y5 o3} 2o ERHE 4 Uk

A S CI24 (Team Diversity) |

(38 1) g oSy 8 opdE
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# clotd 23 oizidFol B Majol ojxie Fgol d# ol2X D

e i

(a¥ DA Be vt 2ol Hn73 YA (top
management team, °©|3t TMT)S 4%, Z 7]
T2 dEste g9s2 FAH W] Wl 7
% O0e49 M E ox gig £ YL 2Y
EZZ fAs 2 . £ TMTE 7190 Yol
7hoF & WS AYstn 24 W R 35S 4
8314 she 4&S S8k doke HAAM B
L TF 8%° 279Y. 449 7T % Ee
A 7 AQujEEA e 233 tEo 2t F & 7
dAZE FHATIL WAE ZHE|2E Ao}
e ZddA AAA A FFHE ol HAY
ndg Fhdke 8 3A4HY Fiot 7RG F
238, AT TMTY theie] 22T 1]
£ 93] B AZATES AuiEg, 754 i
g8 w&3 wd 9 Fol HA(Bantel
& Jackson, 1989), AHA ol (Wiersema &
Bantel, 1992), A3 AF(0]32, WFE, 2004),
A (B4, A&E, FEA, 2002) T 3BAY
S vAAT AY3 JE el FEAHY
FHE F= Ao Bas 1 i Wagner, Pfeffer,
& O'Reilly, 1984: Wiersema & Bantel, 1992). °]¢}
22 AF7A43E TMTAA 71538 g3d< |9
e AFEATA qId S AHA4 4 © A
S Fhde 58 dAUSO] FE FHAFA
23 Z97) opdst F33%E 4 Ut

75224 E” (cross-functional team)®| 7
S, FALEC 7HA JEd 479 S A
Aoz #4stuz oxAoz FAE Fdot
Zt BEo AR/NES AEde HE FAstn @
3 HAQ 58E /IR FAYE0 FE2E 4
T2 a8 9o HoAM g FHdM e
TMTS} 22 29EH S 72 . t|sZe
Aede gFgoa e AdE F35n e

At M40 M12 20114 28

T L

RPEHEA T ST  —ERE B

g B§e SddN e FE AYAYd dig F
F2 28] Jn de FAY A 57 F
o] mAg Fo] Apdeltt, EF Z2AEJ} 1}
A "o HAdve A= 2AAA 9 A
< =Yya U, ojd HdAN tr|eZ2AEY
o geido] 7t EAE AFZAE(Ancona
& Caldwell, 1992: Harrison, Price, & Bell,
1998: Keller, 2001: Zenger & Lawrence,
1989)= 2o AIAQ A4 5 dAUSY
Az Aol sbsstt. &, 4Fsdd e
YA 49 FHE Bl e AAE 22 + 3
A Bt £2 AHE HiMe 89 A, oA,
ZR 5o A Ff 5% 7 #HIysolof &
Aoz ®Helth

v - 2879 (self-managed work team)
9 A% ¥9E 7159 FoA A b
AE FAE YoM Tt FHANe F2
2HEHS FAEtn YA, FALE] AN
Ao thal 222 AFS A5 2o BHE 9
AHEAE Wy i A Z2A2E AYAde
oA vl $ 2L TH &5 BAY. EF Hol
3AtY] AA AT FEH oM xFH<
v Az} vjdo] M} HEsld AdHo| gel ujA
3 vjdo] ARG HolA 423 & FE9
84 7] ol B9iE #YdTdn E 5 A
ojg} 2 oM AEHGHIME Bt AF
o2 A gy Fre 75 Fokl F3s
o e FL 9rl9 oS FEn JAA
9 433 F£FY dPHE FuFoEH Ho
¥ A%E €Y AL 7daE + Ao

oixgte 2 Jd (sales team)d A5 T
3} 53] dAYEF BTN 727 FAPS 7}
A Aol wd. 1A ATEATE 542
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utata] gfm YUdel AL A5 A
ABA 2¢E A4 F dx "ol AYA A #
d FHRE FFo|7] WEd FEG XA FH
£ WalE 7bsAel wo. wetA #HHAA T €
AARE FHshe A ¥ ot Eo 2 44
el 875 e 89 FH2 & 4 U

9ol A9A AlMAR e 4 vAY
9% ALY APFHE T8 T7HY WAYSS
go] ARAo2 ZFste dEE TAW] A
A2 593 Azt ANET. 3 g4
adel Ff 859 #34 dAUSL & ALY
F Sdojga Bride F A9 5YE Ade
2 M2 A39%E vAn ol AA=oof 3
t o84 2AE A& g meA & d
TFolNE AFAA o] EF EHAHLR AU
23 & A FIdes AFHAgd S @
oA F 79 S)A AUE o|Esstn o] F A
4 2% + de T8Y AAUSES AN

53] & dFIMe dHH FHE T FH
o] vlAYZFo] ojFA EF}Holm FHAHA o A
}E frsteA nFAE7] Y8l Elye Thomas
(20077 AAse g -5 BA
(integration-learning perspective)d] FA3)A
AR, T35 BHdMe 9 F A9
#He 28] dHS 38AY °© AAE 1A
< F U= 7IAE zH . o] o]8d w2
A gddo] A2 ofojtoist M2 FFY 9
Aoz 249 F e LT AN 4

EEs e R RSy s

S ] = I S 7

}E =¥ F ddu 29 g A2E 4%
3 3o YHes ¥ TeHAE A&HoE )
A-dANA U2 £ 3le 2S 78 A% o
FE 5T gaH 4% 713E AFAFI] dE
of 333422 4AE FAEdE Aot AT
ol F-gue #HL FAAo| 19 L VI
o ZAE AFAFE 7] HeAd dEiMe
TFAH R AAISHA %a ot

€ dFdMe T-dad A2 ¢ 43 AA
AA o] Bgo] FAA gt AFojojof & F
& Aot Jusid e 2EHeE Fit
A ggo fAYFolA o] HAYFO| AUAE
271 A E olgke SRHAY AddM FF/A
789 fAYZe] U= 8 W9 FEd 52
S A28 F Mook ] Wit § AS &
A QT 23FS0] Jddte AL H2 9F
& FHUE0] 280 FHA Aol @ Weoz A
g3l ¥ £ & AYAolth(van Offenbeek,
2001). wetA © tfde] UF ol FAAQY
4L /AL s TAHALES & Wgdem
FOE T e THUAGAH FREBALY &
2 WAUSe] Ad2 FFn e "HolMe B
g ¥ 498 BY § ke AE 438 £
Atk ol B & gl iz Moz
A ojr &4o] FAdoF g AAE 7HH7}
AR 4% F eAe Ao Adsot
g F88 Ao,

1) Ely$} Thomas(2001)& 259 d7olA gk o3 #ydAH 29-getsln 9ot AAe aP8-244 ¥4 (discrimination
and fairness perspective) 22, t}4do] F71a2 27 ZAPAR o] Alekd Aolgln B Aol Ede 424-4%
4 ¥4 (access and legitimacy perspective) 22 7i%lo] 711 Sle ARA ) wat &L By gokn ¥l stz
thebdo] M2 & ofolto], M2E 7, A3 g YMez ¥gd o Ao R FTAEY F dn Be S3-3 w9
(integration and learning perspective) 18], & A7 vl2 o] A W5 HAolA thekdel 3449 AAHE zYsna ot
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Il. OI2H HiA

2.1 © oy Jidnt "ol 324

'The American Heritage Dictionary of
English Language' AA9| 93td, ol
d2x(differ) ZA¥AYo2 (variety) THHSIE
(multiformity) =% (point ®=& respect)E 4
Bl £ojolt}. ‘diversusZhs elojdlA 4
€ ‘diversitys @izt Helge gujg A
HThe Houghton Mifflin Company, 2000).
B2 d7AEe] Y £4E F2 Y, 49,
AF, 2594, n8E w3, 7154 w7 5o =
FAAAE GHIL o FHAT on|2 siME ¢
A (Williams & O'Reilly, 1998). wWetH o
A (diversity) o|& 7o) 7Kz e w4, B4,
261Y, 7IA#, A3, AdolM HAEE Fol9
HEo] 4%, AAF 4, 44, A%, T, A
AR A, 28A, 1%, 2537, 3. 39,
9, A4, 71&, 283 4, 2K, 3738
HAT1Y 52 5 Edke /HeE & 4 Sl

Blau(1977) € t¥43< ©|34 (heterogeneity)
3 FEF Adez Bgted, d98E 9854
ATFEAA £A40 o 2ide FAgzetn A
Haln dda A% 1 dEAHY 42 Fsioh
A O'Reilly® 19 $85L G4 S A+%A
A $AH (similarity) E=€ ]34 (dissimilarity)
o Jdes BostAA ol FAHUE Y 7%
82 Az 7 (Buclidean distance)o]2ti Egkth
(O'Reilly, Caldwell, & Barnett, 1989). w2}
A 28L& Blawt F4se ATEAR S48
HEo] d&AHgEA E4E Ad 99, YA

S M40 H1Z 20114 28

H clard 8 oiUBol 8 dajof ofxls Y¥o] Ug 0|23 Df

G S A 0 i e TR

e

T O Mo TFHAAG

ol g A FHoY IylEE B o}
Yt gt Fele] © oA 2o 2 Agdd
Az e AF9 A YA, 749 UEE, F
Aol A2 FIAI S8 €€ g8t IHEby
& Dobbins, 1997: Moorhead, Neck, & West,
1998). 3 "ojghs X2 gt TAYE0] 44
2 9% 3338 B3 AHE NS o
. o]d A g Ad o3 gnjE A,
McGrath(1984)€ W (group)e 233t U4l
7E F3 Jlon AAAQ 434S B ¥H
s Sle ABIA FRAIRT Bosigiedl, "elA
€ g I 74950 FFEEE FAsa 9
€ 98 2T 35AE 9% Jvke HoA ©
F33 ol tiFd 57 wlAYFo] sFolot

oetd & AolA € (team)ol& F A o4
o g FAYE] 3FE 5EY IAE F
ot ol 247 Al FAHd ol 953
oln F3oEHog A% 7|5 FIYde A
@o g #33H(Salas, Dickinson, Converse, &
Tannenbaum, 1992). FAHUES 337 8o] J
Ao H7Hd 4 e Rol7] qd dFde] 1
Ae 4% gFd 7490 e 9L 7t
Z A 238 + 3t 2971 dojt. dAg 239
A A H dF 0] A ouF JFS
FeA AAALE $AE 87t dFH L ded
ol THYE At 7/ Y& ddd s
o] zpolo wet FFFHo] t2A YelE F Ao
ol 2 ¥ Ao 9% v|A7] HEoltH(Lau
& Murninghan, 1998).

Soll A ARG upe} Zo] A 509 d¢ ° o
F ATt B3 ZPHo| AT A}
EAse gl el RR AFASLS dFE
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TE e B §48° 1 /% et 8§ =2
Az A nXe dFPE 24 Jepdg
E AAY 2L A= drh(Williams &
O Reilly, 1998). Jackson® 19 $8EL ¢
FeZ AF, 4, A¥H o] oz 4A ¥
of He $4% 714, 9k, $YH Zo] 2o
Z =y ge FAFYA $4o8 Fdsa 3o
o B¢ 282 g4/ 7] He $45S A
A3} # (task-related) £33 FAFA (relation-
oriented) 422 FEALLEN 245954
WEFES AR 8E, AF, A¥ T FA
¥ AG(Jackson, May, & Whitney, 1995).
Milliken® Martins(1996) gA A4E, UAF,
33, 949 2 ¥ d& MUY &8z 7}
A, 71&, AY 5L 2oz A B Ei%
g £4o8 R 1 9FH Aot AE
FA3% . Pelled(1996) =3 T3-S 7HA4
(visibility) % #}%}#384 (task-relatedness)el
gt gt el 7153 WA, &R uAg, A
AA w7 ST Zo| AATe] ARYo] L 54
2 Uiy #Ed Ao 2 JgS njAYga F
Aot whdo) A, AF, AF¥AFP AL
AT 3T AHAQ] QWA ¥ SPEL
b3y E3AQ 234 7M€ + dda Bt
8 M0l £ AY, 49 F9 £4¢] 3¢
I A¥E 549 4¥%L ¥ £x Y. 9389 g
Fhol 7HAE & e AAHA AT Aols}
Al %S & 5 7] Yo, ¥z B
3 Aol ¥ 2499 A4, dAEIEa §
€ 2% 994 2o ER A el
€ ABA WEsle] 247 € £5 . A

25359 e A AdE B3 FL)
T+ AFAQY 9% FAL 93 gL F34
43 59302 Hse P9eke HdM 2
AL Aid oz nu|siia Eok(Pelled, 1996:
Zenger & Lawrence, 1989).

53] Harrison®} 19 $8S2 4397 E §
& 94 = He Y, 9F, 489 2L AT
FAA e X84 402 FEsEA At
d vAle AFA 9FHL AT JEGF
A3 ARA AFe & 9FE vAda Bl
(Harrison et al, 1998). ¥Hd 74919 7}x|sh
o 22 A3 $4EL 74989 "9
Az %S v Aol FANEAN o £
ol ©E Aol ZAFHE FEHoz dFHd
(Pelled, Eisenhardt, & Xin, 1999:. Pelled,
1996: Simons, Pelled, & Smoth, 1999). 3
29 g A7k Aed d7AEH v &
ERAAC 428 9 d7E APt Je
o (De Wit & Greer, 2008: Elfenbein, &
O'Reilly, 2007: Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007:
Joshi & Roh, 2009), $iolA A8 49
NEA $4ES 839 8 TdAol | Ao
nAe 9¥S 738 Buzt A, °
4, WHE, 2007: BAY, HAS A3
2008: Hambrick, Cho, & Chen, 1996).

gddL 54 Blau(1977)9 oy A48 &
43l S0 Stk & S 7§90 =7 A
BoA 7} B NS B 7154 wAY g
e 38T A5, QAR 718%, dARY 2o
zZ1zkel WE f &3 gle AUASY HEE BF
T &E 194 @ $37 GR A4t 992

2) H=1- i:lf’.? (N =8 Wl selngle] & P= 8% slelneld 43 @ 989 vlg)
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B oy 8 oAUS0| § Yoo ojxls Yol Mgt olgH DF

e ———

o] #& 0} 1Akol9 & ZA =n o] Fhol A
ATE o|AAAH Yoz 0.25018 B4t
gdddel ¥ "Holgn & 4 St Be 43
TE°] Blaud] AFE o] &3 g E S
R (&3 5, 2002: °1E%, HFFE, 2004:
Harrison et al., 2002: Jackson, Brett, Sessa,
Cooper, Julin, & Peyronnin, 1991: Pelled
et al., 1999) dEZ3d 712% P AFx
Ndso] gde ALe"qn Jch(AAE &, 2007:
Ancona & Caldwell, 1992: Jehn et al.,
1999: Tsui & Gutek, 1999).% o] w 94
g FA9E0 & T AR Fx2 FHHY,
RE HF AX FHLEY Bl 245 AF
&2 AANA 4. F, ol ¥y %L €2
oqujstAl €ot. 919 F A g Are BF
¥ AS5E AW Wed AEE F e ¥F
g Wz Aoz Y gy 338 &
AL ¥ ohz} Al EAFEFE BAFE
253 W73 qPx F3E + o wd o
&RQlo] e 24359 999 S 349
7l M E 8 TAH9EY EFUAE © YT
2 UF WA (coefficient of variation)& &
£8 4 glon, o M de] AHEHE Wl
&3 5. 2002: Allison, 1978: Chatman &
Flynn, 2001: Zenger & Lawrence, 1989).
dB9 A9 A9 Yol2, § 285959 B¢
Age "ol &5 o|FRE FHAANA 253
N 2 33% 5 U

E d7dNEe @ dFdE 8 FAHLE Aol
EAdle A#H ol FAAHQ Aol F=E BF
ddshe ALY SAozA AY, 99, 23, F

S R

2, 71%A W3, 253 w73, 2835, 34
&, ANY Y 5 BF ¥Fe Aoz A9
@ch(van Knippenberg, De Dreu, & Homan,
2004: van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007).
T3 Harrison(Harrison et al., 1998)3 Pelled
(Pelled et al., 1999: Pelled, 1996: Simons
et al., 1999)¢] £/ 7|Zxsld ¥ F A4
3 #A9E 7154 WA, 283 W3, 8 2595
9 Ao] 5T HAAY PP 4d, A%, &
A & IQAY YPLE EFel =98
A7pge,

2.2 © cidn 8 g

g o] 7tAee ¥ Add didide F2
g FAYEC] FHA R Aztele He Ane}
o] g} 83 FEE /X1 JuE AdF
o2 #/AE £ ge ¥ #dY B}t Fo2 33
3l geH(AAY 5, 2008: Kearney & Gebert,
2009: Tsui, Egan, & O'Reilly, 1992: van

Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007). ol & 4

IE g9 FEE o|Ft FUIM dFo] 20,
Z3o) i3 SR "o] A AREe] g
Aolgtn FAY 4 A2 ¥ ol ¥y dF
A 8 AUS Ed9 Zygn & 5 U
g tdde] § A nAe fdd dEMe
A, F 1A W] o]gS uBLer =97t o]F
oA stoh. A ° el Fuel AR 49
o)5% WY & e AE ¢ JAHER A
(information and decision-making perspective)

e el 244 K4S AR Z o

3) H=- é{P,-*In(P.-)} (N =¥ Wl Flelze]e] & P = #F 7Hlneld £3 o 989 ¥)8)

Ao x40 M1E 20114 28
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Y2F - 287

BA Fro} AAF o] @ FHAEY dddl <
3 9% Perkshe Aot Gruenfeld, Mannix,
Williams & Neale, 1996: Wittenbaum &
Stasser, 1996). Z7] t& AEAH Z¥ < 7t
AR e AL JYE ZAHHoR FPahA ¢
E ¥ o} A 3lo] o AAHAQ it
< ANE F A e gEA dFdo] w2
HY4E Jd o e FE JYEHIE ES
N2E FEES A3 2 Aojx o X
7t Bt olEHo] o BHEES A HFY
o2 Foiol LIHY ol T & AAE
HEdE Aot E& ddye] 34A5H 2
< e ZaA2d o= Fx FFAA 9FS
oA T YA 29 FAl AEgA AFE 3
2ol EAEATEE A3 A3 ¥ Ay} 24
Uehdttn Eo4(Ancona & Caldwell, 1992:
Jehn, Northcraft & Neale, 1997: Zenger &
Lawrence, 1989). U} ojd $4< 717 d
a9 4328-S T3 Ao FAHH 4T
ofojtjoj7} AZE & Q7] Wieolo},

ety A3 P e w54 wWQ 2a 2535

5ol gEd ARER FHHY e 89 3.
OGS A AL d24AE Fohd ¥ o}
Yzt gAHo|z FoAHQ olojt]o]EE Ao
24 8 A4%E 59 8S /A2 Jdk(Van
Der Vegt & Bunderson, 2005). sjukstd ot
Fol =& 9] el o FEAT A4 7
e S Aoz 7|dE ¥ ohig AYFY S 4
& JRZIIE A eT oA EAE gulEx
FxA0E 248 F de YL WIAII] o
wolt}.

AT ojgbe WHHZ AR AAA o] E(social
identity theory)® frAM3-#<1 ol &(similarity-

106

attraction theory)olde thdde] ¥3AHQ 9
g At ARELS gukgoz IS
O HAYES FARRA gEAE #de] Y3
TRY $47 A9 £4& vudEn I,
g AAS ERRICERE FHAo 53T ABA
W2 3o zn 7] FAYS fA% A
she Agld 2gS 72 ldk(Allport, 1954).
53] 7MAA0] #& 482 D U ABAA
< Bt & B4E £ e, 2 ofe AEF
slo} A1l A= HAoNA AF, AT,
Ads 22 A3A s ezt 34 2837
Folth(Messick & Mackie, 1989). °]o] 9%
gddol & "aMEe ARFUACIE NEr} Yot
A3 o] go| FobA|™(Wagner et al., 1984:
Zenger & Lawrence, 1989) 8 t¥¢4°| ¥
2 "o e ¥ A3E BAHEgan & Tsui,
1992; Konrad, Winter, & Gutek, 1992: Van
Hiel & Schittekatte, 1998).

B AgRog Aol v i AR
o] #& $AE(d: 7153 WA, 283 WA )
< A HFEEHA @7 & A o2
o8 Bn 24 A9Ed. 7154 Wdd n&F
Aol fARE A%, Y 3 #90] dS Fside
24 (Baskett, 1973), AfFYAlA# F324
o] A1 ol TFAHYEY L UEH 2
ARE 7L Aot Ax ol HFse
Aol A3A &7 o UABEE VoM
3 B3 Sl AT FARE AFRES 7 Fod
I g

B2 QFAE] gutgoz fopyol A ¥
A 4L nAtn Basn AT LB
ATFAIE BAFA 2§ Zo] AHdeln (Milliken
& Martins, 1996: Williams & O'Reilly, 1998),
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8 cletd +3 o7{UB0| B Mojol ojxi= Fgol et oY nF

ol /¥ AFAE0] Fod we M2 gE ¥4
o2 AFE AYPFo 2N AAFHo|n Huted
o AFAREES FANA RS v
AT o] FALE Alol9] AEH mF9
%7 AE dF3EE =gt HAA 8 dF
Aol 7HAE F e A 7KXE BdFE F %
€ JAYEE 2 Ao] ¢eg9 & A7 Ha
it

2.3 H cidnt x4/ SrEdHy

2e 7|80 EgAsn FHske #4d A$
3z fAAE Z37] fd © AE =Ysta e
o, ol & A9 i fEe] § A 9
e FE 895 W3 A St dTFE0 ¥
3 AP AcH Edmondson, 1999: Simons et
al., 1999). 53], & AN 9L Z F 3
E Ugd Ag8A5S JAAY #HAA 27
AZFsEs FaEARYE ¥ A9 $AE 4
g AYEeR #8344 HAH(Klimoski &
Mohammed, 1994). °lg& 3+ &5 AdsF
FoA =odd HA 2% (mental model)S ©
Aol H2% AAA (cognitive) /FoE, B
o B3sta dEE/bed A 434 3
24 71 ddan B3tk (Marks, Zaccaro,
& Mathieu, 2000).

ZH781A12] (shared task knowledge) < F2 7
AHYE Atolel 7 (taskwork)® B (teamwork)
of dg 249 FHeke EdA FHA4 (shared
knowledge), ® A4 (team know ledge), %<
Z#34 28 (shared mental model)olztz &
2] ¢t Cannon-Bowers & Salas, 1990). ¢l
T TRAGA ] dF ol e FAAHY

Aol mao M1% 20114 28

SRl G T G T U e S e A e

A e T S e e S T S o T T T R L <o s

YA A2 A3 ZZHAE FALSHA ollista 3
Mste Aolztd, FREB A4 (shared team
identity)S @ 790l 289 ¥A, WA, 7t
A, EX 5% gvpd fARH osfsta Fistn
JeAE BiFE B $49 7ldeld.

53] 71E AT e B dFdol FHAGA4
I FHEEAEY Agallel 2 # givn Bt
t}H(Earley & Mosakowski, 2000: Klimoski
& Mohammed, 1994: Rentsch & Klimoski,
2001). 7154 w3, 243, ¥4, 9%, 9%
9 2L 482 BAY AYS HAFe AR
9 48 7] wEo]H(Zenger & Lawrence,
1989). wetd @ FAHUE Alold frAMdol 2
H ARFUAAY SFHo| Fvlet § W 25
< Y F AT ¥ o 2o 44 FoE o) F
ojd 7ps40] Adx £o}(Jackson, 1996).

fAPd-$2l o] E(similarity-attraction theory)
of 93td, FAUE Aol FAAo] A
AN F2F fA9 ZA7 HH A T B3FH
£ 7Fs48E 458 4 dva dH(Byrne, 1971).
AUEL FAAA AL di& £ Z3HY
A5E BolA Hv(Tsui & O'Reilly, 1989),
ol AAZ FAHYE T B5FE9 A FA
4 F 3len olg A A4E sFsAel dde
Aot 2% FHYE Aol FARE £443 w3
& A3FEE AN AA2YE AFYAC
g 7 Fo2N ATl AELAE #HA
Azt wetd S 29 fARRE AREY FR
g o %ol w¥¥ Ao|v(Pelled et al., 1999),
A4 & FARS FHEHA 2 Aoldt. m
A ° e FHY9EY V] g2 48S e
o2 BYAE /Heda € F Sltk(Levine &
Moreland, 1990). 934 ¥d+ AL 1 @
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F A2 g& gog Addta g2/ dYdde
A& U] o ole FHAIAH FHE
BA FEAA 9% £ & o

2.4 58 opUE E 4ot

gFdd dg T8-S B4 (integration-
learning perspective)olA] o|op7|§%o] THFA
o] olFe] A2¢ A3} ZY, gl 9l
= 250] 71 Og w7 et 28] 4
A A5 349 & A9 AFHE Foled A
7} Aot (Argyris & Schon, 1978: Edmondson,
1999: Foldy, 2004: Senge, 1990). ThA| &3
g g AF3 02 o]43ta Aok FHYE
Aolo] theFd & ZAA o2 BeHol Prhe FET
5715871 g A1 F3H(self-categorization)
% 3292 (homophily)e] A& L] FAFAH
QA BAGE A ©E Aol (Van der
Vegt & Bunderson, 2005). °|¥ 43 d}oi|A
€ ¥ A9 /A g 40 334 3
< S eAY 7129 4R Bestn Y
AN AEEAE G434 &S 7hsAol 4.

2393 od x4 oA Ade] 7k i
d AT Q1Y £40] /A eE ARE A3
3 AANES FAHoR AFsn wWi4HAA g%
Aol 7H4E & de FHAEY FAYE Bofd &
Ae ALR? AFod AEAYH B J1EE
o] Holg XUoE tyo| EZHE de F
-5 BHol AAste w2 S BA
Aoz ABFoZN gAY AU AAYE
29 28 F U Aol 28y o] HA
Aoz REHA gt FFoA EHHn e 4
FlMe FE-gu FHAA ANde dFe

108

do] Boh Z9AQ FelolA 2AlE sAsfof drt.

AT B G7AE0] g8 479 &AL
ARE A9y 98 dHd e £/ Uk 9
1 g% Zdd 4FE £ + e WA
ZAWUSTE 2ed P2 €1 g AT o HT
Y EFea AF7AY Y8 A7ES F
ete RN E B3 e AASHA X
3ta gle Ao AMdoltt(Horwitz & Horwitz,
2007: Webber & Donahue, 2001). ©|¢| van
Knippenberg%t 19 $8E5(2004)2 A37HA
o] ¥ A7 AYAA FYgEE FE Gy
(informational diversity)®} 7§&A Al F
3} ¥4 (social categorization diversity) 22
g olEs AASS AAda A &, AAe
AR 2 AEY dozw HHdn A= A
T3} oj2oznt FoEN e FHF
d A 2P 4¥H S 4 gz 433
%1 F o]& FAd n2sA gtthe Aol

oo 5 olgq ANdste FHS Axde W
F313t 23 (categorization-elaboration model,
ol3t CEM) < AN ¢S FA3he ZE
S50 B dRY 75T AREF3 A
9 7152 BAd AYx gokn Bt g
FE 9 gAEY BT dFe At F
BAoR Ugd 4 U AT AHAME
gdd Bt 3FAHeE ALE £ U A
T3 AR FE MY GFY FEHQ &
e HF8 2 AA M 2 Aol opet ¥Fst
2 % M2 7te] M7 (bias) WEoleke Aol
HAL YdoE $/E AEED 9Fdoz
EFE AHEAA 9 A AE deked, Al
T3 Go] YEA] HALR oo AL
ofUch. webd thde] §8(type)d o] w2
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H il 3 ofAUFol § 4ol ojxls dgo] s ol ¥

e T T T

€ o84 ZAd 44 Ao| ope Hud}
(elaboration), A*F3}(recategorization), 3
@ 7+ B4 (intergroup bias)o] LA He 4
o #4712 98Ut o A, 48 2L
AYAE Rl AR FE o]8S 2AZ I
T AAE pIAReEH FHAA 9 MRS
7FeAe]l ¥da BAT, A 747 59€E 1
o] d&o| AUYAY A7}t 5 AFodE oY
AR oA @2 & Uk 23 oy A
g e o] 3FAA 48 7HAHE A
<+ Adyg.

old] CEM< ¥ W £4H0] Sle g #HE
o] #¢< FPs=dl Jr7t =S =94F F U
£ &4 AAA A (shared frame of reference)
9] 84S ddstx ith(van Knippenberg et
al., 2004). & A7olA Atsta gl FHE @4
AA Y HAYZo] v FHAYA 2 (shared task
knowledge) & T24 A4 (shared team identity)
o, g FE% HPAA S Fhde A+, =
A9 IASPE 3 FoF FAAY A4 F
B 8 g F5E ANAAE TR 8o
o) B ° FE/ AF FAL dseA Wt
o E dof kAl 52 dEFeEm Az ¢
78S 238 U2 5 Ao A4 T8 o
g AYE TR 85 ¥ ol ERlY 79
&o) A5 e FEE IAE Whe B3
58 A4S Fadtn ok Y £44 o
g A28 sEgdez WFss Hege 13
A7 BALR oA = &2 Aot EF §
THYEe] & ALY FRE JuAAE F2E
2% "o 5x HA, 7K Tl dial fARE A7
S 7HAA "ol 2Re yiEE g8 Yrte Al
W3l (recategorization) Z3 - 5 sHEga 3t

AHSAT H402 H1£ 20114 28

HAE 2442 F & Aol Gaertner &
Dovidio, 2000). T 23 5240 B8 74
A9 AL Fhate Aol § W 93 #Ad
AuiAE FH3te AolFd, @ FAEE ¢
e AL 99 vy 71X § B 39
ERE JuAARZ FH3te AL duigd. o 3
99 ojnAAd g FhHe GFP T &
o] $¥4 G FRIAE AFA Hn
e Az g AdelA "o NS ¥
s st 2FAA AUAE g £ F
At

53 g9 AL Fhde AL g9 F
F-gad #dIE gAdEde vt ag. g%
el B&-ga9 #Hd 2y g BA4
o2 §o] Aol FAR AAYste Ao T
AE A3 g Aoz g4sxE wEY
A2 "ol A Fhdke AL g
sAsor & A2 dPste AL doldN o ¥
< Aol e 98-S F43k Ao] 9.
Z, g9Ao| ofn] Fojzl zojgtd FAHE ¥
F71 daM e g FAE o 22 A F
Ao A2t Fol7kA] %< 4 A € ¥
G339 77t BAAC|n AR BridE
Z27 spel At 2o AL 1A F W o
Foltt. wEtA "] FAY L %] AdA &
e wo] H7kskA S 4 glSHne od
Aol & AAA FHe 2o 5 LAY A
A2 g 7ue AFAFoEN B £ H
ARE 7H 2,

o)A AFzY thRdol © AUAE AT
A kel dAYZoletd, old ddol T
AR 48E $I8 5 U=F s Ae H A4
HE Aloldl FHEE #9414 (task knowledge)
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URF - 237

% o AA4 (team identity) 22, o] HAY
Ze 53E A% $EHE FE w0 £
2%, 30243 o A FHe GRS 7
glog & gabd Falel 43 fAYFLE &
438 o W $EF 534 (homogeneity) S &%
Fo A tFdolM FL A2 A, A2E A
Z, 2¢ FHESo| FRHxn 49 ¢ Sl £
A& wEo] o gety § el S 73
Aoz ¥%d 7FsAol wda AU § 74
5L 2 FojFE FHIAANY THEH
Aol ZAske HoldE ol d B ¥334
o Ayt o3t ¥ o} ddol HAE &
JE HAU FAFE HUF Tod + Y A
o]},

Il. EHQ =&

golx9) tiekido] EatA dAYFE(divergence
mechanism) A71& AFs| & o, o
37t B¥se #9894 vIAY S (convergence
mechanism)< %3 o Ade A4S F2
& & ge 289 daN =9siriz . ol
2o =99 AAzAcE FHPAA kg A
A oo, FTRARAY T FRERAN 22l
aE Alol9 43FE4o] | AR oud dFS
oA eA] 7|Es) e,

3.1 Bjind cldnt & dn

g2 45 FAAFdAA e AvA ERE
HAE & e 23EEA 7% s8R A

110

Ui N TR BT ——

e FAHE 4 437t 3uyE & o "
Ao g¥de g FEYEY 93249 dHs
ojghs ZdoM P28 BE 18] /AT Ye
i3 #AE 7leold 58, 4, WA Fol &
3 A% © Ao IFAQA 9% 7HAE A
o] A}, © Wolxe] FrY AEAAY o5
B71d + e o8 FE Z AER dH

29 (Wittenbaum & Stasses, 1996), &g &
d g¥de] w2 HYFE Fust gk olF
sta A43 3PS dYske FEES W AR
F432 24 (Zellmer-Bruhn, Maloney, Bhappu,
& Salvador, 2008) F=A< 235 Hx of
£ 2 2349 9 498 71ALA ddx &9
(Homan, van Knippenberg, van Kleef, &
De Dreu, 2004).

De Wit# Greer(2008)t IA&A ©¥yo
YYPZTS AT o] o3z g AAE
Fole 2oz vehged, ole A29 d¥d 9
73 olojtolE LY & UEF AT HF
o] ANSE Yuid. I HJZAFol LA
s FHLEL A ojotolE AFE 7]
318 2 Ha ole 2 A2 FEFIAH A
i3 g olal & 7heatA FoEN HA 32
A3 gk AAEHA HeEdE ZoltHTjosvold,
1985). 2% AR L o 7AH9E 4A
7t HALE 7%, §Y, BRY VIR U8 ©
Ao FAAA 9L A FAYE /G,

Ae] 7HA 3 e T 7ES BAE T %
£ 71%4 7 (functional background)< #¢]
H gH £4 FAAx AiQY AR M
Z Yehlle 5ot @ FAY 238 7k
g 7H8 B2 AR Bld Fok(d: AAME, 7]
Y8 AN, AFE, cHER, ALy, A
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8 cietd 37 vizidSol § Mojo] ojxjs Igo e olEY 2F

- ST e —

ALF F)ll oM AolE BAFE 7]%A
A YL do] 48 F e 7le, 3R, A
A9 2 49 g FAANZLEHN FFFHL
2 A 59 4 AUt Anconadt Caldwell
(1992)& olHlZ 7|ge] AFAEE S Wdes
7154 ul3Y tgddo] g9 &g AR
ol Bl o FEAT A ZAPE Lo
H AAlo] &3 e xS FANI| 2 BF
AE E&Fo2 HZAYPdn Ekon Keller
(2001) 9A 1T=2AHEQS] 71534 w7 o
Fdol AfwYAoldY V=g Udn FFA
t. a2z fevet A3 gES ez A
P AT 7153 W73 FH4EY B9F
A g IHAY 4FE VA A2 YR
I(Choi, 2007), n74FAE gdez Ay
B dFdME dFA4 o] e =qd
© 2%E HoFosi FH 9 JAAAY B
Fstn JoH(BER T, 2002: °|3 %, HFE,
2004: Bantel & Jackson, 1989: Cannella,
Park & Lee, 2008: Hambrick et al., 1996).
ety 7153 7ol dddt FHLER o]FoA
g2 2 e #43 qFd W3S Edz o
A%E £2 7 Ao

H TH9EY AT ABAYFHE BAE
+ & 2&F 97 (educational background)
A, 2 B¢ aEUSE AFEo(d: AEE,
Ad#E, 38, 29, 4A%, FAE, Q4 )7t
dold FHYER TAHE BYFE 18] /K
okt A4S uges ggd AT AlZdA
g 438 59 F e AAYE AdY. =3 3
A3} #AY FEE FhAoz Asudstn AA
Ao A4AE 37] Y3l ol VHo2RYH =
E 7158 o752 AESA "drt(Jackson &

AU M0 H1E 20114 28

T e s e

Joshi, 2004: Rico, Molleman, Séinchez -
Manzanares, & Van der Vegt, 2007). B2
AFATENM &3 w79 o] Jafo) n|
Ae 344 %8S 2oq4F2 Jik(Kearney,
Gebert, & Voelpel, 2009: Murray, 1989:
Wiersema & Bantel, 1992).

g Qe 4548 V%S A3E + de I
A dAFAo] & E f& Hee ZHdS
(tenure)°]tHMilliken & Martins, 1996: Pelled,
1996: Sessa & Jackson, 1995). 7§ &4
A AFREET FYA BRI A%l dde 7HE
oA &93le] (Tsui et al., 1992), o8& 52
Ale FHAYLEY %5 9% 1. ¥z A
2 g AZld FFT THYEES A2 e A
% 2RI FAHAZ oMz MR g
4T M2 g 71eS Z#A 9. B 244
79 gqol A3AE S ¥ 7449 Alel9
AfUAolde ZaNE & YA O Reilly
et al., 1989: Zenger & Lawrence, 1989),
ol FFF AVle f2e 477248 dig oy
& Aoz} viZ A2E E3h9 FR| F9YS 24
A 2 ozt Y 3 AfYAol A B
98-S v|A]0 (Peltokorpi, 2006), ¥ 442 ¥
4 % (Ancona & Caldwell, 1992: Murray,
1989). 53] W& §(2002)2 253+ 4
o] JJAAR &Pz AN wi¢ IFALY
dFE e AFEAHE AAEHL o3

& AYPATES EdZ g 2L YAl =
el

B4 10 H3PAAC15H w3, n5H W7, B

244%5) qepge o Aa 334
93¢ w4 Aol

1



3.2 7Hela ciekdat H At

A4, 4%, 9%, 2449 2L AT5AE A
TELS VA WFE01FH WH, 28F )
A, o595 )l v #Fo] g1 AFHe]7]
o AFAIE 4A FQA dot. Ay
3} o]&(social categorization theory)dl W=
A ARES Al fAIE $45E EYR d)
ARGS AFoeN BZUHE 22 3
A9 g EolBln I EF ANY H%g
AHES Wldes 034 gL ARES 93
oz ERFCEAN YT ARES o 394
o2 Wrlsta gD ARgEoA AANE B
H(Hogg & Abrams, 1988: Tajfel & Turner,
1986: Tajfel, 1982). wety 2 Yo 248
AAEY ATFAAR S4do] st 2Alo] 717
S5 4% d#E MAA FAEE HAAA
Ho2H Z7] g 7S /1A AEE Alolg A
3248< oA WHEY. o A ol d
FEAA HAE 2= BEY opd AL o]
et 2 Aoletn dFA AN FEY 2 S
F BAE dZd/] Boe 238 =Asn W
olslgin & Ao},

Byrne(1971)9] +=9l2 QiEHE $AHI-%9
°| & (similarity-attraction theory) E& EHX,
A ol YoM FRAAol ddFAC 3loiA
83 fA(uE) 9 2A7 gt 7HgstaA 3
T3 oM e EoFA RPd A 7 3%
& 7FsA7tA At . AdEL $EAY
TAYY ds) 22 ZABAY A3E HolA Hy
(Tsui & O'Reilly, 1989), ol& AA=2 A4
T 1 B3R89 AL YN F 9oy o8
w4 AZE 7Fs40l vk Aot 2% #AY

112

E Abol9] AR £47 WA FEAEE 32
A7IZ A2 AFUAEE 7FeA Fo=
A Z5old ALY E #2AY, gt A
AEL 129 FAIS AIEES ARE o Bo] ud
& 0|9 (Pelled et al., 1999), 259 dig 7
AR Ase ARUANAY HxE AR s
S FMZ F Y (McGrath, 1984).

Azt & A7dA Agd A, A3 2L
AFEAR WFEL 740 ¥7] 4 g
S v3 gL AdsE V1FLE AF A
44 ¥ ol (Tsui & Gutek, 1999), /A%
AE A wge] Ao olgiste ddelr=
3}tH(Zenger & Lawrence, 1989). W2t A3
A2 o2 ¢ g Z¥E /A2 e oA
oy A7 o7t Bol ve 74, a2a &4
A7t GE Afde 289 £4d g2e 47 g
2 YL ugoR 7] g ol Agges
A ArUdelded EAES w74 84 ol I
A5AE A8 M27 7HR A4 FEE TR
o2 AN 9 ARE A sleAd Mt
7H A3} BRelAE §4312) RgozH 8
A 4Rz AL ML 7beAol &) 53
BETE, Y T 22 PAFA $4EL Y
9| Ao wel zFo] b5 v Hd, 93
2E 4L 109 Yo uE & qv] Wi
(Sessa & Jackson, 1995) & Ao v|A& &
AAQ #AE g 3 A9dFd,

48 (gender)2 YWHH o2 zZ7EFII}F 74
959 A %A 37t T ZANTEA
&l H37HE & e 2@ Jlhage 48 @
o m2tA ofd Qo] FA(RL A)9 F=d
A 2 3 HA o3 BB A ¥ &
HEGE A2 2fd o & 9574E Hojn] 3
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8 o 8 dAUS0| § Yol ojxls ol et o|2H ¥

e N P D TR

eHHE LA o Aol old] JAL 47|
g @& 978 daFedeie Ao A
o, 23 4 749E789 A4 #9e A
FUAldS HNEE 22N 2 ABH 58
< 7HAge, Y ddol A8l A3EEs
FE0n Bgth(Konrad et al., & Gutek,
1992: Van Hiel & Schittekatte, 1998). &g
B2 d7ASe] AFATE B8 Ad 99
AR gL FHstn JIH(AFAD 5. 2008:
Peccei & Lee, 2005: Sackett, DuBois, &
Noe, 1991: Wharton & Baron, 1991). §3|
dAdo] AujAQ 2F oy €ef] odAJu]go] F7HE
of ozt AfFYAelde] Wxrt ZHasti(Kanter,
1977. Spangler, Gordon, & Pipkin, 1978),
ABA %S 43tA171% (Ancona & Caldwell,
1992: O'Reilly et al., 1989: Smith, Smith,
Olian, Sims, O'Bannon, & Scully, 1994),
38 ¥ 25< =U(Egan & Tsui,
1992: Mohammed & Angell, 2004: Randel
& Jaussi, 2008). 2% A¥d w2 Hud
HF3te ol i@ ofald S Goj=e|n 33}t
ZAEgE A9 Wolg S 7] 302 Al A
Az AAL ad2 g & Ao},

A% (age) EF AAH Ado] gle AU 7
HE d3sted T8 ATFA HEEA, Ei
7b Hl&@ HIELS 28] 7k AEA Ay A
9, A ZHgle] TEE vAFHA AP 2
£ 4% ddt. oy AP B oA A=z
ArUAclAE d&sA e Aoz Uyt
g2t FAY 7 A% AdA Aol AR
ojde] WIEE ZHAAZIo 2N Ao FFAA 9
82 vjAch(Zenger & Lawrence, 1989). A}
-7 o|gd 7|iE E AF dTAME A7NF

HAStd a0 M1E 20114 29

==

ARE T A W42 489S Adagen, v
K¢ 999 FHUER o]0l © S9N M2 o
Bo] fledy Bgkow(Tsui et al., 1992),
A EAol =& IS sk 49z 9%
o ol e FRFAY dFE ALY
(Timmerman, 2000). ¥&7199 Hn4Y31<
fog A5 AP Wiersemast Bird(1993)
T ATee g ARA-2514 89lo] A ¢
gn FEAA 97 dFol ojFES =AY
1 ¥asgen, 3 7|99 HnAYAE di
o0 AYF g dFNE 48 el 719
o 873389, JAERY AN A4 2
< A FRAQA 42 nAde AMIS 2
SN EF F, 2002). P 98 Y] F
AY 33T 3AAY "g=E 72472 (Judge
& Ferris, 1993), & o|3&2 7HHetda B
kth(Jackson et al., 1991: O'Reilly et al.,
1989: Wagner et al., 1984). 53] A3A<
$958S A3 A% ghdo FaAglol AYA
< A83ln FFPEYG AYo] FE PJAE #
€ 247 Fktke Red felvsAd 2349
AL B3t fruFel AVl AR A,
AP 8T AR W3 48S & 4 ot
247 (birthplace) o] 4%, $eluete A8l -
344 542 12E o dF @ MY 4A
WE3E 907l 8 A4 F shuolt. daF
7t vl 2 fevetdMe 24471 3T
2 44 A st=e 2A7 2 2 opg 2
Y T 438 RFL ASHe 4F] Y
. /i) 7HE & e A dEYge 23 Y #
W3 Fzo o3 Bk 2 4FE we A4 9
£ An79%9 ASoE 244 o] At
ARtk dFAR (& §. 2002)E &
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Ug7-2¥7

e e e B I R R

HEHE o), 239 Ut FPUE0| 244 UdF8
< 173 Polgole A FHE JUlF e
Z Aoy ol g AHE ¥ teAo 0. 5§
3 2449 340 ABAA A% A3 A
4 fFUizde wie AdA 234 g3 Jd
83 Al P2 o 4% nA + 3l
7] W&o 1 ojd ¥srgs 3 Al f F
8% 9ug Zeda & & 4.

Peltokorpi(2006) AZATolM ¥, IF
o gFAel A ZF ARFUA A $3AHYA ¥

< £93 B3¢ en, Hobman# Bordia
(2006) Al A7} 959 dFdo] 25T £
gdn Fgud. 53 fuA" JdFoA
Aol 33 735, MUHA e B FA
A EFE op7lsid © Add Wazt € 4 o
TRLEL Ao 71 old Ao Aol
A2 s FRE FheteAD A %n 1A

£ fAE 71s40] 271 dEelt. A3 Ao
7R 433 | 5871 A §4& TEEoERH
M AAALE ZAseA € % ohde dRAe 7
AAQ AYAE s 718E A dde #
AN o5 2 BA7t =29

BA 2: AABJA(PE, A%, 24A) GFde
g A7 $4AHA 9FE 1A Aol

3.3 H ciydnt SRnx|Al/SREdHY

FTHAAAA G FRERAGN AP 7]E AT
dMe F=2 ol2ig FTF TFY Ao eHy
AU o, azjn 879 SHES AASHAA of
N &g Zzstn itk (Cannon-Bowers et al.,
1993; Klimoski & Mohammend, 1994: Rentsch
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SR T et IR Y T RS

& Klimoski, 2001). 53] @ FEdANe FHH9
B3 EAY, 99 RS 37 8 Ul gl F
f %9 Adg8Qe] ddn FFANUG. 7153
W7, 288 WA, 2435, 44, 99 59 9
FeE M7 L BAY AYS EUE AEH
AF Z2A 20 AT AZE De|Fo2N A4S
Y53 Fhstn AfsiEle €5 BAE &
dde Aold. d& B, 9% L 744
E Alojof] Aol ZAA A ol AdE ulgo
2 (Pfeffer, 1983) Z7] t& A@elA 2= 2F
o2 3 EYAE /M4 ¥ ol Levine &
Moreland, 1990), ¥ 74499 #¥S TR
24 44749 FHE Bt 2ok (Hambrick
et al., 1996). Knightst 19 §EEL 3ol
3 71949 TMTE tidez AP AZALE 53,
TMTe] thepdo] Aekd §el(strategic consensus)
g 438 & gldx Bl 53] TMTY 7153
W7 s 284 W 9, 48 ddel
F%7 (shared cognition)o] HAAY <
ojAdy ¥ 303 (Knight, Pearce, Smith,
Olian, Sims, Smith, & Flood, 1999). o]t
g9d $450] AgFoln XA 840 g
< F Y AL 9 Aog.

E g d7dMe FH 9% (nationality
diversity)o] wj¢- RAY vi§ 2L HMe F
FEAAN ] FolAAT, I gl A3
& 9dMe & A g FF &F0] A9
dojuA] Fsithn st 9 UA¥Y 23S Ba
&dtH(Earley & Mosakowski, 2000). 2=, ¥
dFdel FHAAAY T FREAA S 2EG
st 4%5U7E(Rentsch & Klimoski, 2001)
< Ed2 o2 2L AU =290

AYSAT 407 M1% 20114 2%



8 cigd £3 oFUFol B Majol ojxle Fgo 2 oY nF

e - S SRE o

i ot E L e R A

B4 3: @ g¥de IRAAANH THERA
Aol F44 9%2 A Aol

3.4 SRUUX|A/SrEYALD o 4ot

APA4 S Fidke AL @ FAH9E 2F
Ao el FARE olaf g AN A S B A
ouigtt, AYsY F ofd A LARLS o,
azo] | WelX AZ7tsd 9 FAYA of
Ud F5A 0 wteA] g golshe AMQIA|
€ B o AYAA S FAHA sMstan
Ae THYLEL TLT JAZH S ez B
g A&sH 24 AE + Y9, 53] 99 I
o] Ydo] EFaA 1 7ol BE RS AZ3
ogAe 7o AFAHQ TH &FE "8
g, ety FEYE0] EF A5 2.3
HPAAEE Ad2 FH3tz e HolXe @
W 24 7bed BAE AN AAstn 19 o
2 H24& AXNE ¥ ol (Orr, 1990) ©
92 FAAI2 449 FE ¥4 5 Ud
(Klimoski & Mohammed, 1994: Wong, 2004).
ol oud FAE B EE}n FAE 3
A& AN A9 o2& FH FAE o
dHS 7B 7] W&ol

olg} tEo] FHYE TREFANS Zed
E AL 99 "oy vjdz 22 Brh 499
23 (superordinate goal)E 9u|A|Az2 AHF
33He ou|git}, goz 92| o] ojEA LA
of dk=Ald ddl § 9 EF 3FH A4F4< st
ok, B3] i 5 F4AHcommon focus)
g 7HA Eo2H AFFY A ALY ==
M2 €4 (process loss)& A €9 F+ I

ol FHEAMo] £ " FAHLEL A

AL M40 HM1Z 20114 28

R VPR

o Z37t ohd ©3 29 EHo| o EY3HA
3 A ZRE 7170 EIIHEA He &
EE A8 AN dF ELF 7154l wopR
t}. Van der Vegt$} Bunderson (2005)& 4
FH9TE B8 FYAY Fr(shared sense of
identification)7} Bl & 2% 7HAA &
o2 AAEE I B, dE3 oY
g FAAol FHHE "HolMe M2 ARE A
ARoz o]&ozH ¥ ARE Ade Al
de3t 22 B4/ =€

B 4 FRAAANH IREABAEL @ 4%
o 384 9%<S vlA Aot

3.5 B Cidn SRuAxAe 42A-

S AFA2 FY317] HA e AU &
A7t Bl g Fg ojaf g A4 L Ae Ak
ZFa8AT ¢ g5FE FPske FEEE 1 4
2% FYsHA d4stn glojof k. ojd AYY
A2 Fhe MEI}F 2] B2 AFA Poi=
A5F5del g FEE oty Fojofd A bt
o3t O F89 92 FAA 3T +
A HEoEt gty FHAPANold o 74
LE0| PFE FPsted g FAAA AAA
A1 A3 T2HAE FALSH oldstn M s=
AL B F 3o oy FTRAUJAH ] dg
AT 8 T AT ol & A9y A3 A
Ao F2 FHAE Aol9 #Hd(taskwork) T
29 (teamwork)el tig 229 FHE oJnleH
(Cannon-Bowers & Salas, 1990), ¥ 744€
So] F(task), ®(team), =F(equipment),
38 (situation) 52 FAHA <@gt S o
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¥ A9 Bdda FAIG(des, deEs,
334, 2003: 484, 28¥, 2005: Duncan,
Rouse, Johnson, Cannon-Bowers, & Salas,
1993: Klimoski & Mohammed, 1994: Lim
& Klein, 2006: Mathieu, Heffner, Goodwin,
Salas, & Cannon-Bowers, 2000: Mohammed,
Klimoski, & Rentsch, 2000: Zhang, Hempel,
Han, & Dean, 2007).

53] Cannon-Bowers$% Salas(2001) 3
dloF & 49 49S FA Y 7IAZ Yol A
g3tz gt AAe FPAAAo] & FAAY
(task-specific) A4e2A AL FH5=d I
83 AR HA, €4, 49, A% 5T ¥F
g EAE FAA P (task-related) A4 o2A
g 48, U3 a2z A3ALsdd g 3
BE Uit AAe o FE(teammates)dl Ul
g A4o2M 189 AIE, 24, 3, A%
< & 23 Y& FEE LYY A%z gx
(attitude) 9t A1'd (belief) ol @t 2] 5§
73 Bholl g dukAQl Bze Ay 5& et
At o] Fo] Mathieus 19 FREF} 37 3}
dAdo] & FAAYA AL #H<)(taskwork)
A& Ao ° FEY e, Add digt AL
d9(teamwork) ¢ AAo2 FHFo 2N 24
= gAgFe2 dMstn cH(Mathieu et al.,
2000).

53], AE7HA9Y AFdME oldF FHHAA
Aol g 43E %Y F Jt Widgz ZxHd
g, FAT B dFdNE ol TH EF9
g W A3AE Z2A2E Yol 1 A2 F97
FYHS YA 5 e LA el (emergent
states)2 232 ¥ch(Marks, Mathieu, &
Zaccaro, 2001). €9 BARYL 557 € 7
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¥ (team experience)d SAH AHEZAM 1 A
2 53 dAHoln F71HAAH 7)5E B
3 e Aot MM RE "o EAdn
AE BARFe] o Ao njHe FgHo| e
A, 2F Aol9] FF 8FL AUE o]FAn
AdeA, 8 gAY 3324-¢ 58 AuA &
3} 4 F JeAE BTN FRAUAAY
i} FeAQ 98S #3% 4+ Sl

ZEAHLE o FH ¥F] ¥ AHE 7}
Aee & HHPoz ¥inde FiA Jygz &
Agdche 7HEE $o2A BAARFo|Y g FH
A FH7F 989 g el gy od §
A4 482 & & JeAE B49Y + 9. =
AEHE A2 AFA Fethd ddyol A3
of FRHolRRA Ee ol e vAE
%] vtz B3 AL $27F Yo o °
el Eot 340 YT FHo| A4
Hete o FAYE Alole] A3 8% 0%
& FALES PR {oIF F e FAHH o
olFozM § tepde aFE 2AHEF 4 U
1 £,

g dFAdezRE f4€E A2E A9,
B4, W3 52 FAAA AAPE S 3 H29
5 FE2 AYF0 8 498 ¥ + %
AAE L 7Y, AT @ FAPE0 280 7}
A AiF ddd A4S T g3 4 gz
Al #AMsta AHERTE 533 Flo) dig 43
olaj7t BbsdlA L 58 EFESE TEo] 7ked
olg]go] BE Zojth(Hinds & Bailey, 2003).
g2t gFgdol 2 99 FAHYE 9y EF
e AAZ2AH2E A oldidtn Yz Y
& A4 g 7 =Y EANA S T BYA G 2
A5 Z2AZ F U =§ g9 2EE 24

YA Hq0 H12 20114 28



B cld 8 oj7USol § Yol ojxls ol 2tet olgH ¥

o i

7] 98l 280] 71 A3} FEE FEI] &Y
oZH Yol BaFg 4FE wso] d 4
o FAAY FHAAe FHAag iBAS
Ho{FE 3] & (taskwork) A4 % ohjz} o
&3 Ao A, o 33249 HAH9 g
A4 g ¥gsle gYdd (teamwork) A4S &
T X ol A9 Fhe A IBA
9 9%E vt (Mathieu, Heffner, Goodwin,
Cannon-Bowers, & Salas, 2005). H%°| ©]
g FHAY 4P AFe Z2AET P
FYIEE F71%9 AF F UAh(Rentsch &
Klimoski, 2001). 235 t¥dol &2 HelA
AL FHEHA HH 280 /M A2 FE
o w3} AL 53 AHE ¢ F Ak
g JjdE $4S BoFe Ed A3
g g Y 258 7% 2449 ARYA

o4& Waldrta Erh(Hobman & Bordia, 2006:

Peltokorpi, 2006). 53] o8& 452 A4
Aoz A uE F e Ao] o] i #
A7} gxAo g FAAQ 95 TR o+
. wey aEe] 7HA ol &4 g
WA AY#E gz FAE ¥ opjg Al
&Ao] g © B89 R A E 1Hsta A
Rgozd gYdE IAH LAELE 883dln
HANZ F e 73S F2A g4 AT 9
B0l TAAY YA S Ad2 Fhdta Ao
A, FALE] JH g 44 ZHsll
o ERAoR AFUANLAE ¥ ot F2AY
JAHARE dEn ZFS dAFeE WY +
A =oFoen e FAAQ aHE 24
g Aolt, A Ta Ad, 9%, 2AAY 2ol
Follq o2& 54T 2 S IHHeR €
48 & A e, APHoR AN 2573}

ZUstoiat Haod M12 20114 28

E ¥ dAez AFATE AYF Hinds9
Mortensen(2005)& 8@ F2A tgido] 2
TS IAE & YAT FUT AYAZBA2E 3
et e AfdE 289 7FsAS ZoHA
FgAozg FAHEE & & Yo B3t A
gt 25 94 te] JiAeE A w9
Z5olge ¥4E A9ide HdM dddel 7}
Ag & e FEAY FAYS A oleF
ZAE AN Fdn g, BE T /HE
(virtual team)olME EHAHQ AL 943
1 ox "HNET F{e EAZL FLAAAT
olg 3 BAAHQ "HoNZ AAFH &Fo| ¢
P9 dFEE It HAM oS 2L
BA7} =2

B4 5: FRAGAA L & el @ A
U &3E 24F Ad. IR
Aol ¥ 4T, 9 43 U@ 3
#d g 384 50t A3
T AdEd g FEAA At
steln] FHAAAY 0] ¥E BF, ©
Ao Wi Agad qFe 384
A ZI} F3Ea AAEE P
349 &de 723E Aod.

3.6 © clddn SREIHYe 4=XE

EE o3 FAAQ HAPAA L Tk A=
oA ol A de WA, 7HA], BE §F
ANt Hrlkshe B oA FEAL A4S
Zte A v)$- F88H(Mohammed & Dumville,
2001). ole] ZH=AHA4 (shared team identity)
2§ FAHYE0 189 vA, A, 7K, £&
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yeF- %’8-‘:‘

= AR oldlstn Ffete AS Tt o
BARY FfHe B4 U L WA
1 weby Z £4o] ol © FEA Ui
A4 A8 < 7HAA He 57159801 3
A B & A9stn ot AREFS} o] 29 ot
29 93 ZHune B 28 249 $34
of Yt £ M LA wEd, 21859
713 7i7HQ1e) £4do] ofbd Bt & "o AAYE
ZTRFOEHN o]F 7teg BY 2 EJH &
2 A¥F3H(recategorization) 7} ©]F1AA H1
ol HFFT A /AL + de FAAY
QENE WJANZ § Ut (Brewer & Miller,
1984). Al T3 U &40 Ao|g § FEY
W7b o o] o] obd sy AlEH HAAE of
F1 91 de AEFEE F3l 1F Alol9 #H
A% 25s 29Uz 7 e Ao,
Gaertner$} Dovidio(2000)= AFATE 54
4919 B A4 (superordinate identity)S 712
d FAYE0 A Aol $42 M © B8
of disd ¥ HAS Bdan FAHLG. 499
W32 53 (Gaunt, 2009) Hoh A9le] A3
ol BAEY AH} £40] T § FEE 4F
dog BE Ao opet e BERE Pl FAA
< Tt e HFs] i a5 A}
olg] HAAF} Mdo] ZFasHl "= Aold.
Kearney®} Gebert(2009)+ toAdel faprl W
g4 goyd o3 248 F e AFATE
AANStn ot w84 gidM ZxsHe ¥
Er § 74950 F5E BXE It o)
H?’SH Aol 7k BE AYS LIRS o]
€ Zo9 a7t 7k vjAde F8A40t &
E“;f‘fi’i" e 38E HAdS 7o 34 4
9o FAYE FEFoEN FHY gt KR

118

AEE IS Aedde Aod, o J
A HAY e Adel 7 AR A
FAse ©e| Exo Bt B wtee 9%
g geda £,

nzt @ FH9E0] 89 HA, £X, 7 F
< 3R HE A9 "o| FTeke FEF £
EE 3 A4S FIFEN 250 M o]
A AR, AN EE R ARE =9 &
A, 53] AAY #4E A dSse A
°| E7Fsdtn AA19 ARUAlAS Bgds] §

g AT, olET ¥ 3AYY Fi= T8EY 3
5% d33ln 2YdES =9F. 53 g A
AT BHEY Fe AL FHLEY F/1FAY
AYsY, FEEFS dhed oM ZIREG7}
€ /W9 22 (Thoms & Greenberger, 1995), 7
950 %A PFsn FEALsan o] FAHY
g Aol steAE BAFE AdAAgn
50t wA HAY Fhe @ 7E9E0
A sk € A9 nRPRe vERe F
59 HARFo 2N (Pearce & Ensley, 2004)
7M., 4, AR E B wEolFE vl
E4o| dot. £¢ o FAHYEC] ESAT 43
AE g dgo g \WisE §7)3 AAFE 9%
< Y3 €.

oA Faf vjde go2 Yrjold uweke &4
Fe Yiluto7] e ojd Y AYsied
AN FAEAY 7IEE ATAEY. " Y
AL FH4n e B9 FHLEL © YA Al
718 ool dis] A FHE 7HA D FLE &
A< A €. 53 ARAQA ARUAolAe] &
7Fed ARAME o FHLES H29 P52
o A8 oldlE 4 Ax AA oltM DA
N2E AddoF & A 47] g o] FAHQA =&

HYSAT M40H H1E 20114 28



H oty 3 ojzuBol 8 dajol ol I8 ygt ol2% 2@

e S

8% glolx 83 AHAA dAEgE 2AE F
& 4 9H(Chou, Wang, Wang, Huang, &
Cheng, 2008). 7% &g 89 HAYSZS
2 A4dn £ 4 Yo "o| IFHeE EA
dhe olfrol wetM JAEA S & 9 vl F8F
ZtolEgRleg 245p7] WEd o|g g 7Hx o o
g TRt 259 %A Folo] d FaF¢A9
e E ARdE + o

w2t AF7A] BEREHE AAA FH9| 3}
A4 FHee Mg dEe] FREFAA
NgE HIgozN ATFYYGE §33 Uz 5
A, FTREFAN L FHAAAA T 2] vA,
o4, 7] §& fAEH dA8E Al A
< e E WolEAqodite oA Eo
A wh3g BY 4 7] fEold. ¥ FAHYEE
of IFEAAES 7 AY, A {uF
(psychological tie)S =Zo24 AZoA et
g T e BAS o)1 P 55 &
Bgo] 252 F9Uzth(Hinds & Mortensen,
2005). @ BA4 Fhe MUY oS 49
FEA o]Yd FHE 4 A= 4FYS AFE ¢
ofjet M2E Agstn < FAH H2IA o
AR A she 3AAA 2AS €9 &
g g FELSA Folo] FaTA | #F
g £2dle 3FE ZEE 2AIES Y
goe 48 Y] o FHEE Al9
AR F49 271 44 dojvzn 252 48
A & .

AZ o AARY 7 9S4 A °
TAYEY HAEFH 150] /A dFF ZE
9FS o XOoE RolFE WiEHe &S
2o g9 HEd HA, A FE FRIAEF
A3 3 AAstn o] B Fe 4¥L Y

AABITL Ha0d M1E 20114 29

S SRR R T SR TR TR B e e e S

#eo AZeol € + U 53] € FAY T
9 352 APH o2 Fo HolA| 7] Wi F
AR HAA49 FH 22 o Fstn A5
A AYYS PAF & o FoAM B G
g o 8% 2498 ¥ + Yt

gdel g 53-gae #dd et € 9%
AL 3 A2 ofojtoid A2 &S £
NZ F 8l ZAEE 72 AT ol & 3FA
o2 g43tan ske 57138 294717 34
ofgt FhEdAT. a2y dFdS odeE 4%
M FH7] e AFoME 8ol 7k HA,
ZE, 7 Sl dall 84S IR A F
M Hoh & oA e 7Y 7w nids)
g 7 3t @ ALY FhHe od dagi=
€ 7K1 8§ FAYeE FdsteAe daglel
2 BRE FA Fefstn Ade A4S 2
ANReEH &40 e F8Y Y5 Y 33
Aoz Hrste AV|E wHdd o EF ole
ool 7S £ de $3AA ERE g3
e 23E ZYs dd. g2 8 FA49
THE 9 Wl A= e A4, 28, olejto]
£ 4% A8 ERFeE FHENAE T e
1A #AgeA "o 53 el w& €Y
TAYEL g8y 239 Tl o8 9 ¢
< 740l 7] Wi, 7HMdol 7 £A40|
opd zA9] o] FHES T &4 Aol
A o FEA 43S 43 ¢ A €49
(Chatman & Spataro, 2005).

%, TH9EL /I 5771 opd |3 279
539 o E93A Hz AUYAYA ZEE 7]A°]
75N B9 ERE A8 A9 +3E A
o] zplo] 74xl S AR S B A S A4
8% 7tsAol woldtt, &3 Qo] AR At
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Y27 - 2387

€ ofejdo|g} #H S W 229 ZHE 93 &
Aoz 5% - ssted vy o7 482 3
Al ¥H(Van Der Vegt & Bunderson, 2005).
9 ZHREAAA ] ¥ He Adde] JHA A
Aol A AT P 52 IdE fAELE
A o2 i g $482 71 ¥ T8y 3R
o #4E AAAYG Adde 2%E BojA €
tH(Scott, 1997). I A%, L © AT
2PRoz 94%E wAA @ Aot 53 Van
der Vegt® Bunderson(2005)& SZA9 3+
(shared sense of identification) &F°| &l
g 735 ATAY ZAAE Hojdol ol F
AAQ 98¢ YA F Yoz Badgd.
53] ZHERALL Y, 9%, 9%, 2444
22 AAFA gyl & "ol vl§ T2 o
~§.O

& 2498 4 Ao 7153 WA, 254 W3,
¥ 2444 59 @4 Azt 7R ARA

3 ALE BAYE R FAGRLEN 4T T
o Fej7t Hrjete 12 o] RE e HYA
Aol did Ff7F EAdke FelMe g =2
BAA AAFE BojgozH o= Fxo YRE
8 ¢ Yo AT 7] 2 AE, 9%,
AF 59 $4L2 A= ARAY AR &
7l Mo 2o E33 AHE 7HA 20 (Pelled,
1996). shvpsta sejad gdd $4% 22 A
o] AffH ez ulE & gln LPFY AFH7
oo s wddtn B4 o AL AL A
$Ho2H A4 WFsle] AYF AR 243}
7] Mot 58 AEuHd A3z A% ©
U A% g 371 48R3 ARERHeY W
3o me gd g9 ke 249 dAE
o] ANz FAE7] oFs] WEel Hed o
Fdol 71 34 %Y < #2 Yaot ok

- 120

webd B9l ® ozt & AN I BF
o] ZAY Aot v2A Y e A% o
¢4, 282 244 949 FAAA 9%
A48 & 92 Aok oM daH 22 B4
7t =29, ‘

34 6: THEFANE © Aol © A
oAE RS 2AE Aoy, F T
23440 ¥& A5, ¥ Add d
BPaA g IFAY mrt 2
gen AQEA g ¥3AU &
7t sy FRERA] Be 3
+ 8 A g A G
AR &3yt F3tEn QB o
e ¥4 ate s Aol

3.7 SRULRA STEHEA Y] JFH vl

E dFdMe 9AAY FH9 FRAYA4
(shared task knowledge)® ohJzt ZHE3A
A (shared team identity)d] 9FH= 37 Z=
oz o AARLE FHHn J& HHo F
d o g 434S B3 § ATl A3
JYE FEAE ooz F9d Hux %
. AT ZzxIRe] FAAY AJAAE F
fote A= Fa3A% @ 9] HA, 7K
52 d43tn Frkste @ Sl FEAQ
AzZte Ze A% v F23}%H(Mohammed &
Dumville, 2001).

FTHHAAN L AAA BG4 FHhol AFH
o & 239 AL 94kl =39 He 50
A ZUS Azsn o, v, FRERANLS #
A Abole] AlelAY FhzH(psychological tie)

AUBIT x40 H1E 20114 28



8 clgd £3 oipUBol § 4ol ojzl: Fo) 1 ol2H 2F

e e R R TR A R N i il e

o F/E AxPde HdAA AXEY B85S F
3 Brh ZAAQ wgoe ¥39 4 Uk ¥ A
S Tfehe BY FHLES A=E d 43
3 N2 g FAET #& ¥ ohz /AR
g 99 g (welfare)dll £ 4L 7HAA 5
o] 1 AAZE EAol 4 & 7] wWEe|tH(Hinds
& Mortensen, 2005).

BPAA S Ffdhe Aol v & AHAAE
Yehlle A=Y A A2 (cognitive) FAEH
< BoFe Aojgtd, © BAYE Fhde AL
el vjde 2% Feta ujAdY ZEAHHE A
3 FAE FH7 Hol U5 BoFe By ¥E
A (expressive)? FHE BTy, webd HA
9 AAA HEY ¥ ozt 1 vAS T
Eo] HARA Y 7HNE Fu drht vk £o8
wolgo| 3 QleA] &, driv Azl Ed8tn %
AE 83 of7t q7]d A, AAHe|n
dAoz AHgHe AL A% € AYA4Y ¥
Fohe 22 AYold o HAS ZAAAZ
Z, FEAoE Wolgoln FNAHLE FHE A
o] 87€}. oo FFE HAHI EYstn Ue
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The Synergistic Effects of Team Diversity
and Convergence Mechanism on Team Performance

Moon-Joo Kim* - Jeongkoo Yoon**

Abstract

In recent years many organizations tend to be more diverse in terms of gender, age, functional
background, educational background, tenure and so forth. The increase of diversity in workforce
has indeed become inevitable reality. However, relevant studies on the relationship between
diversity and performance have indicated contrasting arguments. Some argue that task-related
diversity produces positive effects on performance by incorporating various ideas and perspectives
for problem solving and innovation, whereas personal-related diversity dampens performance
due to the lack of communication and subgroup conflict.

To resolve this controversy, this study proposes the moderation effect of diversity convergence
mechanism on performance, which is mobilized by sharing task knowledge and team identity.
Specifically, we propose that team diversity can enact a role of synergy for team performance
under such convergence mechanisms. Shared task knowledge about key elements of the team's
relevant environment may enhance team members coordination and effectiveness in performing
tasks that are complex and unpredictable. Shared team identity would also make team members
to share team's vision, mission, value, and objective which help solving various kinds of problem
that shared task knowledge could not solve entirely. Team members who share similar task
knowledge and identity can anticipate each other’s responses and coordinate effectively.

A majority of existing research, however, has studied the influence of diversity and shared
task knowledge/team identity independently - how workforce diversity influence on team
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performance positively or negatively and how sharing of task knowledge and team identity

have a positive effect on team performance.

This study proposes an integrated model that would combine the two different research.
That is, if diversity would be defined as the mechanism that can lead a divergent effect to
produce various information and knowledge, diversity could bring a synergy effect on team
performance only when the divergent resource could be integrated with shared task knowledge
and team identity as a convergence mechanism. The sharing task knowledge and team
identity could play a critical moderating role to integrate the divergent diversity effect. If
the team diversity is regarded as various human capital, the sharing of task knowledge and
team identity would be the convergence mechanism to utilize diversity positively.

It is in a high level of shard task knowledge and shared team identity that task-related
diversities (i.e., functional background, educational background, and team tenure) lead to
team performance. In the personal-related diversities (i.e., gender, age, and birthplace), however,
shared task knowledge may not play the convergence mechanism enough to override the
negative effect of personal-related diversity: only shared team identity mitigates negative
effects and thus utilizes diversity’s positive potential.

In conclusion, we need to understand the processes through which and the conditions
under which diversity may bring high team performance. The clarification of when and how
diversity would bring some positive or negative effect has been big concern and diversity
management is desperately required for maximizing positive potentials and mitigating negative
effect of diversity. Even though diversity might have positive potential in a long-term, it
would not be easy to utilize diversity effectively in the workplace until we can address the
mechanism of it correctly. We also discussed the managerial implications of our claims.

Key words: team diversity, convergence mechanism, shared task knowledge, shared team
identity, team performance
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