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GURLTH R BT Z WS R TRAN D, — BN, G T (pay
for performance) ¥t T — 4~ KUK X321 46 2 AL . 8 o 8 5 TR A 54 A sk 4
LGRS Al 2078 AR 0 0 b R IR 25 5% T, 3 AN ST AR ARG i ol A YT 357 T
BURAS , 78 7] DL i 35 (incentive) F143 3% (sorting) P AP &N A AL A\ A
HUR L5 (Gerhart 1 Milkovich, 1992) . 2 155 8 20 T % il BE B9 A 20bE , e
TE T4 5 0 T BRI TSRO By HERR A, PRI, — L DR S8 T % Be i 52 il
SRR Y G AR AR AE AT A1) i — > A Thorndike (1949) FT i A 2, K
X S A TG R ) S 8O E I IR R L

B7E A 0 52 B, 4 26 IR R 3L )23 1Y) 2 S 00 T Y TR D 8 iy S 2 AU B
SR Z R IR R Bk R 2 U e M O &R B T e o A AR
JEXTFROCHR . EFESF ST MAME R A ZUR T . 3 T2 Bk R B = Tl e 53 AT
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Bl 2R SRk 1) B GR  R i) 2 TR W M S8R A TGV TR R 0O B IX L DL TR A R
B CRA LA . BET.ARZ 40 2 2 R IR 35X — 0] 3 0 W AE 52 e, Ay
EH3E 1o 9 Ak S AT A R0 Sk B i S AR TR O SR RO S R 5 SR A KO
18 AL B B30 E 3R ()8, B iy B4 1 A ZURG M B, A N ) B IR A R
R B A 1 < KR il 2 257 (the Gordian knot) ,

PRI, 2 8 4t %00 L 9% T R %) A 80 0 20 DA R 6 1 A 2 Y i L
HAE . ASCHY H I TE T A8 SCHER 20 A 09 2 il 132 F A5 298 (prospect theo-
ry) HETH LA R 5518 B T 25 A% 1 A9 B e A8 3 ek i 2 UL 22 1 O R Bt
KT B ARG RO & A= 1 1 50 2% 4 R0V R AIL 3L, 3 T AF 5 e 5l ol e A 45 4
TR R 4 1 B AR B I R ASOCR .

T ERITAHMBAREEEM SRR

(—) R B AW 52 5 Bk 19 3l 19 32 18

Hurwicz(1973) M B R i A E RN N S HSAR T AGFE —T
A3 ECAR 1 e SR L T 7 S 0 9 IR O SR AE St 1 [ B SR BB AR AT A B B
7R H B B DR Al T B — A B A g i B3 T U ECIE S S2 L REAT /K
168 DA 1 A AL o Pl L S R T B il o B A T A

B e, A PR BE 9 4 MR TSR ST W Y B R AT AT A . BL Lazear
(1990) J AR BB N FH 254 (NEP) i — W58 1 SR T 9% (10 il 5t 42, 48
24 B TR SR A rR A AL X DA B B S S AT Sk T R DA
JAh R A7 Ay sl LA SO 3000 0 g SRt B B D DA 1 9 5% T (Lazear, 1990 ; Fernie
Hl Metcalf,1999), Gomez-Mejia Fl Balkin(1992) 2 {1 %) 25 36 3F 42 2 B , 45 34
B E AR BH R PR BT TS R R R e s R R AR S b A 7 AR e AT R L R
VI 42 1) 1 TR o 7 A e A ) B AR A B A B RO X B RN A o
G B AT R 7 R R T R I A

A2 S GRS A — DN AN ZEE e, BYE Lakatos(1972)
[ RL 24 AF 58 404518 (MSRP) @ 1 34 73 7 11 3136 5 A% 2 B0 50 58 7 i 4F AS 1 7 i
B RV S A BR B pe o O A 2 % 10 B8 A T BT B S e 4, R D i
“GALCNE SR D1 T LSS T TR0 IR Ol e sl ke AR R TR
SRR A MESSS NER . ISR A% JE AR5l R B v B0 £
HEA R R RE ) 58 B ATt B T 830, FH#F R M SHE A R, iR AR Bl A
B 55 1 2 AN S R A 56 L T 4 BB AR G KT L ST AR K xR A
oS bR TR TAEZRBURTR], Az 7= i B b i A 2% 7E B R) L2 ) L 0k 1l
ANGEAXT R AL T RESF R BT A 5 TAE (A C I G307l 4858 64k 1
WER L B TS ME R AT Fik 0l T £ Bos s B, Wik, ML L
P 0 A A ] R DR APl CRI DR T 25 35002 T LUOKS B D7 A0 19D 1 555 AN 3%, AR A
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3R T R B B N TR R A

W1 iR An 2R KOV BE 9 R B I 4, U] 8% 0 7 i RS 1
75 4 A T W4 A L
A4 AV A 5 U
S PHOKPF X A TR 8
HRICT TS HATH . R
st 458 280 T 18 B A I
F o HWR 7 I A5 R A
B A ME R AIC, 5T
7 oA 5 ARSS T 7 gy
A B 97 K (Al 2 LB 1K
730 X M I T dE DR
) — R 4 SR 2 e AT
TP 4% I347 R 7 Az BB SRR AR AN (Marsden 45 ,2002)

() S A0CT 58 il 1) 28 5 A0 AR B L5 L A

SR LG U AR (R AR X B B P AR IR R B A 5 T A AR B Sl
PRI HE A SO ORI R . AT U A IR A L A% e BT AR HE 2R B rh
Xof A7 BRSP4 R R A B G 2 B A G AR IR 2 SR X R R, 2008)
XA ZUE B AR R ACHAT O 1 5 e o s D iR TR B T o B
AR E AR S T B DR AME SR A T AN

B AN LS (crowding-out effect) A A, S 3% T % S BN 0 0 5%
SR AL AN E ST 55 46 N AE BB . 7= AR v A 0 1 Bl 1 B PR S A, DA
EERNTENALIISE . Deci A1 Ryan(1985) #& Hi (1 U HT T PEIE 48 S3 80 T %% 19 $F
HR B0 A PR T G PN A AR R A R . M 2 SR A AR A L) B R R SE Y 7
2 TEHEE BY I [R] NS5 0 BAE 55 . I B 0/ — il . e S E R
2 T R R By N IR A B T RE A2

T2 5 AT S BIR HEDT T SR B A KU B I v . i S B 5
A AR 450 0 B AZ R T A [ £ . LRI & L 2 AR S RE AR B 52
AR 2 8 B S BRSO3 O B A ) 28 35 J SR 3> WA 25 sl 30 2 1 AN [ i
SCFRAE S T 72 A AN [F] A S A . A2 45 2% DR O 3L 52 i), IS A 7 A 225 HE 22
2RI RS R L 1] SR SBUOR 1 AT A 5 7R 451 S HE R U 2 3t XU i 4
) R B E 31 47 A (Kahneman Fl1 Tversky, 1979), Merriman il Deckop
(2007 WHFE K B BT T BT R g 451 2 I 5% T 23 s B v 1) AR S35
R Z s BTG RA R B 53 T TAE AL S 8 559, TAEGTRRAR .

%54 Van Dijk M1 Avraham (2011) X 4F 45 28 8 #4325 LI M Hollensbe
Guthrie(2000) XJ A [6] G 84 PF A A =X 51 10 BRAE R 8 R (14 43 7, G A L 52

« 113 -

E Y-

B1 AMENKETHRIGHESSH



IF =P 2013 FE 41

Wi 4 17 4 A% AL A ] 2 Ffs
DAESAR MRGRABIAL SAUSE |1 DEKER 1 RKRSE L BTN D SR

EMOM! ¥ R i {E% W ¥ Bk R TR ¥ ' - H m— E
s B i [ s [T omes TE—[m@ﬁﬂHE i\-nuﬁhﬁmwﬁji

o |1 | grmae |G| [ [wsmonn | [l ey [ ey |
e (| o | fmiee [T omme [ PRS- 6 [e s |

B2 SRIAWREESERN MY

[95 181 51 /T 45 (prevention-focused tasks, U ERVE AL G 0 A6 45 55 18 40 5 A1
FRIN, o 17 3t P RGO X, R 0 38 0 R 8 X ) S RO HE A Ry i
Jily 1) B il s P20 B TR E TARAT MAg Ak, 0 TXHME S5 A LU H B RETR 58
BT 55 A BN A R WA . S0 AN B 55 B R R A O B 0 BELRE 2R O 61 R IR
GAY b 2 ST AU P O i o 3 s BRAE 2 B S B AR AT S oA Bl
TR 51 T4 ) LB M A A B A L DT RS B850 A T 1) 20

{2 #E AT 55 (promotion-focused tasks, Q1FF & #5775 H R &6 5 o0 A8
B RS AR B AR XA S T B S oA = 5 3 P PR A B T
VN HAEAT NIRRT G — bR, 31X 2 A 7 A 35 8 (9 AT 55 K 1 R4
BACAN i P R DT o FHLATE B8 Sy A i 39030 780, o5 | A JXUIRG: DR A o), 3K oo 2
HEZR B 55 B TAEAT S v 2375 A A 1) £ S, 38 SR 1 PR =l XURS: M (A7
AN B AT 55, AT R B2 T 45038807 A= 7 [ 521

(=D faj ZEIFk

DL EARSER I SO AR QA% Ge BEe BT B i B IR AR B8 58 Al 1, I
17 55288 T %% AT REAFAE AR LM e R . A7 4 WO B8 51 A AL 23 40 5 vk . %
BT GAL T BTN N AE S ALY % RN o AH I AT 48 78 L SRR AR AL AL
SR 432 35 8 T 5 S WS [RIAT: 55 HE 8N S 580 1 9652 Ml 2800 19 1% - ML A
AT T AN R AR R [R)

B B B B A E A X B A AT 55 T SRR i RO, 1) RIS
I3 M 5 2 0 R S ACRRAF  AH X AR HE BT 55 (0 43 M AR AE — E i R e TR S
BEAL, — 7T 20 T A O BRAE B2 08 i F b AR 300 B S AL A 5K X0 BEHE
ZRINSER 5 55— 7 T, A0 T A ARTEAS [R]85 B T % 1) 35 56 28 1 BUAE 2 AN 1
M) Al —AT 55 T AR RO BEAE L PT RE S50 4L —il

ok, BB A bk Z ok B T AR 10 & 30 50l SCFe . S8 A O S Uk 5 42
BT EB A 2 5 SR AR — T T SE RGBS DA 2 A S A AR AR A A A ) D
F1B1R Catomistic fallacy) ; 55— J5 M . WF AR A AU T Bt &R
4 (n Kuhn A1 Yockey, 2003 A 1 Jg 375, 2011)
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5 Z.Van Dijk Dina: SR T BN FE LM DM N K EERTL

S EBTHAMELR MMM MIERGESKRE

(—) W5 HE QR AR 1%
ETLL RS A 2 S Fromm (1968) (957 3R B8 & 1F X 42 3k %
1T 550 BRAE B2 TE BCATL 1 149 5307
FHRTF K (rootedness) , BRI [ {4 B 3 IA 8] 75 5K o 5 76 B AR R AR B AT 16
PRSIk P13 1 %o 4 SR 0 SRS LU TR] . A A A T e e 48 0 S
WU AR S35 R BB AT M TC A A 9% . B 78 FAR TR SR 3k 3h T B T
(100 B RS2 1R 25 R 5 L S50 T 0 98D o 3 o =l ) 5 56 3R e Ak ol 1 R 25
KR LTI T B Tl A0l A7 R AL A BE S ML 5 oK 3 Ak T Y2k 00 FHAE 4254
A/ < o1 1 A T W ol o) 22 L R 54 S SN 1 v R ey = el
R LUAE AT R B T TAESAL . X STRCT BEXHE I s L 5 Hh k0
B 3 75 5K (sense of identity) , BRI {E I [R] 55 5K 36 AR 09 5y 5 0 (B A
38 3 SO 1) 3 R 80T A R B . R 0 g SO R S AR N T R A R 1
FAE, JREAE 55 1R B0 A B TR 3K 8 R S ARS8 0y kX A
BE 77 A 14 70T DA L DT S 2 45 2 DRI R BRAE 48 ST o A A
U BA RO IAESL, 51 5 0 TR OB M9 AT R, BN F R B 1 T AR 57
B, DT AU 22 (4R 46 e B A . 3R BRI R I SR AN
$5¢ 15 2 T £100 5 3R 2 B 8 7 5K (transcendence) , B F 38 S2 8075 5K . B 76 18 9
AR A IR SPIRAS . B TR TAE . SRR R B L A 4
il A5 B L M A T R k[ TR A AN B S, NMAR AR
TEAR TR 2 — 15 16 T 2 AR By, PP 0 0B 38 J WL S b i, 76 48 22 A
7T T A 2 9030 0 BRAEE 4, 5 3051 AT M Bl R SF , BRI TAE SR, X240
RGBS LA B LR R0
BT LA B A BT AR SOOI AT 55 1) AE 240 A0 R 25 A T 9 11 5 i AJL 1 A
IEWNE 3 Ui o AR HE S e, BT AR AR R A 32 00 8 LA R i
Vol KL 3 TR 451 2 B 40 4 17 R SRR A R 25 B 0 Y VT pROBCRRAE . T 2
X S5 A0 T 5 R IRt 200z 38 o ) 2 A DR A AR I ) RO 25 A —
HESRA | MAGPREAL MURosm L LEER L NRER || BN || SRGR |
: § i il iod -%;—qum‘xe |~;-;>liu!@ﬁk |->| ﬂmmm];
: : .

s [ mantr | e ] JOEX L st o[ 2 o [Eem)|

| e [T maors ] Rmett N | oo

&ﬂfﬁﬁm*;g —re»| mmx]—irH AN }»[ niEw |
; ' {

' I " "
bosoe e ! s S lorasssenscnsad Rl B W ] ] o |

3 GEHMIAMEHBESHIELEZLIIH

+ 115 -



IF = 2013 FE 48

JE B0 PR B T 0 48 AR SCER O S R AR

i 12 Gk 158 % Ak T B A8 AU AT 55 19 D3 1A T[] 52 ) o (EL 3 S 388 D

Bk 2 G T 38R A T4 1 BUAT 55 1Y 53 T AT “S 27 5 e, BRIV Jah %00 5
s Ea .

(OB T

1A A o T 3 7 1k

R TR bR AR SO IR AR A

y=Bo T BRictBsx+Bsx* TR X" +Bsizi T Bsizi x+Prizi X’ +Psizix’ +e
Hopi=1,252 BT BTE S5 2 AR IR 55 s x HBIRCLH sy I TAESRLG
o AR B TS S H e HBEHL T4,

K B8 7 B S AT = Wl £k 0] 5 5 (moderated cubic regression)

2. 706 s ) s AR RSCH fe 5

T ARG I R FH Welbourne (1998) FF & Yy f1 (4 8 4 5 % N T AEAT
55 Ol A U B P AT B PR A2 1S 55 A S BE VT AR D1 TSR0 SRR TU%E
(3 £ >R B Deckop (1999) & B4 G 1. 9% 5 FE SR 1 1 3%, 22 2% 51 T
B Y AR 5 S 8% =z 18] A K R b 2H b i A L S IE R g S IR HL I SR T
(Lawler,1980) s Xf F{F: 45 257, {5 % Van Dijk(201D ¥ R (1% I EATIBIT .

Bl g RO Y ) B S Oy 2 3R AE B W VAR Mk ik R)
1 0004 » it 2 1B Ak 3 SR FH B 5 W I 77 32 » B 5 49 B0 8500 4 587 1y, FEA ¥
LA 2B L R AR JZ2 T A 0T

3HEA RV A

F 1 WR T FEABEGTBRIES TR, N T IRIEEIE S 1Y
R BRATEEAS T A8 & W15 B RN RLRE CRLEE X 4 R4 BE AR S8 )

F1 FETENHRER T EEREXRHY

B ¥iE i i 22 5 1 2 3 4
1.4 3 BT 55 3.328 0.890 0.788 (0.913)
2. B A AT 55 4.102 0.761 0.880 | —0.230""| (0.805)
3BT % 3.231 0.918 0.807 0.102 0.280"* | (0.744)
4. TAEGRK 3.049 1.115 0.912 | —0.025 | —0.227"*|—0.024 (0.791)

WM A B R R p<<0.05 il p<<0.01,

SR BR  EBAEENEE RGO B o ()W T 0.7, R
BARHMERE., BEEATE M Dyer 4 (2005) B A F A 1, 43 W) BFAL T 20
PR B 0 (P A A8 U ] — W AR &) IR (Ir g A AR = T s [R]— Y AR
) LA S PR (A 55 2878 G T M TAESiR0 . SR s (L3R 2),
=R R A G TR bR U O T O A AR A L R W e () B R X
RCRE W B L [R) 7 A 25 (CMIV) X85 SRR 2 77 A i R 52 i), R B, 4% 728 i
IR SR (AVE R 7R GR LIS PO MW R TR THITETS
B AH 5C 28 B ) e % {8 L 2R W BOHE 25 0 HAT R i A A%
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5 Z.Van Dijk Dina: S T HBNVF LM MM K EERTL

®2 EFHEBEEFERERESR

B x X*/df RMSEA CFI RMR PNFI
PR AR | 178,963+ 5.372 0.103 0.809 0.092 0.437
TR | 157.841 3.354 0.092 0.889 0.128 0.612
=T 220.124 2.560 0.055 0.931 0.037 0.731

i FoR p<0.001,
(=) SLHEZ,
TERE N B GE T8 5 0k 45 R 09 0 LA S PE Al 85 80 1) 22 R 2 A gk 22
AH IG5 0 o, 55 70 0 3 AR 4005 RO R H 25 SR UL 3% 3, B R* A AR DL &
F (B0 i 35 K7 R WY 25 A TT A A5 A (1 S AR AR e e A
R3 GNIAFMBEHAPTZRAMEEAERBER

B 1 HERY 2 E

EY PfH ES 4 P fH ES P fH
T 15 2.940""" 0.000 2.740""" 0.000 3.078""" 0.000
51 —0.183" 0.093 —0.175 0.110 —0.126 0.265
A iy —0.016 0.688 0.002 0.955 —0.024 0.557
T HHAR B —0.087 0.174 —0.173" 0.027 —0.071 0.288
57 160 2 AT 55 0.067" 0.034 0.067" 0.034 0.072° 0.026
8 ik AT 55 0.221° 0.017 —0.135 0.513 0.185" 0.084
LAk T —0.129" 0.060 —0.016 0.814 —0.109 0.102
BB T I7 0.098" 0.062 0.106" 0.046 0.099" 0.081
B T e )7 —0.045 0.541 —0.032 0.664 —0.031 0.668
LR B X B AT 55 0.434" 0.041
LA T GET I X B A AT 55 —0.141° 0.053
LR G SE T X B A BAT: 55 0.047 0.503
BiAL T X A AT 55 —0.143" 0.034
LRI O XA ik BUAT: 55 0.237" 0.007
SR T8 T 7 X AR E AT 55 —0.144" 0.032
R* 0.73 0.85 0.81
AR? 0.73"" 0.12*" 0.08°"
F 2.932"" 2.496"" 2.959 """

W AR AR p<<0.10,p<<0.05.p<C0.01 Fl p<<0.001 L) .

FENNA B BT 55 5 B0 T 1 58 B0 s, B8 2 X T ARGk v 2%
B HRE A 1 BRI T 12% (F=2.496,p<C0.01), HHh, 45k T.% 5 B
FUT 55 10 28 B30 250 1E (B=0.434, p<<0. 05) , B2 T % - J7 T 5 By 1 %I AT:
% B3 H IG5 B N (3= —0.141,p<C0.1) . B T %% 57 77 W1 5 B 46 BUAT: 45
(1 58 BTN 8 2, 28 B A 1 iy A 80 AT 55 28 AU B 500 T %8 % 03 T TAE Bl A IE
Tia] P S8l 550 L 384 3 0

FEMAAR HERUAT: 55 5 S8 T8 (14 28 B30 )5, A AR 3 5% 245 3L 1) fie e g He A
AL ERN T 8% (F=2.959,p<C0.001), Zi% T % 548 7 BT 55 1 52 .30
F R (R=—0.143,p<C0.05) , B &L 1. 5% - J5 W1 5 g ik BUAT: 55 19 28 5.0 8 %5
IE(B=0. 237, p<C0.01) , B4 T-%¢ 37 Jy Wi 5 {2 3k BUAT: 55 1 28 B30 5t 3 i (B=—
0.144,p<C0.05) , R I X FPEZ M 2 S B 7Y

2 A P s (UL AL 4 #6830 4 A AT S 3% T 95 % DA 55 B 40 280 4T
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1A EIRE ., TS TR AT

BAE S 00 TAH BFE MRS B v P
Wi ——SE 40 )5 47 A R 2 WAk AR

L fr, B
ARG R R W, SO TR R
i A A 45 408 25 B4 A I A (L
LR R AT 55 (0 B2 R AR ool
X 43 = AN B BB L R 5 w2l sw
55— Be L xF BT AR B S HL S B4 FARESERTEHIA
PEBF AR . X EIE T AR SC i 43 T WO 55 35 HH S
T KUR P AF 55 T BT 5% TR 8K B A K
FHS A B S HL. — B R R Y
T 3 AL 0 TR 6 B L U 43 i
% BT A i 26 R0 FRAE 4R, AR T g .
TSR, 5 B B A 38 b 24 A4y — o
PR () XU AE T L 84T W xR %
HERUAE 55 2 TE . S BB T |RgR
SRR B B M E R, |
BT AR5 AR AL B 2 P 0 25 55 X R i 2
35 2 A LA L BT T UK B0 25 e

— B
—— RNES

4.00 5.00

I

T HE 28, “— 5 S — =
SR, it - %%ﬁqg” i B SRR SIER T 43
?”E"Jiﬁ%‘aﬁﬂiﬁiﬁ’kﬂﬂf‘zﬁiﬁtﬂ T8 25 3R B 1E LR

RN
M RHBESTEHSH T RN EBMRL

MSZIESE R G AL T 5T RO 53 B2 X i 1 BRUATE 55 19 s e 2 AR 2ot 0 L I ot
FRATT AT LL3E 4o 45 4 el AR Sy — ol 5 A T Bk 312 vo St 50 T W8 A 38Dl A58 0 4
T HCBE RO . Sy I FEAR DCAE I R Y Bt b AR SO BT o 2R S ELAR
BT RAEWAG W P i & PGS, O AR .

Al 2r*

cos*0—

2 \|)\H2(1—c0526)+2r
R A AR B A E AT 5 B TR AL ZU BTk () B T A B AR
e RN EE M XD (BT 45 23R (cos™0) DA K B T 5 41 4] i B3
OHFLL (o), B T R A0 AT A% A8 3R S ALY 31 ) BL
TEWMCA R S5 R A BT 1 T %8 O T R A E R P C I I i T
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5 Z.Van Dijk Dina: SR T BN F LM MM K EERTtL

PP T BIROT 45 2R (cos”0) o BE (| A || +cos™0=1, jj EL 43 31| 3 B 30 %
r=1.r=0.5 fl r=0 = FH I , BHUA [R] .00 BE 32 25 7K SF- T B T8 14 52 i 3L
N5 B — I B o i B L AR AL A, /IR E TR S SRR T B )
Clall /eos* 43510 3/7.4/6.5/5.6/4 F1 7/3, Matlab B {40 45 R4 6
fis .
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S S S S U S U | . I S N S HE
81 02 0) 04 05 05 07 28 0y A\l 01 02 o) o4 05 05 [TN1) 1 . ‘
nenese manaRe

Be6 ARMAXRAFAEEMTHELTHNH MY HGE

WA (5] s [6]— 25 4 T Bl 0 B 37K S (1= 0) B ARG B3 TR Al i) BT ik 1
. XEIE T 54522 % Posner(2000) WL, BIVFE 41 A 51 T 2 [A] 22 57
BRI A B) TR SRR A B SOR .

YN [6]— I 30 27K 7 R B G SR LB b 3 N (3/10—>7/10) . 87 4%
TBE Y XLTT 8RN B 3K B B — i S 7 AR B AONE L G X AR
(18 B R 326 D, HL 80 T L A1 R 5% O R . R Bl [ TR TE
SRS R R ) L N BRI T Y B IR AN 5 TR L EE S 70 040 22 A I
JAh A 1] 7K 3R B e AR

FRERF, G AHEE TRSS TR LG ECEHEZE, —Jm,
[E] 7 ¢ PR AR S P i 2 1 O3 T B IR S A W 77 A O B BRSO L M
TR AT 55 18 BE AN B 2 X G 10 BRFSUB A TR T8 51 5 5 o) — 5 T 76 M il o
3G N 25K TG R L AR O B U P B XU M A R EC L 481 I T 4 4
Tl a0 BB RN S & A Z W (windfall gain) 3% 288060 B P, DT X
JRUIRS: 1 A A A58 2 18 32 LRI T S B A1 L o K1 i A A 2 AT 55 1 B2 1 A7 Bl
T 5% T XU i 2 AR R KB ] 80T R 0 R sl BIL B B S AR

HEEHFRMBT

AR SCHE 51 T O BRI 0 BN AW SRS, E SR R R R
S — , BURL T GEXT B A B AT 55 AT IE 1] 52 W) {EL A2 0RO Joh L A R T,
BB, Al T LA SR A2 SUHL ] P BR T R0 X — e (L 7k
FEA) . LG IS Tk TR AR TR 7 vk & BAE 5L TRISIRH
B M SRRV T B A B3 AT ok O R HR 57 F B[] N S0 00D = 1) 0% T 4
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T SF RN A R A 1 A RS S G B BT O s R AR L UL )2 i
FIATAEF AL FE i O B & R A (R B BR 5 45 JIDO0U 8 Tl 18 45
T 42 5 5% T R R T AN B AT 0 R ER R

TSI B B TR

THEu & 3k BIAT 55 W AE F %

B

‘_\ A EAE T
\NEmaza\ o) LI 50
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X
e S R4 A T
e | LB A 30% /¢
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HA R R A SR B
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AR A A BRANAT O A b X T SR 4 S I8 LA 1 S 32 (L 7
TRRER) . RATHEGAL TR I e 5 PR 0] A A B T3 ] Weibel (2010) By
WA K IO BRIV R 22 il T 7 A B g 4 B AS o AT T B X A T S R
AR B E B XET ., X SR B 5 HARE ESU A B IE ST
VAT A SHL L A Q0 e 7 P 45 A 9 R R s SR TR A AR
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Non-linear Effect and Structural Optimization
of Performance-related Pay:A Perspective
of Prospect Theory

MA Jun', Van Dijk Dina®

(1. School of Management s Shanghai University , Shanghai 200444, China ;
2. Health Science & School of Management , Ben-Gurion University
of the Negev, Beer-Sheva 84105, Israel)

Abstract: The discomfort and dislocation of performance-related pay in
practice spark the reflection on the traditional paradigm of rational analysis.
This paper introduces employees’ psychological measurement process into
the analytical framework, employs prospect theory to revise and deduce the
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function mechanism of performance-related pay under the interaction of dif-
ferent psychological frameworks, tests the non-linear effect of performance-
related pay through a method of curve fitting and then makes a systematic
simulation of structural optimization of performance-related pay. The results
show that performance-related pay has positive effects on the performance of
prevention-focused tasks, but the increments diminish owing to the effect of
psychometric discount; performance-related pay has an S-shaped nonlinear
effect on promotion-focused tasks. The proportion of performance-related
pay around 30% contributes to the restriction on the crowding-out effects on
ethical and achievement motives and the improvement of incentive effect.
Key words: performance-related pay; crowding-out effect; structural
optimization; prospect theory
(wiEHmE & D

(EE% 110 )

CEO Power, Private Benefits and the Motivation
for M& A : Empirical Evidence from Listed
Companies in China

ZHANG Qia'*, YUAN Tian-rong'

(1. School of Accountancy s Zhongnan University of Economics and Law ,
Wuhan 430073, China ;2. Ankang College s Ankang 725000, China)

Abstract; Based on a sample of listed companies with M&A in China
between 2002 and 2011, this paper studies the relationship among CEO be-
havior, private benefits and the motivation for M& A. It indicates that CEO
power and private benefits which are the main driving forces of M&.A have
important effects on the existence, scale and frequency of M& A and CEO
with greater managerial power is more likely to drive M& A and obtain high-
er private benefits. It shows that CEO drives M& A by the power and ac-
quires the private benefits.

Key words: CEO power; private benefit; motivation for M& A
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