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[Abstract]

This study investigated how gender and team size, optimal team size and non-optimal team size, would affect in the relation of
transformational leadership, social capital and team performance. 331 sample data were collected from followers to leaders in
Japanese maker companies which have more than 500 employees. I ran chi square test and adjusted residual analysis to find the
significant differences in transformational leadership, social capital and team performance variables between genders and between
optimal team versus non-optimal team. In results, I could not find any significant differences in these variables between genders and
between optimal team versus non-optimal team. However, as for team size I could detect significant differences in these variables
when I regrouped optimal team and non-optimal team into affirmation group and deny group. And I ran auto linear modeling analysis
to find how differently transformational leadership and social capital variables would affect team performance in optimal team and
non-optimal team. And I could find transformational leadership and social capital variables affected team performance differently in
optimal team and non-optimal team.
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wRBN TR, [2], [3], W2, EHRVERER ) —&— o 7L YLnm OB RS, (G5, A MiEo X 5 72
HEEUREAR SO IMERH L, F—2 T 3 —< U AMB L FiF 15 Z & % Gupta, Huang and Yayla [4] (X3E5E L7,
ZDZEMB L, SC, TPITFNFHUICEE L TR, —EDONT 53—V AETNERTDHEEZDHENTE D,
F—DTRT AL "D F—< L ADEENS, TL R0 SCITEER T 7 7 X —Tdh D, ZDRIZOWTIERE [5] 1X
TL, SC, TP ORFEEHEET LAHE LT D,

LAL7e3 B, TL-SC-TP DBSERITA#R, M, T— AOPT RS 72 &0 N O P BRI/ b, Rk
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DEHRAEFFO T LN TE D50 100230 & LT\ 5, 7o, #R00Ry N T — 7 INZEINAR T A DIFRMN 150 A &
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7 DRI R LT D, 2O K DI NSRRI ZEIRIL SC OFE Y J=CkRiimail A JIE L TunD,
STHUL, T—LDA =D LD 7 NOFFHHFAEHERIZTF— AR VA FEBELTNE LWV D, £z
{15 C Buys and Larson [10] (DB BHRAHERF T D AEUITHIT10.9 AE LTS, ZDFEZIE SC DFEV
ORI BEN S TL Dy, ZDX I REZIN S TF—2 5K T 5 Z LITAFITHY . F—2DANEHIT SC
T — LR UA FEBHRL TWALEEZ DT ENTE S,

Tz, FEOE VR AR THERIIET—A~v 3V A L bRea o= —v gy, AHBRICKE 8 5 2
LT EMBZLND, FEITHRIN TL R0 SC LBBACBRE L QD 2 & 2R 0 Tifgeni %< 5 1], [12], [13],
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DNAFEHAEEERIC EIR A E &, AABEOT — L~ R T AL MIOWTHgEEZ T 5, BARIZIE, F—291
RSOMRINEHRTN Y — 22— 7 FEEREAR, F— L7 p—~ L AL E DR R 5.2 BN HOWTHREET 5,

2. fTHRLE2—

2.1. TL-SC-TP (TE) &TIL

FPAMFGEDR— R & U TERE(5] D TL-SC-TP (TE) model (X1 1) A8 L7z, EREIFEERN T=EA/ERE M b (C0C) 7348
RN — = T (TL) ZARE L, B — S o TINTF— LT —7 (TN i L, ZOF—LT—7 #WNa Liz
HEFIREAR (SC) 23 TF— DNV (TE) M35 LW D /XA B ZEEE LT, EEIE Champion, Medsker and Higgs [14],
Guzzo, Yost, Campbell and Shea [15], Larson and LaFasto [16] and Gully, Incalcaterra, Joshi and Beaubien [17]
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72 EOTATIITEN S TE % TP ORBEE L L TERAL T 5,

Z D TL-SC-TP (TE) EF/UTHNZ T, FiE TP (TE) IZIE DA IR TL TlZe< . T2 LASC ThH &
R LTz, 2 < DIATHIZET TL 23 TP ICHEBEANCIEDR LY 5.2 5 LB Z bV ORI (1], VERRIIEko TL-TP £
TR LT TL-SC-TP (TE) EF /LD A[HEMEZHEE LT,

e 5 7 1 0 BARIC 9B 7= OIHEREI T Bass [18], [19] DOEFRIHEVTL & 4 oD ke, Idealized influence
(ID). Inspirational motivation (IM). Individual consideration (IC) . Intellectual stimulation (IS)IZHFEL
7-o F7-. Coleman [20], Putnam [21] . Nahapiet and Ghoshal [22] DIEET 2 =7 Mty SC % Trust (TRS).
Norm (NRM) . Network (NTW) D 3 >0 FHiE&IZ4E LT,

ARFZETIIMER] & F— LW A ROBLE DAERED TL-SC-TP (TE) T NZMGE LT, FOHTHICF—L%1( XL
TL-SC-TP (TE) €7 /L & ORREFHMICIRGE LTz, £7o. AW 200 HEROFER Uizt o 77— 2 25T
1T-7=,

GF10.961 AGFI 0.9 RMSEA 0.094

(2 1) Sato’ s TL-SC-TE model

2.2. MRIETL, SCIZEET BETHRLEa—

ABFFETIEMRIA TL-SC-TP (TE) (Z888% 5.2 % L3 DG AE N Cle, ZhuE, MhlZ K> TRIT Y —4& —Zxid
HFERBEL R 5> TN | F—LB~DBD Y TRBIR DD EFBEOE PR AL~ TRIZTHZ RS2 b 572D Th
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ZC, AWFZECIXMRIER % TL-SC-TP (TE) (&AL T, MRINZOFET M EORRIERT 200 % 7+ v U —0#]
SN BRRRE LT,

2.3. F—LHYAXETL, SC. TPICEAT BEfTHAELE 21—

FHI7 Bt AL OWIR & U TR T — ARpi k3 B LR & - TORe, F— A0 A X330 72 F— LR
RO R D— D Th % [24], FERITIATIIRICIWT S, EORRRT— LA RDNT o —~ U AR FEME i
TH DN T Diamd N N TV ORI [25]), [26], [27],
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EBZDET—LawR A MBI EBRERI /2D EERL TS [29], Hackman, Vidmar [30] (ZF—2%2-7
DY N—TF V5T TTIF— LA RINTN—T /8T p—z L R E ORRC S BB FEE LT, FORER. 15613500
BRF— LA Xa4. 6 EYH LT, fh)7 CMarcia W. Blenko, Michael C. Mankins, Paul Rogers [31] %7447 5
BT —2P A RXZL LTWND,

PLED L ST, F—2H A RFF— L7 XA L NROF— LT =< LV AZBWCEHER 7 7 7 X —ThbHEEX
HILD, AWFFRIZBWTIE, Fali7eT— LA X&0P, ENLSNDOT— LW A ZENP L LTIIH2DD 7 ) —T7 73
TL-SC-TPET /M EDRRIZIERT 2 DhvE 7 + v U—DBLS/BIRGEE LTz, OP ENOPDXIFZDOUNT, S TIFIE Cldd.6
~TEMENSH DD, Falk U= X 9 1ZEvan Wittenbergl35—644. Jennifer S. Mueller (3544 % C. Hackman, Vidmar
134. 6 & 54 Z 1Y) & DGR, & ZCANIZE CIE Z DS TFERE RIS S E 544 LU D 7 ) —T7"%0P,
644 LU ED T N—T NP & LT,
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2.2 TTL X SCIIMRI L HHACRID Y | 2.3 TF—L/T 3 —~v VR ET— LV A ADEEEZT, Bam EF— 0%
T = P ATTF LA APRELRDITONTRELRDH LN ZE 2 ATE T, I TEL NDNRT H—< R
13T — VA ANKE L 2B TN 72D, ZORRIINT —< L A TTF— LA R EBERT 5, 2D
L7 0P, NOP D% 7 A—FREICHNT TL, SC, TE DBISOHIIRRARS = & iMHiETE 5,

BEITIE, F—LHA ZDFET L TIL O 4 SO, SC D 3 50 FRHESN TE 1252 5 8I20E U5
R DD, UEDZ L XVIRD K 5723 SOMGEATRE LT,

30 1; TL. SCIFMERINT o TRESIRINICZED B A,
@0 25 OP & NOP {ZIUNT TL, SC, TE WEHREIRIUIZED B D,

i 35 0P, NOPIZIWTTL @ 11, IM, IC, IS =°2SC ™ TRS, NRM and NTW % TE (Zxt U CRIZIRIUZZED 8 5,

4. HiAE

41 PHT—4

2. 1 THA~ZRRIT, AT CIIERE5] ERICY > TNT — 2 2 AW CONr 21772, T —#12 201542 A 9 BIZHE
SNz A L TA =ML VIEE SN, ARIEPERT2. % Th o712, EHEE 500 ALLEOHRA—T—IZBIT S
331 AD Y —F T 5 7 4 1 U= bLANEE N INE -,

F— LY A ZOFFIT 2-33 £ TEHOF— LY A X2 9.3 A ThoTz, 2.2 Tl L 9 ITAIIZETIL 2-5 4D
N—T% 0P & L(n=124), 6-33 4 D7 NL—T7%2 NP (n=207) & L7, [BIEEOFERNL 24-35 7%, FHEENT 31 mTh
%o WHIDOF—LFTEHARIE 3. 3 EETEMIL 68. 3% Th 5,

2.1 TBALZX 91 11, IM, IC, ISDF—# % TL %% d L. TRS. NRM, NTW OF—& % SC D28 E UL
7o Flo, TP AR TEEE UTTE OF — X & Uiz, TL Z$UCRET 2 ERMIEMQ [32] # 52 fEpk Lz, SCd 3>
O AL ST DN T OERYIZ Coleman [20] . Putnam[21] . Nahapiet and Ghoshal [22]D = &7 MIIEDSE/ERKL
77 TEIZBH9 A &ML Riggs, Warka, Babasa, Betancourt and Hooker [33], Zaccaro, Blair, Peterson and Zazanis
[34] DEMFFI IR TES EERR LT, BRINAEICOWTIEE 1ITRT@Y T, TL o 11, IM, IC, IS, SC @ TRS, NRM,
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TL @ 4 SOMHE, SC D 3 2O FAAEE, TE T2 —ATHRIZY 7— bD 5 GRETEHAIL, 11X TR HE
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(F&1) TL, SC and TE IZBHd HERTER

TL Digest Qu ire: SC Digest Questionnaire:
Fhtol-F-id, BEEONBRORD TR, Fobo BLEE, Feob0Ara-B BAOHRLYF - L0
g} Team interests FlEFEET TR w3 EE-Td b, TRS |  Teaminterests HEFZBZ THHL T hEIOLELT-TE b,
ol -F i, F-LLLTEEET S LOEERE Bl FoLAL-ofBRoRHEEEL TWEYT
2 Teamwork FrbhDA NI RL TS EEVET . TRS 2 Ability o
FixfrpU-F—id, FoLhOERT ZNEEREF 2 Bz, FobdALA-PEHBOE TS
M 1 Goal set A EF LTS EECEd . NRM I Teaminterests F - LOF@EZL TIHNT 5 ZTHELEVET .
Fizrol-F -G, BROPS 3L EF L A 01-1C Bl Foh0AL - PRBEORT I ES 0TV
IM_2  Future vision EHLTvAEEET T NEM 2 Sharedvision LEVE A
Fhfrol-F-ild, BREOBRIEETLIELTCEE B, FoLATREELS T RSN EZLEVEY
IC_1  Develop menber BvEddh. NTW_ 1 Opportunities  #r. (HFERITEGHEE)
FhLxrol-F-@d. BREOBESSy 502 -IRE B, Febod e -BTHEENEEEIN T B
IC 2 Considerindividually L 7 & B EW Ed i NTW 2 Info share HeEd i
BLpol-d-ld, BRECHLTROF L AL -D B, H9oMET 2F - AR T 2w E
I5_| Opinionandadvice ERSY FA/2FRDEISIET ILBED TS b, TE LR BEENEY ET D,
FLpol-F-id, BRECHLTROF-L A0 -0
IS 2 Cooporation BOEFFELICET IR T,

4.2 HWAE

4.2.1 MHRAIZKBZEDNHAE

F9 Male & Female @ TL, SC, TE ZEOMIIEBZNRHHE D DERKRET HT-DIC A _FREEIT-T-, FIAE
L LTI, B8 —# % Male(M) & Female (F) TR L7z, iz, TL, SCOEZERE L, 2% AF Z/)L—7¢ L, 4, 5%
DN 7 )L—7FL Uiz, M-AF, F-AF, M-DN, F-DN OFFREICBIT S I, IM, IC, IS, TRS, NRM, NTW DA #EE LT, £
M & FDIN—TFRERTHA " IFbE % Fhiti L7z,
4.2.2 F—LHAXZ&DBDEONTAE

FF0P & NOP D TL, SC, TE BEORMNIHBZENRHDHINE 9 DERRET D120 A “FREEIT-T, FIAE LT
I BT —%% 0P & NOP, @37+ —~ 2 A(GP) ST +—< 2 Z@BP), BEIRAF) &EEIRON) TH5l LT,
TE DEERE 1, 2% GP, 4. 54 BP, TL, SCOEERE 1, 2% AF Zv—7F& L, 4, 5 DN 7 L—7L Liz, &IC
OP-AF, NOP-AF, OP-DN, NOP-DN, OP-GP-AF, NOP—GP-AF, OP-GP-DN, NOP-GP-DN, OP-BP-AF. NOP-BP-AF, OP-BP-DN, NOP-BP-DN
DOFFREITIITH 11, M, IC, IS, TRS, NRM, NTW DEEEAEER L C, & OP & NOP D7 ) —TFREMTH A " IRE
& FhE LT,

NIV T A TN ENVDRREICISIT A 11, IM, 1C, IS, TRS, NRM, NTW DFZEFRDOFEN ED L 5 1THR
2o TNND DN TEHT LT,

B TE 2 BAOZS L L, T1, IM, IC, IS, TRS. NRM, NTW Z-#iBAZ%k s LC. SPSS OHEYEET Y o 7 % FEli
L. OP, NOPIZFVNTTL & SC D EDER ) TE | 5% 5.2 TW DO EIRGE LTz,

5 SHTHER

II, IM, IC, IS. TRS, NRM, NTW, TE OFtalbkiatEldE 2_1. BFARIREEEIIE 2.2, {07 N—THmOREE
¥3FE 2 3 1TRTIRY Th A,

(F2.1) TL, SC and TE DFTb#fETE

Frequency Minimum Maximum Average STDV Variance Frequency Minimum _Maximum Average STDV Variance
1I-1 331 1 5 23867 10394 10770 TRS-1 331 1 5 24834 09385 08781
=2 331 ! > 25559 10411 10807 TRS-2 331 1 5 22447 09426  0.8857
IM-1 331 ! 5 25136 1.0250 10474 NRM-1 331 1 5 23142 09067 08197
IM-2 331 1 5 2.7946 1.0759 1.1542 NRM=2 331 1 5 29396 09951 09873
IC-1 331 1 5 26133 1.1501 1.3187 . . .
1S-1 331 1 5 24924 1.0101 1.0173 NTW-2 331 1 5 24834 1.0070 1.0111
1S-2 331 1 5 25076 0.9859  0.9690 TE 331 1 5 25619  0.9301 0.8625

(F2.2) BEAIDEIEE

Group 11-1 11-2 IM-1 IM-2 IC-1 1C-2 1S-1 1S-2 TRS-1 TRS-2 NRM-1 NRM-2 NTW-1 NTW-2
M-AF 134 120 121 100 117 119 129 124 131 149 133 76 150 122
F-AF 69 59 62 41 53 60 60 54 60 74 69 39 78 63
M-DN 31 39 37 51 43 41 34 28 28 22 18 61 21 29
F-DN 16 22 19 33 27 22 22 21 22 9 9 26 13 23

(R2.3) &£JI—TEOEIEEK
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Group 11-1 11-2 IM-1 IM-2 IC-1  IC-2  IS-1  IS-2  [TRS-1 TRS-2 NRM-1 NRM-2 NTW-1 NTW-2
OP-AF 135 116 113 86 111 113 117 115 114 139 124 67 144 115
NOP-AF 68 63 70 55 59 66 72 63 77 84 78 48 84 70
OP-DN 24 34 33 52 42 40 37 33 33 21 19 57 20 34
NOP-DN 23 27 23 32 28 23 19 16 17 10 8 30 14 18
OP-GP-AF 87 78 78 61 80 78 79 78 85 92 78 56 91 81
NOP-GP-AF 46 45 49 42 42 46 45 46 55 55 47 41 53 48
OP-GP-DN 7 7 6 16 11 10 5 9 4 14 5 7
NOP-GP-DN 7 6 6 13 10 6 2 1 3 11 3 3
OP-BP-AF 18 10 7 6 8 10 11 12 8 13 15 3 16 6
NOP-BP-AF 6 4 4 2 2 4 4 6 8 0 7 3
OP-BP-DN 4 16 17 20 14 16 16 12 15 11 6 21 7 15
NOP-BP-DN 10 11 9 9 9 9 5 4 11 8 3 11 8 10
5.1 N4 ZFIREDHER

51.1 MRHIZHI+BHA ZREREDHER

2 2 Iz, M-AF, F-AF, M-DN, F-DN OFREICEITH 11, IM, IC, IS, TRS, NRM, NTW {ZRWThA _F’MiEr
1T72o72, LLEML ED T N—TREICBWTHABETR LN -7 (0. 06 £ 3), Ko TG 1 I3Frshn
IRNo T,

(F&3) MW-AF, F-AF. M-DN, F-DNIZ&EIFHH A ZFHEE

M-AF vs F-AF M-DN vs F-DN

Test statistic (y"2) | 2.69933789|  |Test statistic (y"2) 6.77853009
Flexibility (o) 13| |Flexibility () 13
Significance level (a) 0.05| |Significance level (a) 0.05
Value (P value) 0.99881936 Value (P value) 0.91320106
Significant difference |Non Significant difference [Non

51.2 F—LYAXIZHITEH1A ZRIEEDHER

52 3 %HIZ, 1. OP-AF vs NOP-AF, 2. OP-DN vs NOP-DN, 3. OP-GP-AF vs NOP-GP-AF. 4. OP-GP-DN vs NOP-GP-DN, 5. OP-BP-AF
vs NOP-BP-AF, 6.0P-BP-DN vs NOP-BP-DN @ 6 > 7 L—7ZREICHT 5 TL, SC. TE IZHBWTHA “FREET T2 >
Tee LLRNE EOTN—THEIZBOCHOABEETIR LN 7= (0. 05 [ 4] ), FERMND 0P & NOP D F—
THA XOIENZEBWT TL, SC, TE OEPERIICABERZEZNH D LT RN EAVRENT, Lo TG 2 133kR:
Y AWAVI oY

(= 4) 1.0P-AF vs NOP-AF. 2.0P-DN vs NOP-DN, 3.0P-GP-AF vs NOP-GP-AF. 4. 0P-GP-DN vs NOP-GP-DN. 5. OP-BP-AF vs NOP-BP-AF,
6. OP-BP-DN vs NOP-BP-DN 235115 h A —Fi&iE

Setting 1> OP-AF vs NOP-AF

Setting 2> OP-DN vs NOP-DN

Setting 3> OP-GP-AF vs NOP-GP-AF

Test statistic (3"2) 4.588037096 Test statistic (3"2) 7.191813086 Test statistic (3"2) 2.81395036
Flexibility (o) 13 Flexibility (o) 13 Flexibility (o) 13
Significance level {a) 0.05 Significance level {a) 0.05 Significance level {a) 0.05
Value (P value) 0.983179241 Value (P value) 0891997768  Value (P value) 0.998526159
Significant difference Non Significant difference Non Significant difference Non

Setting 4> OP-GP-DN vs NOP-GP-DN

Setting 5> OP-BP-AF vs NOP-BP-AF

Setting 6> OP-BP-DN vs NOP-BP-DN

Test statistic (3"2) 5.612528325 Test statistic {"2) 3.642053785 Test statistic {32) 12573526035
Flexibility (o) 13 Flexibility (o) 13 Flexibility (o) 13
Significance level (o) 0.05 Significance level (o) 0.05 Significance level (o) 0.05
Value (P value) 0.959126061 Vatue (P value) 0994437313 Value (P value) 0.481266323
Significant difference Non Significant difference Non Significant difference Non

ZITHRITED 6 SD I N—TEE R 7. 0P-AF NOP-AF. OP-DN, NOP-DN, 8. OP~GP-AF NOP-GP-AF OP—GP-DN, NOP-GP-DN,
9. OP-BP-AF, NOP-BP-AF, OP-BP-DN, NOP-BP-DN D 3 ODZREICF I N—t L THA ZRIBEEITRoT- L ZAFN
END T N—TREIRBDTHEBEMEOLNT (p 01 T£5] ),

(& 5) OP-AF, OP-DN, NOP-AF, NOP-DN [Z&I+5H1 ZFI&TE

Setting 7> OP-AF, OP-DN, NOP-AF, Setting 8> OP-GP-AF/OP-GP-DN, Setting 9> OP-BP-AF. OP-BP-DN,

NOP-DN NOP-GP-AF. NOP-GP-DN NOP-BP-AF. NOP-BP-DN
Test statistic {3"2) 141.5362468 Test statistic {"2) 68.97588232 Test statistic {"2) 71.7333396
Flexibility (o) 39 Flexibility (o) 39 Flexibility (o) 39
Significance level () 0.01 Significance level (o) 0.01 Significance level (o) 0.01
Vatue (P value) 14919E-13  Value (P value) 0.002162701  Value (P value) 0.00108537
Significant difference 99% Significant difference 99% Significant difference 99%
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Tea

SIS OFERIT. OP-AF, NOP-AF, OP-DN, NOP-DN f[EVERIICAE =N 5D = LA LT 5, 0P & NOP D 1 %f 1
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