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The Effects of Leader—-Member Exchange and Transformational
Leadership among High Performer and Low Performer of
R&D Professionals

Cha, Jong Seok

Abstract : The objective of this study is to identify the characteristics of high performer
among R&D professionals and to examine the effects of LMX(Leader-Member Exchange)
and TFL(Transformational Leadership) on job satisfaction or organizational commitment.

The empirical result shows that; 1) when compared with the low performers of R&D
professionals, the high performers have more proactive personality such as risk-taking
propensity, self-efficacy, need for achievement, 2) the high performers have more
innovative problem-solving style, 3) the impact of LMX and TFL on job satisfaction or
organizational commitment is significant and positive, 4) the augmentative effect of TFL
over LMX on job satisfaction or organizational commitment exists for low performer but
does not exist for high performer.

Based on the result, the theoretical and practical implications are discussed.

Key Words : LMX, TFL, High Performer of R&D professionals, Personality,
Problem-Solving Style
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A (Leadership)ell W3t A= =2 3 %%(Organizational Behavior) #-°F2] @
Aol 7144 W AN = B2 ¥4l
(Management of Technology) EoFoll A 2t]4]S “rxﬂi ATH T3S Uy
ofe}l sl @A gtHElkins & Keller, 2003). R&D #oF2] =] EAES A
ZrAE g4 q3 9 Vs 2HE w HuA ATEEH I - A4, 1994 A
, 2007)0] At d9 I ES AF R, R&D 3= ov] = gy ol2o=
W1 gl o] 29o] LMX(Leader-Member Exchange)©]®3} TFL (Transformational
Leadership)o| 29 & + Ut

LMX o]&2 2o} 744 7+ AFS A wgkadAl 9] A(quality of social relationship)
of 245 i UHGraen, 1976). =2 A4 #AE Hol= R&D 2t =d4<1 3

&, A8 Ageke 3, oA 2 Boshs e s Bolw, L A3 E R&D 40l

A AT JAAdE A7 FA-EAER] 719E K (Graen & Cashman, 1975,
Graen & Scandura, 1937).

TFL o]&2 & ZHE A4 oz Wsia7]7] S8 F-et5clA vde AAlstkaL, A
stal F-ebH, A2 #Rlol A FAlE BA okar, 78 A<l
= 3= 2lu i olth(Bass, 1985; Bass & Avolio, 1993). ¥ 3] 4 (transformational) 2]ti4
o] A IS R&D A A= yYehal =], Z2AE gu7F e 4 2t 4
S HALE B2 AygHor Fgse Aow Yeluga dtk(Keller, 1992, 2006).

R&D ZA]ol| 4] LMX$}F TFL] 3 (impact)S S48k AT EE o) (creativity),
& Al(innovation), A A3, &34 2 38X So] F2E AFEH I HKeller, 1992;
Scott & Bruce, 1998; Tierney et al., 1999). s}A| Wk R&DSI & o] A Fub= 9l =] =93}
2 HE B s e oA o ® A7t vlgetth 1 ol R&DEA A= 7]
=94 B AR F8 w7 wiEd Aoty ey e R&DIE S Al B
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LMX¢} TFLE R&DIZ oI/ 3449l ek & 20w o daxw ReDIZ ] 43}
Gzol Wb 1 A ok W Ao el etk gukshd AT REDIEHS

woh 42l BEet AAZHS 2 Q7] wlEe] WA o Ate eluile] € o
oA

—_

2 Zlo]7] wjiolth o] gk oA o] A= WA R&DIHS thdom it
(high performer)E Ae|stal, A3} R&DIFH e 5AS WS 3t}

ol#] gt vl Ao A o] AFE thEdt 22 Al ZEA o] AT HX S 2ta vk AA, 114
7 R&D <183 #1433 R&D]IH & T-E3ste] o]59] 54 zol& ¥ dth =4, R&D
1= el LMXe} TFLo] AFnks 8l 2 =Sl mal= daFs stk A,
LMX<¢} TFLe| 9&8 H=7F 147 R&DAH I A3} R&DIFHANA o =}o] 7}

=AE A
oled ATt HHE Zal, V€ A & AAF B, =l R&DIIE
of et AwE FHste] AT ZAGATE Bor BA AT At o] 24/ d A

i=]
ANRE ANES .

1. 1A R&DSIZE ] &4

1733 R&D el gk 41421 Aol 7gwutet o)zt F 5= Stk 71nbet <)
Aol th=ar HefA &4 g5l A3 7]Eo] vh27] wiitelt) shAIR R&D <13 ¢ A4
(performance) & 78t 7| o2 dibd o2 wolsoXa Q= 7|&2 7 7HA otk
(Pelz & Andrews, 1966). A= ‘27| ool tgh 7[oEo|a, &A= © A7
of gk 7o lo|t}, ‘87w VR = Y s EokllA s B Al A=
£ oulete Ao R Vw2 A3 ou]star, ‘ATl i VR s A% AT A
o mAd gl AR HAe] Vofste BEE on|sh= Zloltt o] AFtelA= o] F 7]Eel
<Akl 1433 R&DRIE S FYstes vt 5, 1143 RDYIH S A4l diE 3
7] okl BHEe AAS WA FAlol AE dArAe] AR Gl T]os)
= Abgoltth

R&D A4 #ejAE2 243 R&DYIE S S o] F-3lIA S detstr] ffal &

156 71=840d+ 2049 3%



o 2% 1 2 (competency model)’

=ote =8e ool s, 2 ol el 215k R&DSIH Y

7h 9 as/Edel &3 4 97| witoltH(Dreyfus, 2008). & 91, AT&T A4
d 58 A Yol & HWolA] o] 5o TEHS EEste] 97l o

Fo g /43 R&DIES BYstar o, ol& AR RDIHY §4 22139
sk &-83kar Jok(Kelly & Caplan, 1993).
A= AFe =ET] Bubis R&D A7 52 A8 E9] 173

Faak gk dnkA o w Abese] Q14 (personality) S T
3l= = Big 5 Modele] Y MBTI(Myers-Briggs Type Indicator)S ®o] AF&3}] gk
olg Bdle 54 Ao A I performance)2bi= Aol i ANkl EAS 1
st=d 2488 T Ijr(Goldberg, 1990: Gardner & Martinko, 1996). $-#]+ R&D A
FH(performance (innovation) ¥ WA o] A& Ao 7 diE= EA HEE
7] oA =E3FY tHGratton, 1987, Howell & Higgins, 1990; Keller & Holland,
1979; Varga, 1975). L A3}, 135 F=akA §41%<Q R&DIH S 37k A3
(risk—taking propensity)’, ‘A}7] &% 7H(self-efficacy)’, ‘A F{&T-(need for achievement)’

ko
rlr
)
rz

7F w5 Ao R dqiEnh AR, s AT MAR AR st 84
= AZsta, Edola =HA ) Aaks o gtk(Jackson, 1976). o] 23 A3Fs 7]
AbghS H3betar BlgdA 9l g B ol A s UERATE RRDA T dlSol ofHaL
3ol zom nHAPA o)1 R TAE thEe AFo]7] wito] By ela =
A1 Abgre] =& A3E AR 7he Aol =k webA 1483 RRDIEES ‘3zt
FAAF] =& Foz 4Tt
=4, A7 25 45 T8 sl dg /iAAQ1 Dol th(Badura, 1982). A17]

A des A FES Arlske Ao] ol SAEAY 455 FAs=H 2o
87T 4] E5S & AT ke AJAARD AAFHE v gt R&D HHA
E YT o ddH E3 Gyt BAstE Aot g2l ade= Bt k4l
FastE A digh AT go] e Al AETsAdol =8 Aot F, 4
71A FE A7 gal BT R&D 95E Fdske HeA AES e =S

Hr-gH wEHLMX)F ¥4 ZHA(TFL)e] AF-ei=el vx= 93 157



%%1@%@19@0 S
5l 0 \).,o| <
l@@%.@%armv o_a%mﬂ_ﬂ?%z =% oo o=
TERX P g n MozﬁﬁaMﬁﬂ FrEETXEKE T
ot o BTy ol wr [ uroo T o T w . wp X0 - o
) o g o8 = NS ~ =T o T - oo o 1
T oo & o £ % ® m%o%% _ ﬁﬂﬂodoﬁa =
oﬁei r 0 id B o) o ~
S e s s R ZER Y G Lﬁono_;ﬁaa; In
W%m.‘m‘ﬂﬁqﬁﬁ moaﬂﬂAﬂmumL _Eaﬁﬁ%mﬂ%ulvmdr. ofr
7mﬂBmutH%%E = TN u%mameﬂl%ﬂﬁiwo% iy
siﬁﬁdm\).O: HT_ ﬂy O#\./.M\.‘“o.._o LE % A—ILI_L ﬂﬂia]wﬂv %0 O# _Ew %0
ol o m@%D?ﬂxﬂﬁoﬁu_snﬁﬂrﬂﬂWL ﬂ@nﬂoa_zoﬁﬂ7 -~
® A 8 X8 QL om CIE s - x N E CRG - p
&0%21)%m ,%M1LAO%% %Ewmqaﬂ%‘xi Jo
%R%uﬂoge,m% o g W oo T Yo % ﬂﬂﬂ,,g Y
PELZTE RS %%owr%11tv T o g e BT ~
mﬂrmaoas@m S - cLNCI IS ﬁrm%m o &
ﬂﬂﬂﬂrH@wﬂﬂﬂ%M%ﬂﬂ%ﬂ ﬁx]ﬁ&.ﬂ,ma%%?o )
@A@@&Wﬁoté%%z_,O¢¢Nr4 ;}Mmoiﬂﬂ%&i o
Jo B Bow & ST u S L =F W op 70
o " 7 g]di@.ui%nnxﬁimﬂuo ﬁa,Eﬂﬂ% B o X
N EK = g 2 &% o TP odo B g = % T % B % OF o A
o0 Mﬂ(\Ao_o — mooor o XALIUXOO &
o g = 9 @ T R oo ®OR° 1 oo R oL &
ooy o MX i Ly T o %aﬁswoz%a i
‘zgﬁolgwoga_},ao © X ogon Y Ty = A A { i
Y S o = = K| Jo T W = 3 B — CE) g T oF
< Mg Wm ok Wo &M - T o B - =) X ,.Mﬁ A oy = oo o fl &
w T 5 oa @_/ﬂ%%ﬂo}.ﬂﬂ% EREnEEEgE XM
ﬂﬂmﬁg%gou%ﬂapr?vw&ﬂﬁ ﬂgmowo&%@&ﬂ a
W o 7 o 2o U ol = K s o oy 2 oh =
mﬂwAOJrﬂ ;OEOEJILL_AU oj ﬁ/ ;Ollg IZJl,‘.:lw_ 0
m@gwo@memOiMﬂEmiom_m ﬂou:ti%xmqw@ -
oA L o S 7 o W oy O T do Lo oew ) i}
zo)iom/ﬂHW ﬂrwﬂmEcE_i]iﬁT W o ,oﬂod.leelaﬂ oy
e N w o o Y o N o o o HF oo ow R E g - X
xwﬁaimqm.eﬂﬂmxa W Tow ™ o_zﬁﬂmxﬁo = W -
Mmﬂﬁam%m%ﬂmx%iAamé%m MM@W#%#@M >
_bmﬂ;ﬁo%@m%z%de@mﬂﬂz _f_z,awo@ﬂ%w@ R
x,m%ﬂ.u%mm_dﬂiwooﬁ, o i e
W5 T 3 £ wow ~ o R AT W N ™
1ww§gi%¢¢ﬁ4@;;ams%.Ufmﬂﬁ SO
Mo_yﬂm@mw4 ﬂﬂﬂriaﬁw&m#dr@u%mﬂaiam%% B
< b T W T o oT B R m _%e@%D}bDo_%@ =
(T T oHowmE T &70&1&_&_0@,&4 .
zoﬂxdqlgeRﬂ}RL o X T T
P srafspipyor B
<! ELl& —



b 21wt e A4 dgnet Had BAsd 2eae B sl
2. LMX¢} TFL

AFAoZ R&D Uy A7 7ML e 2 A8lA a5 glye] o3
(leader’s role) E A 750y ol 28-S & A77F BhtHFarris, 1983, Howell
& Higgins, 1990; Kim et al,, 1999). ¢l& &°], Kim, Min & Cha(1999)+ ZZAE gt
o] = HefpAle At 7l Bi97] 42, ARAAE, AvAs A
th v, 71 24 o] 85 SollA R&D sl A&aiA A7 o2 o w2 g —Hl
B 23K Leader-Member Exchange)©| &3} W4 2]t} 4](Transformational Leadership)
o] Zo] x4 olthElkin & Keller, 2003; Keller, 2006, Lee, 2005). ©] 7 ©o]&2 R&D %
ol M= 71/ g3 9 R&DYIE 9] Fod s A= Aow dals o gk

LMX o]#o] R&D “g3toll A #h4S vk 9l o]fi= R&DLE Q] g4+ AF3E
of M5, @ Al FolA FALE Atolell A3t Zfol7} EA)sty
= 0 FALEE AR APEAR] AAE *é_-‘l"é o] 7] wjtolth LMX o]&&
2] 28 AZA(VDL:Vertical Dyad Linkage) ©]&ollA] @ gh 7l d o= 2ot 44 ¢4zt
MEA ALS) A TAS] 2HS T A Dansereau et al., 1975; Graen, 1976). LMX
Aol st WEl B4 (meta—analysis) Ao WEH LMX+ 242 AEurEy 22
=Y, =2 AT v g38dT, 1elal ot e ojF e T3 AL
A Aoz YEtHGerstner & Day, 1997). 7] 32l (technology innovation) ¢kl
A LMXol &S 483 A7Ayte] 2w LMX d57F =2 R&DSIHE olojt]o] A
Qb FalA &E, o)A Al A 2 vhddt JE T T3 820 #AE Hole A
o7 e tHLiao et al, 2010; Tierney et al., 1999).
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e sl 35S HolFrtH(Bass, 1935).

R&D A&l 78 2oy 4] w2y, 384 guq 35 LA At
AA ol E3] 7 (development) EEAE HT}= o (research) ZEAEo| T
I 2w A0 7] dAlA O Task, 49 AEew &
el tHKeller, 1992, 1995; Waldman & Bass, 1991). =31 ¥4
S =] E e A2 &Fstds RDIYORFE AE7tRA 9 14 2
A WL, AAA iz A8 E ol Fo] Htk(Lee, 2005).

wHe Rl =2 v o, AR 1F], AR, A D NI wlE

SOl AN Gl It =
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o, _l

[7Fd 3] LMX¢F TFL2 2%-rksol] 3424 a7t & Zlolth
[7Hd 4] LMX¢F TFLE 24=%del s44 2371 & Aot

3. % & I (augmentation effect)

TFLoF LMX 9] #Alel #3 7|EEAES A, 7 7id Atololl= #&ddo] &=
Ao 2 7 HLee, 2008; Tse & Lam, 2008; Wang et al. 2005). TFL-2 &%l A}

8% WARAS dolA RaEe] uFES Foln wFHoln AAHe el E 3]
wpFo] elesh Wzke] BALMK)Z} B foleAE 450 FEeRAE B9

Al #Fh(Basu & Green, 1997). B¢k LMX 9} TFLe] #A] #3F 7]& AFELS AA
/N & FHmediating effect)®} Z& & FH(moderating effect) = T5 < Au}h. wi7iHS
(mediator) =41 9] 432> LMX7} TFLeF oJgf A7 Alol& FAlsh= 7es wet
t}. d= 59], Wang et al.(2005)¢] 4+ TFLS 23)5tE g+ TAY9ES Jds)
A= AERAE FAst 2AANEE(0CB)H 78 el S 4< 0330k



& TFLo] oe} Ayigre] x| 9 8Fo] LMXGwcl wpetr Zddth= Aot} 9
S0}, Chang (2005)¢] A9 wr2d LMX7} TFLZ o] 2o % Alold] 24 g77} Q)
st =d), FAZ R LMX o] % AU A= gue] TFLe| o] & o=

do

S ol=
=2 H o
£ wFed 9ol Qan, IMX Fo] e TR AE el TFLH o4 o= A}
ool o}el FHelo] §1e BT,
o] el A= TFLS} LMXe] gol A vl bt 24707t ohd SR AHE 4

SRk
Z3taizl gt} S8 & YHaugmentation effect)= FHHS A, B7F S48 5 Coll v]A]+=
7 QS w), A Ee] F7HHo® BF E37F 98 W BE A
a1 3hoR(Seltzer & Bass, 1990). o]+ S@¥S A7F A3t} st ete 59 =
1 FFHo] A=A oAFE AAT) oE 5ol WS B SR Edt glvtd
A AZF EA4E o S BE ¢ o) BE8
o] gt H2EE 2uy dTelA AR o& idSs Hud o F2 A8
LI olfre AR HE guA Jidel b ARl Aol =AE wEs] ¢
], TFLo] Yo ™A 7|= glgiol tigk 215 238ty fls el
rortH(Bass, 1985; Seltzer & Bass, 1990; Waldman & Bass, 191). <
155 AR, Bass(1980)= W84 2jd4dd A4 duids =
Q(Multifactor Leadership Questionnair)E 3% 3slHA WA 4ol A
of tisll A7 o, wE A 2ju4o] WMeH goie tisiM=
a7 glas Bo oo ol WEA guidS A4 2ol s Erie] 2kdold
Aol AA ool ArgekA] Kok F7HAQ vl B ddFE o] s
A o]t Waldman & Bass, 1991). 71 o], Seltzer & Bass(1990)= %542 fd4 ¥
o] T 2}el F-ZF = (initiation) ¢} ¥l & (consideration) #$1e] & 3o} TFLe &3= H]
7 A3 TFLe] 727529 vy 3919 JaFds dolie S22 U=
Hol Folth o= HEA Q] HyA o] &1 FZF X (initiation) 2} HH\—:‘4(Consideration) By
dow WEA o] ourt low f Z g Ades AR
b 71E EFoA BolE AT Adel fAFSHA TFLS LMX$F Hlusj A &
E{er(augmentatlon effect)7} Q1S Ao Z 7|Ert LMXE glvl¢t FA Y97 213
Al9] A(quality of social relationship)< 273t gy el i, TFL+= g7 @9
‘41 AN FRASNA AEF, 715, AFAE, HAS BojFo] AL Ee] 7]
HJr"ﬂ 7148t = sk g Aolth LMXATE =4 H7He 7AYE gy
A HAE A AR, A=Yl Al AAR, TFLASF7 =2 74
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A g A vAE Ade] gPE e FPAeE Asta Y= Aol F
TFLE © Ao s gakelo) s LMX /19lel vlg dgeol] o] =1 el
M9hH W Aol o 23 gow dyt £F e wa achFu
A= eish g 71 AAH 212
9 AR 2 sk, 259 7k o SeAlsh ESHES sheel A Aol
We o gn - BE B K 1N FASE R oo 4
So] x4 9] FHA Ao AXNFHES f=shzv] 7] Seh(Krishnan, 2005). ut
2] TFLE LMXS] 9gee dolie &

0
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=
S
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e
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3
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=
E
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[7}4 5] TFLS LMXo] #F kol v X = 93-S JojAs 558 I (augmentation

effect)7]' A& Aol

bA F=74gk TFLo] LMXol| et Fave] disiAe 247 R&DRIHZ #7447
R&DI & e G o HEs) Bzt ot o3 Hlule e o] A o]
E (substitutes theory of leadership)ol] 7 38te] 2lt)4¢] &34 o] R&DSI=E ] 39
wel zpo]7) S Ao oislr] witoltt Kerr & Jermier(1978)2] 2]t 4] thAlo] &
of WEd, Hu4 &S Fote 59, sy 2 AR wekd F3F e giAE
oIt} oF 7hAell Al AAIE vkl o] AT RRDIE L @At 27| g5 A
HAET7F B A4 S A FAE AEAS Holal gl7] ufiEel] x}alo]
AFHoR Pgale AAE 2 o, & AAE FEshal dv Aot wakA
1433 R&DRIE E k= A3 R&DIF A TFLY S#&347 ¥ w5 31o= o4
gt 2Ey AA7IME AR 7HE A S sl ezt B8] wliell A oL
7

33 R&DAH I} A3 RDRI S vlasir HAxor HTetes v

1-10



of 7= Ty AT AL 2Ao] 2Rshs RRDANS o Ik ke 71
HO]:(X%Z]— B 7]7;] | 318 )= z3talr] 96l

AAetel AEZALE AN ARz 8

A7k A E wiEstaL, = 1 Ee dHe S8 ol FolHth
& 1,80871 ] A 7E w9l o, o] o] R&D %

AL 676" oI ATHTF7& 37%). °l=5

(Q)ell &3k Qlede] 47178(70%) 0] aL, SHeI 2= ShA 26%, A 56%,

W, AR H92F 91%, Hit vels 32

(30%6), T17F
= 18%°]

_IEE oE’.

2. W

1A 3 R&D2AH

/g3 R&D el Wigh B7F 7oz wely)gel it 7]oj'e} ‘7]l o
&t 71 =5 A THPelz & Andrews, 1966). R&D Q1 9] 2 &A1 | ol Al &
o 3dzke] A A B AR Ay 55 agfste] grbskES sl
TAA SR ‘He e e Vo= TR/ &8/l dagle]l AEL Ao

T4 otelyo], W & A7 Aol Lol FolstAu A er 36y

(A Lopel Tl 7103 FR(ATA0] o]y AHelS) 2 Aostal, ‘AT
ol it 7ol ='= A/ AA/71EE Gl daflo]l Ale] o E= vhE AR A
AN o 2A Ardo] £33 Agdeel 7] RS TIEA 2 7o ok AERE)
= Agolsidith. @2 of F 7HA ZIEel 2718kl § A R&DSIE e el 73 A
(o vFsttl, 4RSSl Tobg f-esith) = 7kt

T

O

g -mle wEHIMX)H ®EF 2t A(TFL) o] el mA= 43 163



2.2 214 (Personality)

S

A7+ A3 (risk-taking propensity): o= oJ® Ao wz= Qo] th3k 4 g
Aol Ak ou]slit) o 7| A= Jackson(1976)2] 47) &S AL&35} o, ZF E3o
el so45Es 74 A=W 184 &), 4xFe|, Tl 1gthE S48
ok FAAR] o ® U= Folxl Ao AFsH dFalr Kok datstal 24
ARl AFs Aegtl) Y= BG4S Aol o A E T AAAR] 73 E =
istste] a2 #34s] s ghet ol vk AREH 471 ol tigk Cronbach’s a %2 0.83¢]th.
A7) &% F(self-efficacy): ©]= vhg2alst A5 A7 {84 #4alo] drpv &
oz Q75w P T 5 Ao vist ~
1977). A E=+ Jones(1986) A ol Al AL&-H 871 58 AL8-3l ek A4l A&
BogE YA Fo1 AFe 5 Ul s82% Agrt besttl) v v 2 Ay
of Fe AAS ZrFa riar AzZsith Fo| Stk AMSE 87 S Ee gt
Cronbach’s a %t 0.87°]t}
43 & (need for achievement): ©]:= oW d& AFstx s+ 4l
ognEts Ao ZHETE Edwards(1971)9] 571 &5 A&kt 7a18 A&
FEORE U= 72 dETE 438 o d& & W Mg =2 AAE
= 9T AHE I Heke] B Y
gk 2 BAAY AFE ghs "ol Ul 35S AAsta HEA

g5 ARESF 2™ Cronbach’s a g 0.76°]th
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o
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oj
o
o
fu
S
>
op
i
N
N -

ZAETE F 1809 o di7 ~gde SAsE 9 FE3 4854 AU
ZAstE 97 FEom FAdE o] gt

YA AeHd(innovative style)' = thddt ofoltjo]E Folstar, 3w 95ty
Aolar &AM Aol Bl ztar lar, gl ojsf Ak S #of gk A
SAFHROE V|EY £AES MR BRANA E ALFE ofoltjolE R g S0
A Ads] B 3ty ‘E=ZAe) ofo|tjojE A2 ow FE a3} Solu) AL

| =435 th3l Cronbach’s a 72 0.85¢]t}
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2.4 Y4

g -9y wFHFA(LMX): 2] — 447 B9 Z(Quality of Leader-Member
Exchange)S &t7F 4 el disl] 2zt
HEE ov]dit) R&DSIEE2 AH4le] @47} 3
S 74 A=A A8 284 S, 458
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o

th AREE 70 Z‘Xé @%Oﬂ EHf?} Cronbach’s a &t 0.920]t}.

WHE A A (TFL): Bass(1985)°] MLQE =°Fg+ Clover(1990)¢] 167 &+5-& SAE
T2 AR ©ge] 2lul4] di9lel disl] R&DRIFE o] §93tES sh3ith TFL S8 %=
= MdAd oz 7k 2~vHcharisma), 254 (inspiration), #]4 A= (intellectual stimulation),
N1 31 (individual consideration)®] 42402 F-ZEATE o] ArollA = 7 Ak
7 A HAS 28 A 7] wiitel] TFLE ¢ 7 W= 3kt 18]a A4
o8 g MR Adste ¢ JdeAE ASsh] A B (validity) A5 AASHIATH
e Q ol E-AM(exploratory factor analysis) 23, XA A9 632%= 17 {QJo =% =&
FHAe} wak AR F 167 S48 tidk Cronbach’'s a #+2 0.96= =Tt waba] o]
T A= & 1671 S Hatste] TFLY| gho= AHekel

ol

2.5 994 &34

A FdkZ(job satisfaction): ZFTH5S A H5 3k dojA] A B8, AF
ZpA ol i3k Ak el WS = oJu]dttt Van de Ven & Ferry(1980)9] SAH =712 At
&3to] T FE(Fo, T8, AFUE, G T8, X713, AEdd) o2 SA5Ah

Hr-gH wEHLMX)F ¥4 2 A(TFL)e] AF-ei=el vx= 43 165
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<E 1> BE Hyo " EF HXL, MztH 5 (Pearson Correlation)
Téﬁﬁ% Pearson 3A1<=
HA 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1787 &7)o® 475 127 1
2971 A7 e 495 118 617 1
3934 437 1.00 .10~ .08 1
AR 257 505 77 11 08 36 1
543 & 490 76 17 100 48 5ot 1
6 A~Eld 398 69 -100 -03 -.16" 06 .02 1
THNH e 487 67 100 05 57 467 610 —167 1
S8LMX 422 1.02 14= 21 08 .10* .12* 15" 14= 1
9TFL 433 1.06 .11 19 02 06 .08 200 09 A 1
102wk 431 86 .19= 18 10™ 206" 22¢ 24~ 17 5b4= 53 1
112454 413 96 .09* .09 .05 13= 14" 17 11 39" 41 64 1
125d 5 601429 00 06 .04 .11 08 .16 -02 .12= .06 .11™ .10 1

o] Aol PEe V|EAH o w7 1A RDA I} A R&DS vlash=d 284S

I At weEba WA 38 9 RRDAE A A9 3 RDIE S 78 o7 vk oF
Al 31733 R&DA | digh Agojo| Al Ak npef o] | 5}
ol ‘G| e o] B 28 s]Fo R RRDIES BEach T o] $9%)
(median)E 7|52 2 High/Low® FEsG o<y 1>3F)D.

1 A HEE Voot AT Vo B e s 7H 49 R&DYTE
2 13879(20%), erﬂﬂg 71w et ‘AT Vo B w2 ks 7kx] A4 3% R&D
AL 1749 (26%) 2 HEH A t&?ﬂ, erle 7)o

w2 (e R&DYE

Hu
To
[S—
&
o,
2
J
X
9
Koo
i
Lo
N
iy
N,
&

) A& high vs. lowE vl T53HA T8 = AE 71 qholx, Hohe 184 &
th wEpA] Ao mE FY7Ee VAR FAAE ARSI e O {3 RS
0415} 7H° 4 ‘i"“i‘: 7}06}X]“} o] At A vs. AA Y 1= Blnlel] 2ol 9]

g -mle] wEHIMX)H ®33 2t A(TFL) o] #Feiee] mA= 43 167



High
g2l e,
R&DOI= R&DQI=
el
7l&
7|04
X411} x50l
R&DOI= R&DQI=
Low
- E Sk [T
<azl 1> 1M1 Re&DIZE T MM R&DIH
<¥ 2> R&D?IE REH M1 o w(EAE HI)
e ] 5O Z==10] e
ag gy | AFGD ARG =AAGY) AMSGH o
138 (20%) 185(27%) 179(27%) 174(26%)
W7 7= 6.28 5.39 4.26 3.38 475 550.1 s
AF7H Vo= 6.34 456 5.62 3.57 495 659,88
* p < 0.0, *x p < 0.01, = p < 0.001
<¥E 3> R&D 213 #y4H sa/Lol/2EH5HF
sk S TAAIHGL) ARG ZZMG3)  AAHIHGH A X2-value
ukA} 40(34%) 44(38%) 7(6%) 25(22%) 116(100%6)
A} 63(19%) 104(29%6) 97(27%) 92(25%) 361(100%) 67.0%%x
A} 25(16%6) 27(16%) 66(39%) 49(29%) 168(10026)
Uol/Eds nAIHGD  AEAG2)  F=ZHAGI)  AXIHG HiF F-value
Lo 33.26 32.81 3241 32.60 32.74 0.9
SEAS 6.2 5.8 6.4 5.7 6.0 0.9
# p < 0.05, #x p < 0.01, = p < 0.001
WA, 33 RDIHI} A3 RDAE ] QAF+SAIEHA Al tigk xfol& 4y
H7] 918l Jezt st Fx 9 2Edes) vho] ApolE BA e Bkl <3 3> UhE
e} o] whalg Q1E S ‘A 3 R&DRIE' T} ‘A1 R&DRIE O Atja o2 ol
ExEo] Qi HAF o= ‘HAFEel R&DIE T ‘ZZF el REDIE A Aoz
168 7l&gadT 2048 3%



9 FAS A 2~ (problem-solving style) zFojell #3k Aol <& 4> R&DSIH

olty. vl At ko] zpo] HAFERE obel Duncan A5 Sl F Jd 1+ AolAF

<E 4> R&D 918 s8Y Jl=N xo|

Nl EA TATHGL) (G2 £AA(GI) ALIHGL)  BF  F-value
S8 7H2- Al 8 4::6 4A4I;) 4A4El’> 45’1 4.37 211t
2 ;:lml 5'118 5';0 if)é 4§3 506 331
R, 5.;0 4.121 4;7 4g5 450 g
. 3;33 3'122 4£3 4'[24 3.98 153
ERERS) 4.96 490 486 479
- ERE N AB AB 5 487 177

e

2]

rot

) A, BE Duncan test 235 U= Aoz o2 dupile z2hy 9l Fuk koA
(p < 0.05) =Fo] A n|gh = p < 0.05, == p < 0.01, == p < 0.001

iAol a9AdSs HASshr] Y8l SAE 3]# 54 (hierarchical regression)S 2 A8}

7
Aot FJATAAA FYE sHETE A5V 39 53 E(nominal scale)©] AL

LMX, TFL2 51F# E(interval scale)o]™ 47|k H|&2 E(ratio scale)o|th. 3]
2] F4W S OLS(Ordinary Least Square) W22 FAEACE GA A 3]7) 842
7t g R SYEASE Fsks AR, 1dAldA £4713F, ZE&d B HhALSEe]
HEE R

A3 3L(model 1), 29 Al A= 24 A4 5 3 /H(ILMX or TFL)E WA F
dstaz(model 2), 3FAA] U= & 7l gi4 |(TFL or LMX)E T3ttt

g -mle] wEHIMX)H ®34 2t A(TFL) o] #Feiee] mA= 93 169



(model 3). 1GAINA &&713F, 25dg 9 BkA}L ob9] WS
7HA AW E s ASE] 3 FAMsRA WA F9lE Ao
I~
B

2717, 89 AQe] AReEd] 3G 1A

i tHAllen & Katz, 1992; 254 - A g, 1998). o714 2&7]32 /MK 2

TehaL, shel ERARERY] R TEeke] TS0 or DE ARSE AT

[7Hd 313t [712 4l F8] tiad gufa] Azto] AFrts 2 =450 344l
Ao gtk Aotk <& 5-1>9] Model 2014 LMX7} F4 = A0S of 2 Fuks 2
2HEY TAA FFE AL APHR)E FIeA ST des & 5 3
o ®3 <& 5-2>9] Model 2014 TFLo] FY= AL vl 279k 9 22890 3
AR S T Sl Ao ® YEth webd LMXeF TFLS Zb#F 27k 9 =
el 541 7t Sl Ao 71 313t [7HE dle AR AT

<I 5-1> 2lHdo| ARLHHF A A= o|lxl& FE(LMX and then TFL)

2 Rk A=Y
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
A 4,353 2437k 2,272 4,359 2.81 3 2586k
ot =216 -.173% =171 =399 =364 =361
=713k 013 002 .004 007 -.002 .001
ukA} 208 2828k 303k 075 135 163
LMX A58k 2063k 310k 101
TFL 223k 307
R? 037 328 .349 045 194 226
AR? 291 021 149 032
F#H(AR?) 8.36xs:k 27834 21.02%x 10.14x 119.31 53 26.49kx

* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, === p < 0.001

(714 519 [7Hd 6]l 24l %Oﬂ/ﬂ TFLe] LMXel i3l S8 ¥ augmentation
effect) 7} EA)goh= 7Hd ot 2BV AS5H 7] flsidE @A 3] (hierarchical
regression)o| A LMXE WA F¢3 v} TFLS FH IS v AgHo] FrpH oz &
7}ek o]t Seltzer & Bass, 1990)2).

& YHaugmentation effect) = F 7l SHHAF(A, B)E oz FL5AS(C)ol F714 9l
glo] A=A E HustE Bol7] wjFo] ©AA 3|AEAAA A SHHSF(A or B) 9]
of Tt EHHFB or A)ZF Eol7IA F7HH dHEo] AEAE

2) T&
av

170 71=8404+ 2049 35



<I 52> zlHyo| ARUHF A A= o|lxlE FETFL and then LMX)

2 7Rk A=Y

Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

A 4,353 24305k 2.2 2% 4,359 2,646 2586k

ot =216 =176 =171 =399 =363 =361
=711k 013 009 .004 007 .003 .001
ukA} 208 31080k 303k 075 .166 163

TFL A3k 223k .38k 307k
LMX 2633k 101
R? 037 321 .349 045 223 226
AR? 284 027 178 .003
F#H(AR?) 8.363::x 269.88xxx AAVEL 10.14x 147 50533 2.65

* p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01, == p < 0.001

AN

¥ 5-1>& LMX7} Model 2014 %1% 31, TFLe] Model 3914 59) =91t
5-2>3= Hbtf = TFLo] Model 2914 91+ 1, LMX7F Model 3114 #3151 %
g ®HW, ARk W] gisiAls TFLo] LMX7F Adahs o] 4be] F714<l
Holil, BRF LMX% TFLe] Awshs o] F7h4Ql A& B 90tk =
RH el disiAl = TFLSF LMX7F A2 SR 8937t EAFS &
= WA= TFLS LMX7F Adrdhs o] F7h4]l Ao & BolAwl LMX=
TFLo] Amsh= oldel F7h4Ql dnge] glvh mepd 24359 W] M=
TFLRF LMXel et S8 37F S-S & 5 glrkh o] dapt B, TFLS 27wk
7F A1 wizell [7H 5]s)

e :
i H
NoHr e Y ke

JN

2

o % gluk.

2=
(2

Iy

A=)
=
)
ro,
it
L
By
ox
A
%
)
ro,
Eé
m (3
-
Sh
:oL_rl
R
S
i
:oL_l,
t%
b
)

<% 6—1>1} <iE 6-2>% A‘%’{}— Wl disl ‘a4 7 R&DQIE' #4437 R&D2Y
S rRsle] ©AZ 3] 984 (hierarchical regression)S 2 A)gF Axjoltt 1 Ax
R&D 9] A-9-ol= TFLolW LMX7}F Zhah 2 3rk=ol]
Al A H e AFshA Za vk F, TFLelY LMX7F SR &%5 Holx| ¢kal Qlth
w4 A ¥ RDF'9] 4 $-ol= TFLeF LMX7F A2 SRa7s Hol

o

3 FAY, F7b

K
30,
o

(moderating effect) &= =3
EAE HAESE Aol

J=AE AT

A
=
i

TEAF(O)ell M A= Gl FHsB)7E =46t
ol 328 (AxB)o] BAA 37124 F7H4 Adrg o]

e SEIMX)3 W84 U4 (TR AR ejze] v 98 171



<¥ 6-1 > g|Hdo| HFEFo o|xl= HEH(LMX and then TFL)

3143 R&DIE 4 3} R&DIE
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
A 4530 3.01 45 2869k 4,162 2.20 s 1.99
ot -.186 -.220 -.210 =177 -.207 -.190
<4711k 016 .010 013 016 .001 .004
whA} 373% 370% 402 .100 .268 294
LMX 3Gk 189 INEEE 278
TFL 177 2675
R? 081 249 262 025 347 379
AR? .168 013 322 032
F#(AR?) 3.78+ 28 .3k 2.26 1.38 80.41 e 8.295x

* p < 0.05, = p < 0.01, === p < 0.001

<E 6-2 > 2|{Alo| RFEot=of o|x|= YSHTFL and then LMX)

1437 R&DIIH A4 R&DSIE
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
& 453033k 2.97 ¢ 2.869 4,162 2.164x:x 1.995
Ents -.186 -.196 -.210 =177 -170 -.190
<4711k 016 016 013 016 .008 .004
HhAL 313 A305:x 402 .100 .286 294
TFL 330k 177 A8k 267
LMX 189 A
R? 081 248 262 025 .348 379
AR? .168 014 323 031
F#H(AR?) 3.78+ 2815 2.35 1.38 80.86#x 7.98%%

* p < 005, *x p < 001, == p < 0.001

3] 71 ¥4 (hierarchical regression)< A A3k ZAi}olt}, of
$-ol &= TFLo|U LMX7} Zap 2220 54
S AFsAE a9tk &, TFLolY LMX7F S 2895 |

et wbA A A3 R&DIE' 9] 7 $ol= TFLWF LMX9] ZZE ol o3l



=5

7-1> 2lHdol =3 E

PN

ol o|lxl& &

SHLMX and then TFL)

3143 R&DIE 4 3} R&DIE
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
A 44565 3.306x 3.206kx 4,185 2522 2.32 %%
ot -.354 -.379% -.372% -.391* —417* -.4013
<4711k 013 .009 o1 026 013 015
HhA} 183 181 203 014 157 181
LMX 2625 153 A35kk 220+
TFL 123 246
R? 075 .168 174 .060 245 .266
AR? 094 .006 185 021
F#(AR?) 3.44% 1428+ 95 3.49% 39,89k 4.71%
1 p < 0.05, xx p < 0.01, == p < 0.001
<FIE 7-2 > 2lHyo| =FE=ol o|x[= YEHTFL and then LMX)
1437 R&DIIH A4 R&DSIE
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
& 44565 3.289kx 3.206%%x 4,185 2.461 % 2.32 k%
Ents -.354% -.361* -.372% -.391* -.385% -.401*
<4711k 013 013 o 026 019 015
HhAL 183 226 203 014 174 181
TFL 248k 123 AL Tk 246%
LMX 153 220
R? 075 165 174 .060 251 .266
AR? 091 .009 191 015
F#H(AR?) 3.44x 13.84:33 1.34 3.49% 41 560k 3.36+
1 p < 005, = p < 001, === p < 0.001
V.2 &
of A= =Wl o]eAl A7l FAFskE R&DSIE S vl em g aat Q1Y
54¢ iFReha, LMXSH TFLS Eabge vl BAjsielth, #4 43 aopsu
=¥ 2ok AA, 247 R&DIH 2 214 (personality) SlA ‘@3-S, A7
Zol-g wIHIMX) 7 §8 4 2 A(TFL)o] AFexe mx= 98 173



oA ST A RRDIEEY ¥ =rh 24, a2 R&DAIH S A4 A

A ~epd’o] ] om ‘AEA FASA AedE Zol 7t gith AlA|, LMX ¢ TFL
& 7z ARk 9 225l A WAE ZEar ik ulAl, TFLe| LMXe] &3
£ "ol e FEE Haugmentation effect) = #1443 R&DIH O] 4 -5-o EAstaL, i
43 R&DRIE Y 4ol TFLY} LMX % shurt SAjebd & A2 714 &3
7F fl= Ao®2 Yt

o] A2} o]BHo® thF e AAbR ol Atk AA, AF74A LA I R&DSI
Ho] S gk A7+ mF e, o] ATte AS AR 239 e A
A R&DYE S Aostal, 1 ko] S st Akt 997 vk 38, A
BEA AAST 2 YAA A A 2 A RDIH Y S o8 9etE g
th 28 FAHEA (ANOVA) 2] of] vhepd upe} o] 437t =& R&DSI ol gt
ARFAQD BEAS =EF Zlo]7] wji], o] Hd SAS Zkal Q= ¢lEo] wheA]l it
0 99— A I (causality) & T3 A2 oS 94 avt Ut

=4, LMX¢F TFL2 704 Apolofl &= Erskal 2 ekl (r=0.84, p<0.001)= =]
I ATHLE 1>#EF). o]+ LMX9}F TFLE] #AE A3k 7]E £ E(Lee, 2008; Piccolo

& Colquitt, 2006; Tse & Lam, 2008)°o- %= YEel}= Ayfo|t) weha] HE 4 2oy S
Hol= ZlH e M ALY AU A A5t =, RRDIFE S Agol= 1
g2 AgHcta & 5 gtk 3 R&D g7t WA gjuiie] @ 5, 7he 2l 74,
AA A=, 1A e eh 2 AES Wol HAFE gy /d R&DIIH
2 F9stn Pu FYas 1EA(high quality)e] #HAIS dAeA @k
AR, LMX9} TFL2 R&DAH 9] AR 2 22590 d44Q #AE zkar gl
o} o] 7]E AFolA LMX$F TFLo] R&D9| o4, galds, Z2AE AFo) 5§
A9 g 2e dFEale A7 Rigd] SAHA0 4T G
R&DRIH o] wdshe o
A fA G Ago] FAHAUS AlAFSE
A, TFL F# a3}
vebda ook A o2 AA T R&DIE S Ag, AR 9 245 Mo
TFLS LMX7} Awshe oo Anes Holi e v, 147 R&DUIH 9
TFL¥ LMX FollA] o= stz EA8td vy g 7l o o] F7H4<l A
A4 gtk ol 71 B3 EAA F45Hs TFLY S2adrt 535

o whebA Bebd 5 Qlge AARET) o] AT Aol vhehd 2139 447 R&D

e
2
ox
Y
=
o
o,
2

augmentation effect)”} &4 &A1 o]

=
:(u)L_',

W o
:{o

ol
Lo

o

B

4 1
N 2

o
i

i
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