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BISEERIE RTINS EE: N~
— AT ITHH T

FRE OKEF AR

(1. AR K2R 220 S P LR M pe, B 2002415
2. FAGH KU RATT SE MR, EiE 200240,
3AERIME R AT SEMA T T EHY, Big 200241,
4. i ERRERARAR, B 200444)

[ =] ATEREFHEA— WLl YX-ATIBRE, FARITHEZ
HATHE, #MFLEBREE., AFAERAERE, ELHLUBERRERLGHR
TFABREANCEERALIE, RUHERRA: OHLLTEREERN TR NFR,
LERFAFN LA, YERIHWEREASCER. QWL TEREAEREMMUERK
WAL, YHERTAERRNELEMANMEH, BERTHERERNESR. QML T
BREAERABEFNERL, YHHERATHERAFXABERN, FERIHNERE
HE®R. OERFRFHIHERE, EAT5ERAENREAUBMXABEARL
R, AEXEHEATNERRBAEFAY . XFEFRAGE—FRETUH LNELE
Fhoam, FERBTETERELRBETUREA ZEHD

[X@F] BREE; Lok, TR REMME; XRXEE

5l

EAT AF R AN FHRE RN EEERR, 45 AL TR T BB E
M. G TEPACRS REAIKL, EAREs | RS A SRR R AR .. R TP T
ARl 3 A S B A A A — SRR T (AL, T G T B MR )i A A A — R PR U A R S U
Z— (Griffeth, Hom 1 Gaertner, 2000)

BB LATE (938 2 AR . T B HRIE AR 72 AT LS w1 . o MR P 50 A s LY
BT (Steers il Mowday, 1981) . HiFE B AR E R E SR fEm iR, FEFRNZE
BT A/ A A0 (Donald, Ployhart 1 Shepherd, 2016) . 27 A %%t B HRAT K AR &
B 2, TR R . A2URE . A2 ASM TIEFHKITHE (Jiseon Fl Yong, 2015;
Chan, Mai, Kuok #1 Kong, 2016; Maun, Nele, Kinnunen, Ruokolainen, Rantanen I Anne,
2015; Merideth, Dawn. Boswell, Whitten, Butts Fil Michele, 20165 M{=75 . {7 B 2L fl 8 %

i3

(B2 H] HEARRARETH (71102029, 71372081, 71672006) .

MEEB] EdRl, AT 1976 48, B, RS2 S8 MERRAEE, B4 0, M. ME, skm.
AT TR, ROTEIRG R, RSN, 4T 199248, 4, HRIMIE KRN SIS M- MrR g, IHinm.
BB . PN, AT 1988 4F, 4, g/l EAEEE A BRA R AN SERE L, W,



2015) . FE[IB 1 LATE A& BIBFI )G . RIALA 3 T IR s A (A DA DR A B e T L fth 235 SR A8
8, ALUEA (Maertz F Griffeth, 2004) . JT4F%, “F&MTIT MRS S B HAOX B AR 22 a0
Mg (Bartunek . Huang Fl Walsh, 2008; Felps. Mitchell, Hekman. Lee. Holtom F1 Harman, 2009;
ERE . ANMIMETA, 2014; ERIE. RERLIMAMHM, 2015) . Fl0, Krausz % (1999) B
g8 1 (6] 35 B M B A8 TAEZS RAREm (A hn TAE ) , JFUESE 1 [l 3 s i B4 ) S iR
AIEE R o A5 A2 H B A AR R 5 R) B IO B AL B AR B sl AT A i ma,
Brockner Fl Kim (1993) Mt (bR MABIE 1 [ F g AR BT 5 T AR IR . (B2
R HAGUSII T T . A A OB A £ DA T 70 (] 3 JROK B A 0 TSl i A X e, A
WFFE Rl Sl A gett s BRI T N i o A2 HAREIe S | A B IRBE AL (R i 98 o dm /b, SR FH S 36 2 4[]
2 [0) 4% e PR B T R e TR 14 SCHRR DU S /0> ) g 8 WOUKS B8 4 53 7%= A S i AR FHAIL I 4
], FETERTIRLE 53 TR B BAR/)N , X SRR o 25 RIS P OF B S BRI Rl 2% . R
A R [R] S ) B A% G P s L OO B AT PR B 0K 25— MR A F 5 G

Goodman Fil Haisley (2006) &1 AMTFES T2 FURHT, BB BT R 275 183 =N Jr T i)
Kz, B “HEME S (Computational Ease) . “ LB R 241" (Appropriateness of Ref-
erents) A1 “f5 B FYE"  (Information Availability) . AP 5| A2 R EE, EHL T SEE
A CAEWE I . AL S B R 22 8] B 3R 2 AL AN OC R i AR AL 2 LR R, R 30 4R
FET BHG TN BRAE DA T R E E m AT L

—. FEER

(—) TEREANBER TEREENRN

Ha BRI AMEBR AT P2 E A WM iL (iGN . WA, SRR
) S5 AFHATHES, DUKASE B M-S E (E h. BN m—Milg., BFX—EX,
FEN TR 2 LR W A B bR, R AR AR A A AR vh —Fp 19 . S AT bk 5 Ay 0o 3
M4 (Menon il Thompson, 2010). H Festinger (1954) HEH 2 MHE 2 OIS LI, 2R XY
XS RN S . LT RS, &S s B H TIHRE
M HBAMERE RIS, S BN S REMANRE %) . (2, MtSHBNTER
NHE AR AR R O BEALE R R AR 2 ORIBEFRIATE R, 2005) o 108 4123 Hge i 0o B
AR, PR (RS B PO B AT B M ) s BEAE VAL 1) LE S A SO O B B M 5

TAEFE I EAE G T B HRE TG oty T AR . B TS BUS R B — M i i T (PR
B FIBRE R . TR B & A BRI h55) RISk Byfish, ZWAE Tz Good-
man Fll Haisley (2006) #&H T#t& 0 “HHREME HHE" BIMEE, RIAERE i g mt &7 18
NS BN R AE BTG B S TR . BIRE N TR M #A T BIEE M HRITAS )
B, FFEXTTFEAERE R, B AES MR A C HATH RS . 1esh, BFREl, A%
AR TAEMEMN RS SEMXN. RFEESIE, BEENA S FHLRZ ) TENER
JERRAE, SUE A B Sk BAEE 5 EIE 2 HEE (Brockner il Kim, 1993) . Af]
IR B FE S TR T, SERELEACHUMN T/AERRSSRAEZM, 274
P SR (Salovey #1 Rodin, 1984) . Vecenio (2005) MIER AR, "SS5 TAEWMEE . A8 X
HAFGEHRAK, FHFHPESMER TRHRIRER. mH, s tigedid, MeEAIEA
LA LA R A4 N B A [a]  (Nabi A1 Keblusek, 2014) , 4RI S B IFHLARB T —104r
BAFE) TAERT, BAER TR SR TAE. TSR A QB T iR —0 EiF /Y

2



TAE, Mg =Rk EE (FIRESE, 2015 . mYFRFHPERBGTEASNE O, BT
FXFAC HET TAESRA N EZH AR, BRI ESHHEE. Hil, ©f KRRNIFRERIE
ST TAEWE X B T A R S R B A B s (Blanton, 2001; EFHA], H#kAIK
1, 2014) . ZETFLL BT, AWFFEEHaF R

ik 1: AT R HRR S ) R ish ey o, e RS B, BT AR EREE 2
Cir=/

(Z) REBUEMEER TEREENZN

RIZHA RIS LBDUTFEPER . 4Rl . BT M2 56 WA Re e b AR 0Pl — Bk R
(Nabi il Keblusek, 2014) . Mfstt2HEIE, 75K E w2 b B RIFM a5
R (Brockner Al Kim, 1993) . Goodman % (2006) #H T#H2x e “HES G046 241" AOMER:,
R AMTEEZ BB TES TR Y A C A e B A TR B 2SR I B . MK 4b
A5 BB el b TA K S her, TSR WERRHIEN B C AR SR A, B
TIN5 B SAERI AN S FARBULARE R CERIE . Boks . ERFFEE, 2015),

G T A PR R X BRI 43 R i, AL T— A TAEREE, R TZES™4EREZ0H
I . Goodman Fil Haisley (2006) BIWF7E R, ATFEMS B LEMEEM () ®5(H, &
A SZPFAl X S e 2 BREE SR, 52 0t 2 BE AR BEA (S BLREFE 2 KARE At 1 A 752
FIZR . AH EE TR S5 S A 00, 76 = BEA BRSO AE 55 B AR BN A, A TRs BB ANt
IRBUHE 24 X TAERIfE B (Goodman Fll Haisley, 2006) . BEE 5 HATH Z [EHIRZH G,
AT TAE NS OG, EREE AR RO T TAE I rfE 2. i, BIRE S5 REE 0
SRR TAERAR RIS B FEGTEENE A LA %, MO, J5EEAS ERiHE M
b4 (Brockner il Kim, 1993) . AMAZ, WRFHMIE 5 FHRERBGH THE, SHEE
G TR TR B = A I R 5 PR A 78 4 TAEAS B i — R sE i AN o e FURUR: B 81, BAE Bt
To R NS EARIRE BORVEAG B OB EF I TIE (Felps %, 2009) . Brockner Fl
Kim (1993) BRFFERM, 5 &R RIS A SO, BAE DL T AW S R, AT 5 0 B
R THERER. A MHUPER RS S sh e, BEESEEIINRR IS 515,
I HIAH B OB ERE R RBFR S T/E, ™ AR @ i S E R . mYEER T 5 T2 EK
RIZAHAE LBARET, BEEIUTFASE A C MBI P17 g, HT/EMEE MRS EZE
HE R/ (Felps %, 2009) . FEFLL EArHr, ASBFST4EH an M B .

i 2: AHHETEPFEFERZMUERAGEL, SEER T 5 E S0 R E R &,
ARG TR B R A

(Z) XFRBEXMBER THIRSERZM

KFREGHEA EFVRRNE, 8307 BahFACTRRATRRE . #0007 387 i B [a] iR |
JRIEERTR . CRBETI L EEIRSGERE, WA Z )R 6 AR [z, WG R 5 B s
(Nabi 1 Keblusek, 2014; Granovetter, 1973) . MR#EFE S IS, MEASHRIE LESE B 5K
R B R . MEES TR FXRFEYN, F5RBOCTHERMHEXGER, HMm
A5 BRI tv A, ] SR U o R 2 2 A [R] S ) AR AR U R (Krausz 55,
1999) . TEVZIF S RIHIRT, MAEHTE B TR ks T 2k A %S RIFEME L, X
FEMRAR—RXTAAS TAENAIGEE, I “TIELZHASH" . “Sl U RABAE" %
(Krackhardt 1 Porter, 1985) . Goodman il Haisley (2006) #:H 742 % “fF 80T HM" 4
&, XREERI TR B R 23 T B BT & RIS E BAEZ KRR E E R IER
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DA . AFXRBER, BRRAFEMAGEREEAS G SHELRFVNEER THEE, &%
B HAAE  (Blau F1 Katerberg, 1982) . X6 ifii ({5 B8 BR Mk i el 25 B AL & 0 TAES
FE . EE MUK, K. SRERAERE (2003) WARH, MK “SCRT MRS S MAR
BEMITR, IR “KLR" MALUREA EENEN, SAUREN, AR 5 T
ABPEEMEERZE, Bk, APRCRMS RS R TR E M4 GRS,
2003) . MR TABMUAECREY . HARREE . SLEA AL 1R F s s, R kB
ARk, FEAEARBYSE RS PR, SRR EGRE (Brockner 1 Kim, 1993) .

Hitt, AN, SEERFEFERNRIESEm N THABIEE., RIEAPRZENES,
FFEEPEAR, FANXREDNRES LD NEEA RSN — AR R B, (B2
BN AKRIAI2EYIN, BIENITASBEE NI AIFA SRR K. TV B
B, ApFrdean F Rk

Bk 3. A TR R o BB ESHAE L, MRAER T 5 IR E S oL RorERET, BT
BT B B s

(M) TEFRME. REMBEMENX R BEZEIERNRNE

2L A2 U IS, MR TS B H R D T AR T A 2 BB ) AL HE T
BB RIER, TREA USRS IERLKL AR, i H SA SR AT B
BERISHERAY . BUER B I (Festinger, 1954) . Suls Fl Wheeler (2000) FOfFT i, M4k
EWS A CFRE MM AT, AT S AFREE, AR ARILHERN. TSR
HE M FE AT, $FR5R SN EREVEMEHAN, AOGH CASEEER, mE AT
G REF A A RUE .

A RAEE M, e M E R AR ANE . RRREHEREEN, HIEMERET
SERAE BBOE T MAENTER R E O FRE (Wang fil Ying, 2015) o EHRE A @A E X b IE &
BETEAER, AN R TP AR, [F3 X MR E B BE T B EE N ENRE
ODHERE, AT RTERAFRN . AFREEMA LN E 2 5HREHTILE (Wang F Ying,
2015) . FEATINK, M “HEOFESHE". “HENRME4E" 1 “FENTHE" X=/HES&
mfE—nt, HATHSHENSERSEL . A THBMERGRE, R TXREBEIE SRR, B
R TAEW I . AR5 T 5 B HA R 5 A 2R 2 AR R OC R 3R B S A R s i L H e 0.0 B
& (Woo Al Allen, 2014) . USRS BEA Ay H 2 A3 E T4F09 T4E, SEAER TS,
KRR, WARPEAE 2 ORI, X — B MR S 25 W) Sl ok — Seply, st f) 7 A BR Bl T 2%
FLOEE, R, FETFLL RS, AR an k.

Bk 4. BHRREISEA TAEGL . BT 53 5 B MR g5 (19 3R )2 AR A 1 OC 28 5 8 1) 58 L3800 '
ER BB TR I A

B 4a: BSHRIRISE 00 ARG ) 5 88 A 5L A0 s M) g 22 o] 170 2 J25 A (R 1) 32 L 2000 I 25 R )
BAEG TR, B SR B 008 CAEMGr, BTG TS S E R Z AR,
HAL O T R B

B 4b: ESHAE A TR )55 B8 A 5 0 2 WA ] S5 2 1] f) G 2R 5 3 1) 22 12800 S 2% 3 i) P
1ER TR R, BVRER RIS 098 TAEERGF, BAER T SR IRE ¢ R R GR, BT
TP g MR PR

(B34 4 BAAT 51 T4 6 B[] 25 11 2 S AR (LI 0 X R 5 B 1 5 B 00 b 2 i) B AT 5% T g IR
A, BVERES TS BRSO R Z AU R, JCRR R, B R AR IR A

{B5 4d: BERIRIEE 69 TAER M LA KCRAT B T S &R S Z MR ZHPIE . RRE =FH



A2 HON B R B A BT R B MR SR B AR AR, BT TS R A
RIZAROIMERGR, SC R ER, BTG TR s A

= A

AR R 2 CTAER M . ) E3R3h vs. il FHiEh) x2 GREBMMIME: & vs ) x2 R
FE: R ovs.55) MOZLIRISEEE, RRACIUR AR A4 X FE 0 BT KA HR A MBA 24 51, k% Y a) 45 297
0y, BIBCERLNE: 276 63, ARG ER N 92.9%., POl B 144 A, FIER 32 %, T
TAEAKH 8.8 4

AR RRSMERS . SRS A, P S SR B, FEMIETE RiEh, A
WEFRULI T IR IR R B R, R I8 A O SR i B SRR, B, e
KGRI —MEH, EE G A B & B SR BB A\ 2R 2 v . A
GO B B — N U R Lin AORTEAE U 40, APRERH Lin SR T, JHFH S8 1 Lin 9T
PEWLI . Lin 59000 RZH MRS RRE . fEm BishscEsE T, “Lin B84 A ek B
BUALHRI A R UK, ZERIA Tl A BE S A 257 FEM R s SR8, “Lin FEER0#i 2
A LR H ATEER A Rl A /N, ZERA T A5 — . FERZ MM R S s B, <R A
Lin # LA W] — 800 1305, WARYIRRR . IS S TAE A RAIIAY " 7E RIZ AL IRAY 256
T, “EARARAN Lin 7EA R TR —A00 T TAE, (RS2 /) AR [a) S AR TR, AFEUE R 2245
K, FIEPEAR TAERRR . TAENEWATARL,” 756 R RSG5, “ FHSa R H
F, RA Lin 2% —&H ED.” X ARESNLREES, “FIURSR BB, AR Lin A
SRl

UEAh, [ A BRI H . TAER M . “BEse ERTEEE, BIEE Lin 881 T —15
PR B AR TR " RZAEIME: “Belie s BakfgsE, M A O Lin A . AEREHL
TAEERTE LA TAENA ML " KRR Pl 35E LREEE, A A M Lin BERME.” A
WFFER AT Likert T 5 X0 X 26080 H 474745, Hop “1” R “EHAEE", 5" FR bW

AIRERE P ERBIFEITA Kim % (1996) A ER, HSH TKBMEMT (2002) /)
g, L4, WEBHEHW: “Lio BIHFAEE, REFEEIFEATHAFL" MHEEELTUEA Likert
HA R, Hd 17 FR EFRARE", 5" TR EEREE". BEREEN 0735,

=.HRGR

(—) BRERE

FEXT LR A TR UE AR, ASHI 5% R IS AR AR ¢ K38 %o [ A8 B (R 3R 75 s A TR 56
IR E R 1 s,

AR IR RN, X Tl 2 e H R BRI S Lin 09 TAERE I, 10 B3R shdl S5 Fifish
HHEEREEST My =404, M =233, t (276) =15.966, p<0.001); X T#kik 514 b & IR
[ Lin R ZAHMME, SRZHUMES SICRZMUMEAGAEREZER (M 5=3.29, M =2.10,
t (276) =9.703, p<0.001) 5 XF ol HHEE B WAF S Lin MOCRMRE, ML RMEA S5 LR
SRR EEST M =352, Myx=236, t (276) =10.534, p<0.001) . XA ARFITNx
=AN AR R R B



£1 tREZR

B i s | | bk Y
fa] | 139 4.04 0.788
TAEG M : 15.966™
DY 137 2.33 0.984
A 140 3.29 1.086
FEM A , 9.703"™
ik 136 2.10 0.957
i 139 3.52 0.973
K 10.534
55 137 236 0.861
(=) BiZIeiE

/A LRGSR 3, A5 Z%2%# Andersson il Bateman (1997) 947k LA
Ke2¢ 3% Tabachnick F1 Fidell (2013) A&, KM — MR (General Linear Models, GLM)
BEATEAE ST, I Type T Tests,

1. FER RS

AL GLM XA RISERAEHE T A LR B 22 5 e T Hed, IR AR . RIZAUTE L
Rk Z X B HUE A, 45 R WK 2 Fs.

R2 AESHER

BHERE
Ar
Mean Square df F oW

TAERLE (A) 0.609 | 5.113 0.019

RZMMPIHE (B) 4.884 1 41.031" 0.132

KEMRE (C) 4.070 1 34.192" 0.113

AxB ‘ 0.600 1 5.041° 0.018
AxC 0.135 1 1.131 0004

BxC 0.015 1 0.129 0.000

AxBxC 1.794 1 15.070™ 0.053

TE: 2 RGO AN, S i [ 22 v PR R B B (e )

MFE2 A LLFEN, TR ESNEE (F=5.113, df=1, p<0.05, n’=0.019), H&m75,

It Bl Pl MR P B T A (X =3.13, Xgr=3.03, 1=2.061, df=
275, p<0.05), f&i% 1 158 ZF. REHMUEMERLEE (F=41.031, df=1, p<0.001, n’=

0.132) . EUATIE , FIZHHBIME S RS 58 o B IR B3 o T RZ AR AR B (XK=

321, X=2.95, t=5.847, df=275, p<0.001), R 2 HBH L. XRABEMERIEE (F=
34.192, df=1, p<0.001, w*=0.113) . B{&ME, XREFROERPHLOBREEEEST

K RE TS Xu=321, Xg=2.96, 1=5.376, df=275, p<0.001), {B&i% 3 155 % .



2. ZEH BN AR IS
WiEE 2, THERMSRZMEUEMLEREE (F=5.041, df=1, p<0.05, n’=0.018),
B 4a fR5I32FF . BAKT 5, ERZMOEFBERRER T, i ERshissEh giln s e E B

EFEFRAEE Ko =330, Xgr=3.11, t=3.046, df=139, p<0.01); 7EFZMHLEARRH

WOLT, RS el s R AR T i Fah s, MARE Xu.=2.94, Xir=295,
t=-0.102, df=134, ns.). TAEWM SXRBEMNZEIARE (F=1.131, df=1, ns., n'=
0.004) , fEiX 4b WAFRIFF. REZMEINES XRBEMN L ERNARE (F=0.129, df=1, n
s., M*=0.000), &% 4 WAERN R, TERM . REHOMESCRBEMNZELRN BE (F=
15.070, df=1, p<0.001, m*=0.053), fBi% 4d 1533 FF.

HTHEEW, BLRIB AR, AUFZAHH T TR M5 RZ AR 58 B,
TAER . RIZAMME S RBE SRR S EE, WE 1, B2 Bk,

3.40 F
vl " T
— [ T ifizh
Ry i iz
Eﬁ 3.10 F
=
Bl 300 -
290
2.80 } . .
NG il
F 2
B1 IERESERERUEXNESREENZTEER
TAER A= Eifish TAET W =7 F i sh
3.60 F
3.50 F 310+
3.40 -
B 330} B 3,00
i Al
2 320; ﬂé
E 310 & 2.90
3.00 F
290} 2.80 F
2.80 , , ; )
A il Gl NG AH IR
RIZHMLIHE R
KRR KRR
— i —_
s £

B2 IERE. REBAMESXZREXNSREENZEER



M. &5k

TS HEINE, ARFCRA IR FER MBA 224 TiFsE, #8311 [R5 B e XA
Al AL B T EE W, SRLITE . OMETEBE S TR, e m
sy, AR TAEIREE S S, @~ T S WU SR AR AR L, Y BT B TA
BHR R R AR R, B B A R B R . DA L T B MR SO A S S L,
FAE L RS HR R S OC R R BRI, BME R TRy & . @WEIRE F ) TAER M . RS
TH5HREIFARZHAUERCRBER G50 3¢ TR0 8 &0 R T

ABFFER LS RAITEOF A R AR . 140, Brockner Fl Kim (1993) HYRFFTLE R LM,
AT # 00 et [o1 1 (Comparative Tendency) 5 T A &5 BE ORI OGS I R) =5 10 i st
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The Research of the Impact of Colleagues Turnover on Stayers’
Turnover Intention

—Based on the Perspective of Social Comparison Theory
WANG Zhenyuan ZHANG Huiping SUN Shanshan

Abstract: Employee turnover events are infectious to some extent. When an employee leaves, the stayers may
compare themselves with the leaver and generate turnover intention. This study intends to explore the process of
psychological effect of stayers’ turnover intention based on the social comparison theory. The conclusions are as follows:
(DCompared to the leaver’s downward mobility, the stayer’s turnover intention will be higher when the leaver has upward
mobility. @ Compared to the leaver having fewer similarities with him/her, the stayer’s turnover intention will be higher
when the leaver has more similarities. (3)Compared to the weak relationship between the leaver and him/her, the stayer’s
turnover intention will be higher when their relationship is strong. @) Leaver mobility, the similarities and strength of the
relationship between the stayer and leaver have interaction affection to the stayer’s turnover intention significantly. In the
end, this study summarizes the theoretical innovation and contribution of the research. The implications and limitations of
the study are discussed, and directions for future research are suggested.

Key Words: Turnover Intention; Social Comparison; Work Flow; Similarity; Strength of the Relationship
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