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WARET AL, F—2 2RI 5EIERANE
BB —-RYICHEBE TEL2H0TIE VD,
F— L DORRE L REOWE % RO 72 L CTHETT 5
VDD 5 o

@ X% > IN—D&R

F— A ORI BV TIE, HEFHT BB 0TI
VELRRDEMA T AMERIKT L DD D, &
DYty, T—LICHRES 5 A Y N—2ED L) Bk



F— 27— & Zon RO &%

HWCEILT HODHDMEE b, —F&IZ, HMZ%
HEk ZF VDB AV N—THER X 72 F — A3,
INT F = VANENZ EDRENTWS (Devine
et al., 1999; Hackman, 1987), F—2 7 — 27 = 54§
T5ETYH, AU N=i4xOHLEEZ 5104
ITERREFIDY AT — 7T M5 - A%
WCHELTBZLRIEETH L, abEHONERTF
NEZ PR L, F— A EEROMEPERLAMD X N — DR
DL IR R T & R UL, TSR iR
REICAT 9 2 & 138 L v (Morgan et al., 1993;
Wilson et al., 2007), K12, BB CikEICHT 54
ARPFHEZHER L TR WRAR AV N—DAT
F— DRI N TwiUE, BHooxkE 217232
EHHELL, F—L T =T EMRL L) A N —
BOMEERIZAE LIS WTH A I,

— BT, F—2OMDRA Y N— LT B 20D
BhdRkOONE, F—2NTOKE Mumford
etal.,2008), * ¥ N—DOFL (KR #/r) (Cannon-
Bowers et al., 1993) 7 SOk, F— 24 TOlH
D SEABRAF IV, F—27— 27178
ZAEHE L, FRICTEEIDREIMIIC R SG A8 7 + —
RUVARELATAHIENRABEN TS (Bradley
et al., 2003) . Mohammed et al. (2010) &, ko
MAICEDE, AU N—IZROOENDEF—LT =2
ZAFNE TOIEH LTS GHEIE, sTARRO
MEFFIBEE, <A DAV N V=¥ =Yy 7, Rk,
MEE=%) 7, a3a=r—vary, F—2u4
MEOHIE) . 29 LieF—27—212F 2 M
RAFNZWET 72012, RHIBRL T 2 ~ DB
FEHAABN TS (e.g., Mumford et al., 2008) .

@A L IN—DSHEM

EOMEORYE (F23FE) R A Y N—TF—
LB T H D0 E V) HIE, F— LD TER
TAREFEELMETH 5. A U N —DL KM
(diversity) 2%d 753 B, ZE ) O HTIE
M3 A2 H % (e.g,, Milliken & Martins,
1996), —21l&, ZH7e A Y IN—DIEIED, F— 2L
N TORIEMED IR S AR R B X 2 JRkIt s %
AL, HWRELTF—2L2 - 73—y A %A1
FTAHUNRMETH L, DI —2E, AV N=DLHT
HONBPZIZ, I 2=k —T a3 reERBGEARH
EIN, F—2HNOEHELWIHELTLI W, F—A4-
T = VAP DONEE VIR TH 5,

A UN—DERRMEE, B (MR, AERE, A -
Rtz &), Wee (B, &5, WEoOHEMM%
AR R &), OHREE (RBEE, A, M)
DBEPHI-Z ENL, BHEOLZHEORRIZON

Tk, =2 - 73 —=< 20 L (Jehn &
Bezrukova, 2004) & (Li & Hambrick, 2005;
Mohammed & Angell, 2003) % 7R3 AR L
TWb, $72, CORBEOHIL, REOEEL T —
PGB DA AL D FERRMIC X > THRE S, HlZ
X, BYGHETEIN T+ —< AL, W
ZipETEMEE 26T 2R HEEINTV S
(Bowers et al., 2000), 7z, K@ e & 12,
B D2 Kt DR EILES < & I A D 5 (Bell,
2007; Harrison et al., 2002) o

WRRED LRI DWW T, FRPIREWTIY 22 X /N —
ko 70y oy bF— A &SI G s
b Twb, MEEDSERIEE F—4 - X7 5 —%
VAL OMIZE, MRIEOMFASERHBINTYS
(Bell, 2007; Horwitz & Horwitz, 2007). %3, &
DL L 13, MEEDZ ORI R, R
WREWT 5 LM b MEMICH S (Bell, 2007;
Harrison et al., 2002) -

DHEEFHRIZOVWTIE, 2 NN=08=Y F )
T4y - 7747 (Big Five) ? OWHAT
EH R, TOERREDRRZ MG L 72FEA % v,
S5ODHED S B, Atk L R EED S,
F— A 8T =< VAL IEOESRE SR TW
% (Neuman & Wright, 1999; Mohammed &
Angell, 2003), 7272 L, #HAaEDO LR, 287 + —
VAL OWMMBMYLERLREBINRTWS
(Mohammed et al., 2010; Barry & Stewart, 1997;
Neuman & Wright, 1999), F— A HNOAL 7 2
UN—DWEIL, hvwEEERNIZTII = —
arnzL iy, LvEF—2ONEE AR
BLLR T R 5. 207020, HHA R X ¥ N—=H3F —
LOEBREDOLAEIL, F—Lo - XT3 —< VA
ROEL Do 2721, =V F YT 1 OEHED
RAEE, A CT—H L EIIREINTBELHT,
EOHRDIMEPLEE SN TW S (Bell, 2007;
Stewart, 2006)

(2) REDRE

F— LD T HHEIZONWT, W Oh MY
BT —LDIEHDOH ) RN T7 + —~ v AN ET
HIENRBEINRTWS,

OREDHHI eI BEME

SLE OB RENE &1L, SRERAT & F IS
LAEIHENCE LT, F—Aa2HAWIZa Y ba—)b
THREDLGZ 5N TV AREEZRT (Mohammed
et al., 2010; Stewart, 2006) . F— A IZEE P g R G
W%, FREBEOMRIGZONLZEI2XD,



=R

A UN=ERONFEERED T 250 L5 5 (Wall
etal., 1986), & 512, HEOMHI T REMEA R UL,
F— ADSBREEAAICIE T L 72 BRS, FRKISHIST %
Z & HEEL %2 5 (Hollenbeck, et al., 1998; Pearce
& Ravlin, 1987), ZD#EFRE LT, F—L4 237 4 —
X VADMEIZET S EATREN T 5 (Stewart,
2006)

QOFEDHEEKIFMSE

F— A DSIRRE T BT T A B OEEAENE, F—2
7 — 7 OUEME RS AT A4 T H 5 (Mathieu
et al., 2008) . PEDOMHELA L, F—2L L
TOVEEARFNC BT A Y N—M Dt - i s
PE XNLMELXTRT (Stewart & Barrick, 2000) .
O AR X, HREZRITOBROIERDOTRN
(work flow) ZHONWT, M2DADIZHHEENS
(Saavedra et al., 1993; Tesluk et al., 1997) .

SN OITERD, din, B, £HHONET
MEMEERE L, F—2T—27 OLEED EL %

[EEFERE B 177

BALN—PHDO 4 L N— EHEERIITH ST,

BERDIEERROENDI F— LOLBRREL B,
Bl XEER P T — 2 WO HBEE

F—LANDEEDIRA
S S N
SN R
F— LDORRDRIH
[ R AR A k7]

BHBDALIN—DIEERERDFID X 2 IN—DIEEIC

PEEIN, —AHREOIER TEEN X > N—DE %
mhTLnL

Bl - SR DERE - L F 1 >
F—LANDIEEDHEA

!
C%C%CPQD

F— LDORRDEIH

R

5o iREDOMHEARGFESE W L2 H TH NI,
AYN—=TF =27 =27 OLERORRITIA S
N4 (Stewart & Barrick, 2000), * & 5347
AR TIE, REOMEMAL L F— 2D T7 + —~
YA LDOMOIEDOREBRAHE SN TS (Stewart,
2006), 7272L, EOMEARLLEMZ, FiTEWEH
VLT LwbIFTidhv, FIESEEL SNV —
T4 VHETIE, MEKFEESEWEF— A0
7+ =< Y AIFMET I % (Stewart & Barrick,
2000) o & DHAIIE, A Y N— DV EZ EE L,
MEARLG AR I Z 725D, F— 2 E2ERORFIEE <
%5

QFENEEM

MEER O BHRLEEMEEH T UL, AN =0
SRR EL, BuT7 =< v AT
% (Campion et al., 1993) €078, F—2L L
TOEKRHEOREL, F—2D1T7 =< A0
FIZE#TH S (OLeary-Kelly et al., 1994) . F—

[RERAAEE 77 ]

HBALN—DERDFERD, BIDALIN=-D
ERICDEES N, TOHDEXEDTRIDH Y,
NARTEKICHESINS

Bl /B DFMZEF — L
F— LNDIEEDHEA

S N B
COz0z0)
!

F— LDORRDEIH

[EhAAE B k77 ]

BHOX >N TOBRBIVATSHY, fF%
PEABANRRCHN TV L

fl - MRRARF — L, BEEERF—L
F— LNDEEDHA

¥

\

F— LDORRDEIH

K2 EZEORNCEDICRBBOMEMKEME (Tesluk et al., 1997)
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A HEORREOFWIL, S E R OB A
(Locke & Latham, 1990) 2SHw:HN1 %, HEREE
HERIC LR, BIFKESEARNTH Y, ol
e WHES O HEEDGFRE SN LA, EEADOET)
PMEZ L b - THEFF S LA, ZoFillig,
F— L HEOBEDRRE MG L7z A & 5B v
TXFEhTwsb (Kleingeld et al., 2011; O’Leary-
Kelly et al., 1994) . F7-F— 2 HEEOR @, &Hm
DIVRERRX N=HOW ) e EOF — 2T — 7 17H)
#1EiE3 % (Weldon & Weingart, 1993), & 512,
AYN=OF—LAHE~NDTI v M AV bOEEN
DRBENTVEIMICHEZZRET A2 TR,
AUN=HEZZTAN, WmELERDIRLE,
oI T —< v 2EE L %D (Aube &
Rousseau, 2005)

5. F=LT—-UDRALAR

RETIE, TNFEFTCF—2T7—20N xS
TOIEFZINTELHRIZOVWTHBIT S, 77—
LDOBFRR T — 27— ON EERET 58, £
NEEBHT 272003200 M REMED S
(Holenbeck et al., 2004). £ 1 O JEHIL, HEIZH
DETAUN—Z2RBETAHILTHL.2FN, F—
AW MEFREE 2O MG UT, @) A
BERL, FLEmMETAILEHET, FE2D
JEEX, AU N—ICHhbECGREZELX L L
Thbd, TOFEMIL HERLHEZRITOFHRE, 1F
RGN @Il T2 L EEKT S, I
L20DFMAEBLT, F—AT— 7R INR
FTVHIREN 2 AT 5 D, F—Lo - THA
(team design) TH 5%,

ZLTHE3IOEHIL, FREIHDETA U NN—%
TALEEDLZETH D, ZOFREMIE, WIS 5KHE
OMEERREE 7D X I, A YN=ITRLT
F—24 & LTHEIT 5 720 OEBFHE I 2 it
TALHIETERINS, ZOWHERIFIZOWTIE,
F—24 - EWVT 4 v (team building) & F—24 -
b L —=>7 (team training) ® 22D} KM H %,
INBIFF—2 DX U= CEBR R AFITD M
TIEBELTWED, ENEFNABEZRE TS5 HR
HEOWEIZIZENDDH 5,

INB3DODF =177 EROER L BT
WFEIC D EH AT 21K T FICE T RO
W& % BT
(1) F=L - FHI>
F—h - FHAL VL, TR BET LR N

D, B LT — 2D M & HE T @R
TAHIET, WGBTS TRERF— LT —
IHHTEEER SIS & v ) FEARBFEICE DN T
W5 (I, 2008) . F— AWFFE 0 BEAE A % %
AT, F=24 - THA Y ERRNICEERT H72012
&, F— ok, BCRBEORE, REOREEL
MR LB R OWED 4 DO i T 5 2 & A5
‘INTWS (e.g., Morgeson & Humphrey, 2008;
Stewart, 2006)

HEE BRI F — 24 (self-managing teams) OF
B, F—2 - T CORMEBITH L (Manz &
Sims, 1993). Z OF{HIE, 1990 4F I K E o # ik
FErHOISEASNH, AEEE WEOmEEZ b5
L7z (Cohen & Bailey, 1997), HAAE AT — 2
T, EHEAER T NSRRI L T — 4
A Y N= DRIV TIIFANHEM § 525, Zh
PhoF— 2o EE, V-5 —0iEE, X
G, EBOMD TRV =V &L, &TF—20
A= L CTRET 50 2F D, F—2HK
AT — LGEE & AR P B R 2 D 2 &8
KERWEOMTH D, A v N—72LHED, F—2%
HEMISER LT ZET, S22kl To
HEEDZIF ARR, X ¥ N—RIToW#H & Mz 0
ANBRORESRES D LEZ O TV,

(2) F=—L-ENTF (T

F—2 - UNT 4 7R, BEERER A TR
ENBZEDNELL, MBHBPLTF -2 hDkk
ELTIESER LT A, M MbY, @
DBIRGE V) R ZFED, EIEF—2NIBITS
A Y N— DR NBIRRAL M B 2 853 % 72
DIWZERZINTHKTH LD, BETIEIF—2NIZ
HAET HILH RO & Z o x X5 Fik &
LCHEZZIFTWw2 (e.g., Dyer et al., 2007;
Salas et al., 2005)

F—2L0 - T4 X, BABEEEHCTE
i S5 (Dyer et al., 2007; 3 5 , 2007). 5l 2 i,
FERR O W FAT Y 1 TS 2 B8 Z A ST 1 A
HyvarEit)I—ray TR, o ARER
RAI 2= —T 3 YOEEMEICHE L CTRERRYICHEE
fREMRT 7 — AR AOEENEmIND, /2, 1
EOWHETF — AN ELE D532 LIk
LWz, EIICHEE 2 £ L T 2 EAWE
b, HEBEI—T 4 YT O—E R o THEHRR
T BE D HE, 2~ 3 HHEOSEIME TR
MEPFTTITH) 2L b DD, HEOFEMII, MK
DAMEBERELE RO vy v b lD
77T =8 —DEETLILEN KN THS



=R

R

K2 F—LU7—VELARDERERED-ODER

B ¥R E&H MR EEBED-DDES
F—L - THA | F—LEBRT DA N—DFK, | OF —LREK  FRICELZABHRIET, B AMEEKRL,
F—LHPRYBEOCRBEDOHEGTEEL | F—L BEETS
T, F—LT7—IPREBEINXT | ORRBIZENDFKTE | HICHWIOERZHEFT I3REDKEL BF
T3 EMEREEEMET 2 A%, BIICBARY 3
QRREOEEL  BEEXTOSEXFIEZHREL, £ >/N—-0D
EBPEETS
DB IEROBE  BEZRTICVDELERPIBROREME
thERFT - hERE & DEARAFIDIEL, HEIFFIEL & 2%
fed 2
F—L - F—LAN—DNABREASH|OBERTE - BAEF—LONAICEWOERZBIETEIZS:
ELNTFa2d |HBEEREHRETI-OICERTIN| ALN—1tHETHRETS
=A%, BEXEEDERD DI, | O ABGRDOHMEE - H8E  F— AR TOERDONIL - BEDRE
F-LANTEUI2HBEDORRBREMER| REBELAEHEEL T, WABRIXTIVEHEEEDHE
#XB37=HICHHEVSN S, EEXD
OEEIDBRFEIL : X L N—DRETREEZEE F— LEHFT
BEL, HEERERDD
OFERR BT EEET2MERERREL, F—LEL
TZD@BRAELE (77a>TIy) e TdEEHIC,
WEEDFHAETE 23 ET 5
F—bo | BEETICEUSF—LT— O |OM#, A%/, EEOBERIL: F— L CHRW AT ERE B
PL—Z27 | BICARREZXXIVOER, ZTOE| ([CHRL, ZOXRTICLELME XX/, BBELEELL
BEL DM BFETIREDOMLE| T, BREBETENE L TMHEDITS
EEHNETEHR F—LT 7D |QEKEE EFTBOEROIBE | EFROREXTHEICEELIL
HERREAICE DX, BHOBR| ABETCOEERICLY, FEk Hilf, BE+EH- - £8T
PR EHAEDEFIEEERT 5, Y e )
@74 — KNy VDR BREICIEU 2T 1 — KNy T &R
7L, Zhapxz/-mb - BEESERITS

(Shuffler et al., 2011) .
F—L-CNT 4 v 7 ORREWGE L 72072 T,
—HOEF ORI HEERE, N AR OMERE - HESE,
BB O WML, BEBROAODDE T EZZDL T L
DEZEEIREEINT VD, F—4 - EVTFTg V7
OPL LTI, F—2 T -7 DREENEREL X~
N—DFBFFEICIEOWTHIEL, Thb I8
BHEOLNIZZ EPH|E SN TS (e.g., Salas et
al., 1999). F/2 XA ¥ MO RETH, F—4 - €
VT4 7k, RN, MHEREE, 57— 280
7o EORBEMERITH L, FRIIREN 2B LY XIT

TZEDPRINTWS (Klein et al., 2009) .

(3) F—L - bL—Z=2F

F—h - ML= U7, FICHEEFERERD 2D
D FEFEHIN & HULIZ B FE AN D 5 T & 72 (Cannon-
Bowers & Bowers, 2011; Salas & Priest, 2005) . Hi
WOF—2 - ENF 4 v 7L 3BRY), EBROBE
BITHHICBWTF =LA T =7 25T 520D R
FNOBEBEEML, F—LDNRT =< ADY
EEXRMEHIETHHRTH S,

F—L - FL—=Z VT T}, F=2T7—27 O
IR EED &, E IR, HARIATEI B OFLR,

T O 3 D OHAZ I Mg % ML b & TINFRDHE
W& A (Shuffler et al., 2011; Salas et al., 2008) o
TEHIRE & 1F, BRIV — Y HM R EEEL
T2AYIN=ANDF— 15T =7 I B HRDILET
Hbo BARMTEBOFIRIE, €74 7% EOBER
BMRPREFICL > TN, A=k b
AFN OB IR 2R EEEE L1, 3 2
=%l a— V7 LA R EERERKBLT, AV
WN—ZAF NV EEERT MBS L5 2, HRE
G727 4 — KNy 7 23262 THE, T—
LA ML=V TICEOLREE R E LT, JIFT
EFICEGE Hig Tk, AFu, RBEOHMEAL,
FEEE L FHOBBORE, 71— Ny 7 Of
AP 55,

MZBERDIN— ) )= AT X b (crew
resource management; CRM) &, F#—24 - ML —
=V T OREFITH D, CRMIZZ L DHMAIER
Eh, BUETIEAM - TR, ER, B EMEE
ANHEK LT (Salas et al., 2001, 2006) . CRM
TIIAREZEAT EOMBE N OGS E D X, BT
EF—2T—7ATEIIHET 52 XA F )V (CRM A ¥
WMDBEDLNT WD, ML—= V7, KT 4
AHh v a kb F—LT— 7 DEEEAD [R

>
-

32 —



F— 27— & Zon RO &%

D&, BEHEZHEOYI2L—FIlTO [%#
e 74—y s EHIAREDRE R W& EL
FRICHED IR RY R & 2@ Uz [HkkiiRIt] o
SR CTHE IS, CRMIZKSF—2T— 24T
BoOUEER R TG L2ARIEE <, AP 5Tk
F—LDINT F—< Y ADN IR OB EN R b
L=V P FETH LI EDRIBENLT WS (Salas
et al., 2001, 2007) o

F72, F—LANTD R Y N—DEE L EFHTIZON
T, HEMR2RESTZHEEEE LT, 70X ML —
= > 7 (cross-training) (Volpe et al., 1996) %33 % .
WEIMD X 2 N—=AHY LT B R EDONE % A
HZET, F—22KE L TMFICHIAT L7200
PR INL, 70A - PL—==U7121F, i
DA N—DOFENH T HHEMOB LRIV RL D
3o0% 4 7hHH% (Blickensderfer et al., 1998) .
1o [EEPR] X, #RSTA Ay arr
WUT, HUEENCETLEREES. £20 [
HEFYF] UL, YIal—F TOEEDOEL,
WGEE R OB LY, FEOFEHIIOWTHE T
o B3O [FEHu—F—var] g, YyIal—
& AT OBEBRATIR IR E 2 8L, o x>

IN—DFE ZEBET L LT, REBRICHRZ ED
o TNHIFYAT1~3DIET, DX N—D
FHENZHT 5 8E CHEVWER RS, F—2aW
DIEFA VI NVETIVORERZIREL, R F—
27— 27478 % & { (Cannon-Bowers et al., 1998;
Marks et al., 2002; Volpe et al., 1996) .

WUT, F—24 -« PL—o U ZI3EBRNLREE %
WUET, A U= BB RICE RS 23R 5,
F—= 2T =7 TBOUYUFEZT TR, TOREELE R
LIEEAVINVETNVR NI VT T 4T« XE
)= Y AT L7 EOBAMNEFZE D IRAET H 2 LA,
BEDO AT G OFERT/RENTWS (Shuffler et
al., 2011; Salas et al., 2008; Delise et al., 2010) o

6. BHIC

AROBIEEL LT, - P-OEFNVOMFAIZHD
CCETIERLTCELF— 2T — 22T 5560k
2, BOPIHE TRz F— 2T — 70 LI
TN 2 X 3L 2,

K 3T, TAN] ZH72bF—208%FHHT
LERE#E LT, [Tut R ]| OBEKTHDHF—

A7 F—LDFEE
__L\.
A B el AT e | F—HTT>
A IN— D3RR HE izt
AUN—DSHiEN = BEM %
d BRE HEAZILEFIV
., F— LI RS o747
78AtX HESER A=Y RFL
DEMHROME F— LSRR RS

SHERE
IR
xR TR OF

RS
fIRERR R

[ F—LELNT 12T ]

F—L-b—=2% ]

[ | [

' F—LDZNRME

HA |

EEHD
(F—LINTH—T>2R)

F—LDTFHE P REM

X N—Dis e E

3 F—LT—-7EZDRLEAROBZEE



=R

LT — 7 ORERER, FLTRENZ W] &L
THEAMENEF —2OREMIEI N D FTOR
R EBORNERB L7, F—2T =21k
DL, F—24 - FHEAL VIETF — 2 Of KR
DXFIEBUBENTTHY, F—LkFIOZER
PHERBE LTS, F—4 - ELTFg U7, AV
IN—TORE 2R E % EOFERNE R, FEiE
WAFZEDHI A S, F— 27T — 7 OREFENEE 21
METHMAEMNEDTONL, F—L4 - PL—=
7%, F— A TOREZRITY I BT S BARW 22
AFNVBEBIIEEZELIEDNDS, F—2T—2D
ITEIMERZBENE L, BN EE2 &KL
LWz b, MAT, FEafETlx, E A5V
ETNVEIZLD & 5B 2 MTH Tom kb R
ENTWDE, ZD70, TOHKOMEmEHIZIE, F—
AT = OBAMLERZDEENL LW TX 5,
F—LDFHRRF—2 T =D EEEHL,
F— 2D EZITHF R MEN DS 5 D 0% HARD,
WY HROBIRE L LS & T5HLEIC, K3
WOBEMIIER IR EEZONL,72721,
AFFETIEF—2 7 — 7 OMKREZREZIZ LD, 1E
GRERICEHLZICTEY, F—2%0 & BB
RF—ANTHEL L ERZ MY FiF72blF
TV HZIE, F—22HETL)—F—D) —
F—y TRMEOL - Bk, koL
RCEMSNTELERLERIRETHA I,
F72, ARROMETHPZ B2 72BETH 55, H
k& U CIRHPH IS 280l SR 3 4 124,
HaDF—2NDF— LT =7 DR 5T, #HE -
HMOEMZBRZ 720, LA CTOHHEZ L 7% &,
F—LBDOF =T = PEII B, 9 L7
HLWFE 22T, F-2 =2 BLUZF0R LN
WOMROWTEH > TV ZEBKRDLNS,

xE

1) i 2% F— 22212 BWThH, HUOBEEIZ
R ZHHBHCON/ZD, I8 &I
LX) RHmBHLNLEZENDHL, 29 LT
LR OIRELIIFZE I A O — M b & fa % Wkl X
& Tw5% (Cannon-Bowers & Bowers, 2011), 7&K
OB &L, ZOMRO—PIIdbinHIbL
EZbNb,

2) =V F )T 1 MFEE LR, L), 5t
mPE (s, FERn), AAIE (BweXen, Fl
), fEfZEt: (ah, Rb5E20H5), H
B G, #r-#E Rz kD 5) O5HTFTE
SRDHVBTH D,

3) YIalb—va rREEXETTHETOERRT,

R

Wo AW L, ZORETORNEEICHE T %
BRI HZE %2 KD 5o IR IR A 5 5
(Situation Awareness Global Assessment
Technique: SAGAT) (Endsley, 1995) 2»SEEHE[
FHEE LT ENT WS,

5|3 #Ek
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