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W E CAMRIEZXERREAFHERY RN, Rd, FHEOARTEARRERSTRELRTI LB A
REBL, AT A, BARE T BERARFOMERLZSHIE, Bk, RFTREESFImIE. AEE
A N AR b, AT BARA AT R @A AR, TR — T AR T RS0 B
A TR R, KB, RETRARERS R @2 KRR S @ 6 2L

KR BRAMT;, RERE; B, RRE

SEE B849:C93
1 5|8

N5 m B AL RS T, A
FoAE B BAFI T AL S5 H 45 ke, S
8 o Ay LR TR L B A A A
WHFRE S o KL, VIR or == E 2R AR %2
RS AE BRI M SE e 51 )12 1) 587 (Dong,
Liao, Chuang, & Zhou, 2015; Hao, He, & Long,
2018; Hill & Bartol, 2016), B A MR ITEMN,
BRI 4038 i T 0 T2 5 YOk B AL 4,
A LABOR B TR NS AL, T4 T 5% TR Y
TAEZSBEFNAT R (BREAL, BRTH#5, 2017, Fh26 2%,
Ei%, 2016). 640, 5 T3 & ¥ (Biemann, Kearney,
& Marggraf, 2015; Kim, Beehr, & Prewett, 2018;
Zhang & Bartol, 2010), TAE&i%{(Amundsen &
Martinsen, 2014; Harris, Li, Boswell, Zhang, & Xie,
2014; Lee, Willis, & Tian, 2018) 11 7 N
(Amundsen & Martinsen, 2015; Dong et al., 2015;
TORER, FHEH, 5KIE, 2016)% 5%,
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RG] B2 5| AV TE Y SO, X 51 T A
U= A AN HBY52 0 (Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014;
Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013; Li, Chiaburu, &
Kirkman, 2017; Lorinkova, Pearsall, & Sims, 2013;
Wong & Giessner, 2018), fil4ll, Martin, Liao Fll
Campbell (2013)iA2y, ARG T rEE(E M A &
GURF ARG, IR PN T B TR
i E PE A A EBORIRR, X 2 S EUMA TAERUR Y
[k, Cheong, Spain, Yammarino FI Yun (2016)f9
ST UE BT 450 S A AL 2 0L B34 1 1 J& 1) A
T, X5k TR R AR R K, 580 T AES:
R FRAIG . Hao 25 A (2018) s % B T2 AU I 45 3
Al L TR B 4 S B, DR B T S
TAELGEM A C WA, X511k T 0 TR
YEG S I3 — DB T 5 Taisi . BT, $A8
GUFAE KA IE TSN 1Y RIS, AT RE 251 A I TE Y
BIRN

X B A W9 2 A4 458, BFoT & FISE i
H XS AN 45T 1 A R A T BBE AR K, X
W H HITIESE 1 J0 1% 78 70 il B AR5 O ]
DR REPE RN, CAHPREDELT
WA HAAEANR: —, DA B A5 1E 1w
BN Y 43 S TE R BT M H A RN M Z A, B
B ARG ME LLFE 53 i AR AR 43 5 Ay ] 23 77 A T
SO, DR, 2R T RS2 AN R 4 B T 0 ) B
WAL, XF T A 45 1 BRI B 5 0 S e i
HA T AR X (Sharma & Kirkman, 2015), 2% .,
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B AN Tl 22 VU IR T 8 v 1, #4001
ARAEAGE T T 4EE I A AR T B AT T

B Z 0 B AR TG A o Bl 26 4R R 3 A9 220 AR,

VFZ T 5T 3 AL I I 07 35 ) 52 AR 01 5 A3 P
TE AR SRR, DA S — 2 ] 25 452 A8 40 A AR 1) A7
S R 1 (Lorinkova & Perry 2017; Vecchio, Justin
& Pearce, 2010; Wong & Giessner, 2018),

XA BRI AR AE R ), AT K DA LA
IS HEIT IR . 5, REUHE AU
FRYREE R, JF B S AU T A A O R
i, Bk, HETFOA B MSUETSR, A3
G HT AL G BT RONE 1) FE IR AL, LA
TP AT R Q51T A7 T A% Y N TE 2 B R, AR
DI SEIE AR R 4510, A AU G5 A 2Pk )
WA, R BB AL G AR SR T A
RE AAEARAAE TR Ta) 8, DA T 48 75 452 A 8 4 7
I Rh S TR RS R AN ; s, HET
i SCHY 3BT FLEL 2, ASBIETORE 4 ROk 56 T84
TR G50 S 70 TH 250007 AF 5 A A o T X L TR R Y
fifk tke, A5 101 BE B 6% A5 B IF 50 2 R0 9 B B A
FANRY G T ) 22 R L AT A S5 B 232k
R T 8L AT Sy R e 452 A 2R 401 9D 7 T 284007 3
A R SE T AR BE A S AR 7R o

2 BNBGESHBEIFE

KT AU EAR T LGB E] 20 4 40
FERVR TS5 R REMHE LI (e.g., Lewin,
1947), AR FLIIBIEGE h R IE 3042 R A Y 45
MIMES . AR FRAGIRA G &6 NS F 2T
B R R, R, FRAAY 32 B 5T 4
GEA S AT T R SRt SR D T o T B A A 4
Sy AR Manz £ Sims (19914 H 10, 1

ATy ik 45t 75 U BE S A B3 T R4 A 34 B,

FEMZ N BT R, J54 Pearce 55 A (2003)1
W9, 1E38 5 TS MAR RG0S 1 JE Al b, 1E
FOPF R 40 T A Sy — POl Sz 45 5 XA .
AT, ARG R AR R T ARE
L ART NS E B EHET TR

J& S5 32 BT AN LA 25 SR A 4
WA R —REWEAA, 2O ARET T
VEHEAE B9 40 XE UF 98 (Hackman & Oldham, 1976),
R S ) TR T R ST AT O A
(Leach, Wall, & Jackson, 2003), Z5HFA AT

TG T AT ) S AR SR LA B n e S it 4%
AT iy ELR SR, il 4n, B sh 1 T 3R 35 W A
W, MT A TS50 IS . SR
B\ B F & P25 (Arnold, Arad, Rhoades, & Drasgow,
2000), I ROPRACILA, M55 TX SR
FAL Y 3 R AN By (Spreitzer, 1995), %AW A
MOk GOES N RNy, L ¥ S i
HIFER, BSrm bt TAanfar e SR A DL S na] 7k
AR DA . BT 2, BB TAEE L.
BEAT 3 . A 3Pk R R ey DO AS 4E B (Conger &
Kanungo, 1988; Spreitzer, 1995), J5IAIBFFEH,
EEATEM R, BERCEER bR i AU T
SRy R R0 Y T BRARSS () 2R A L B, R O
WA A6 A 88K 43 FF (Menon, 2001), [RIEY, 4
8] 5 52400 38 o St B2 AUAT A 3 7 2 i) B 0 3
AU A, L B IS RIS X,
AL R PR AL £ 0 i Jre o 52 AN W 3 5 114
e, FEMLEERE b, ARG T LS T
FORLAR, RR3E L — R B0 31 T R T AU
158, #EMEE A TR ANTESIHLK T . BAR TN
WS ETE TR RFETFTESHIE, &£
BX N R BAG E ST AE O B BT e HERR S5 B
15 5 S 5 45 DU > 4 BE (Ahearne, Mathieu, &
Rapp, 2005; Zhang & Bartol, 2010),

30 3 X PR A R AT M A 4 A3 BT AR B, AN U
R, ARG S WS 5 G50 S e 7 XA
WIS DO, HA A B R RAE . e, SRR 4
S E R ) B L HEATAC A5, SRR L
A IE A B AT BE S (Amundsen & Martinsen,
2014; Lee, Idris, & Delfabbro, 2017), #2145 5
AR B TR BN ARSI T, HHS i@t
W A T [ IR A=A B IR SR A AL Ty, S O
51T H A PRAE 1 (Vecchio et al., 2010; &3,
SR, BE, 2014 ), WARNUETRE T AR
S RE T BN FA AL ST ) B B AR 2 —; R,
AR 40300 B 53 Tk N7 A R A T R T A
MTAE, ST A B R 5 o S X T
JE AL AR, (AT X T )8 S
SR A5 O A £F (Hao et al, 2018; Zhang &
Bartol, 2010), [, DAAEHFFEMERY], $AHG
TR AR T B B E ARSI, iS5
T BN WA %G5 H (Lee et al., 2018; 5kIEE:,
RBIRZE, TR, ¥H,2014), 5, BARRISSE
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Jih 5t T2 5B IK, 50 T2 Mgy 2%
RFEMEHRAE . B, 5F58048 %7 2R,
A4 W] BEAR A T AR N B T A A
T 7 BN PSR i 1 AL AN LS5 A —
N, B A BE T 7 EL AR 40T 32 FH A LA S
PRAT-S 09 B AR, 5 D455 45 AR AN 5L TSR ] fig
LW K 1Y AR (Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013),

3 MBS AEMNAIEILHLH]

IR AT 58 2 22 TF 46 G T I BRI R R AR
40 S 1Y 47 18 AL B (Cordery, Morrison, Wright, &
Wall, 2010; Wong & Giessner, 2018), {H X5z
R QGG g ] 2 77 AR TS0, X — [1) BUAD X LA v
AT 1) [0 25, 17T %o 3 — ) A0 Y A TR Bl T A i
WFIE BITRAL AR T, s 23 4 B O AU A A8 B 52
e b G RS o 3 % 2 R AR Y 43 BT RN,
ARWFFEIA N O A B ALY ST 57 TR0 Y B AL
AT LA R BUH AT 55 0 A% . AR (e 0 N i
GURHIE, X =AM BTIR A O AA R
AR AR R 1 2 A T 67 T AR, 114 P T 2
3.1 WEESZSMIYN

FERORL G T 1 BTN, 2 — S P B A TAE
G FEAR, 3% AT BE 2 T AU R JE N A B R
B4 #E(Cheong et al., 2016), BRI, WEE5
AR AT BT A R A5 AR 4T B THI S W Y Ok
P o SEAT 55N T30 (dual-task processing effect)
JE AR VRTE 7] I 5% 2 58 IR 2 Fb TARAT 55 1 7 A
AN SR IR A RE, X BT AN ) 1 R
(Rubinstein, Meyer & Evans, 2001; Langfred &
Moye, 2004), TSI T AU, 2450 T
I A H 22 TARAT 55 I, 7T RE 27 A W S A
PORBFE, 5l RN E LRGSR IR (Levy &
Pashler, 2001). X =202 i BARBLE] 208y . —
PR AT HE, RIS LA TR I 5 10T 2 F AT 55
AN Tt R, s H b — AT 55 A A T
DT ARSI TENG 51— R L] AR 4
PFE, BIAMA A TITE 2 FT 55 2 0] 6 4 i vl g
& 1% Y ¢ U T4 #€ (Temprado, Monno, Laurent, &
Zanone, 2001; Langfred & Moye, 2004), A% IR
(4 3 HOR B FE 23 2 3008 T 3R A8 T HL0 T4
1155, DT TAEGTS 23 PR i B A

FAH R BT BE 5 & T WU AT 55 I AN,
FEAMETAERE I SR AR . — 71, $RAL

RGUR R E T R TAENE, TR SR
Lok 33 WK T WA ML, ZF TEE
55 Al BE 2 3 A B TN R Z ) B T (Mills &
Ungson 2003), FHOCHFFERW], YU BAN TAE
fES538N, 5 ETT RETCIE A S R & Fh LARAE:
55, MATTHE LS B A A A5 S AN B 5 LA B 1
T AF(Deery, Walsh, & Zatzick, 2014; Humborstad,
Nerstad, & Dysvik, 2014; Matthews, Winkel, &
Wayne, 2014). 75— J5TH, 5 T7EARFAE MK T 1Y
W)E, B A L TR, [Fd 2 i
TEUUR AT, X BRI T g TAEE S
M Atk — MR H MR MR AR T 2 TR
TAE A 22 4N, Langfred 1 Moye (2004)
N BT ARG A T ORI R, Ty
TAEAE S5 925 AL 2 Pk o #H B 388 hn . Magni Al
Maruping (2013)W AN 5 TAE R ZALTHE ),
7 EAE ] E D i ] o 58 )T AR AT 55 B9 AT, A
PR N 28R 2% B R 2 4, R AU AT
S5 LRGN, 5% TCAE [F] A 22 b AR 55 DL K
155 S Z PR I, AT RE S | & 53 TV AE Y A0 5%
PR 5T FORIARAE o X Pl Dl 00 5 1) 4 BEORI A 32 1
AT IR A O TAEE 55, BRn 80T A
TAEG A AR (Rubinstein et al., 2001; Temprado
et al., 2001), SEHEATSE L8 XA 51 & #Y XU
55 I AN 4T TUESE, #il4n, Cheong 55 A
(2016) 5 TiZ L $2 Hh, ST BALL R X 1
B S MU TARAE 55, BFFE 4 SRR WAL
GUR TR TR R TAER K, FECF R TS
fFEAR . Cordery 45 A (2010) 4 75 th 2 W 42 BUR
UG G IN 5Y TRN BAT: 55 A Ak RS E 1
T2 A X AR A FE ARG 4, X2k
A T TAES R . B, AR T 7T G2
HOF B AL B2 R TAEAE 5 R ME, AR T T8 T
YEGTN 2Tt .

BENE, BARGSREATUR TR THE
PEFIZ 5ORALT), 2RI, 5T ik i
SR W BT ZAT I 2 R B A
GURFT F R T ARE A AR T, FU L
BOR U H B TAEL 55, /R 28
PRI S . TARAE S WAL = ME M 3 T T g 2>
THFER LB B WBEIR, &N BTkl T HA
O TARAESS o TN X 47 T 500 AR BIL A A AR,
A B T0H5E 38 A0S PR T 4 TH PR 52 32 BRAL
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L, I Ay ki G 45 AR R Y 70 TR I SR B S R
32 AemEp

B T 2351 & 5L TSN IR BURE, 7T fig
W B T A GRS RBE N, 3P TR0 B
AR IAE R T SRRy T, R B T RAT
AR A 40 T 5] & 0 I SO . A RS
(role theory)iA Ky, MATE A& AR E AL M (it
7 258 AL X H AR 0 01 1 5 SR (Kahn,
Wolfe, Quinn, Snoek, & Rosenthal, 1964), 4/~{&
ME LA A B £ (L 15 FIZOR I, Al AT TE A
B A O s A A, B s R A AR
Jio BT MEME, MEME. MfESHAMHG
o2& A 77 A9 3 E ok U (Rizzo, House, &
Lirtzman, 1970). £ (5,1 58 2 48 fth A XA Y £ £
T R EORAFAEA — B S, A A i 28 5 11
FAEETT; A RO R AR AE 58 iURR E R AT
FF, T RS R(E BB A L
P8 TAE HAR AT 100 A €0 20 00 4 R A~ A4
H CRH T 3 2 A @ FLEE SR I A0 31U )
(Rizzo et al., 1970), AERWF5E R, AEETS
TR AR R B RRAR, O 3 B AR A A i =2
f& /& (Bamberger, Geller, & Doveh, 2017; Schmidt,
Roesler, Kusserow, & Rau, 2014),

FA I BN PR B2 AR SRS £ 1 80 R YR
MY — I B IR, ARG T i L %
1Y VAP SREAL I, A AE R PR T AR X
TR Z TAEMENEOR, BT TR
BRI F R, M ATT T L AR HH B A A A
TR AR E LS5, R BER BTN A TAE M (L2 32
AT GRS n, &5, BATRESE
ANE B TAE M 6 5 A TAE M AN ST A AR
—H, BLAEPITEA W LIRS 24, WHRE
ARIFZ AL R 8 1 TAE S (il n, A E T
TAEDSR), AR fa B 2447 A — AT g
29| R T M5E, Cheong 55 A (2016)IAH
RTAEEZ SRR THL LS50, By 6
1155 235 5% TXE A M G4 55 B AT, TS
O THMEME, IR, RS FUT e
P TR A OB SR . AR G 0 )
PSR BIA T TS BT, S B TR B3R A
L MIASZ N IR 14 548 7R (Amundsen
& Martinsen, 2014), [ T35 % {47 WX TAEH )
A, XERTE T A OB Y XU (Cordery

et al., 2010; Lorinkova et al., 2013), Humborstad F
Kuvaas (2013)fFFR R, MO F &AM T 0T
MAHIH B R, S SER TIRETN A S
WAt BAR TR, XA T T E A A .
BJa, RAFFHEAZUW LT TSN T
IS TG L, 3% m] BB 23 0 03 TR H 88t HepE e
Bl EEsR, 51k TR THMAGBER. ZBM
T E(2018)IA Ky 40 5 ] T B ALY R BT, 30
TIEAT TAERH SNBSS T, X 5
B TAME TAE AR, S22 iMaE) s
ANWHRFE B T RO EER, A5 R AR 18
PR A TARIAL T €0 % Jrat = 09 TAE IS 5
AT E RS IR TR, W RNMER TAEB R
EHMEEER . IR — 0 R T A S,
B, 4% R EHEE(2014) & IS BT A
@R St m e, A ATTME LSS B H 2 AR ) A AT
55, X FECAATR L BRAAS, &R
(2015) % BLA (0 15 ) 22 S BUR T TARE K E o
g, EMFEART B TRA TR R Fk, fAEE
TR e ST R R TiE 2 0B, IR R
TR R

Bz, ETMEMED, RS RA]RERL
TRILWMAENE ., AEHMAEBE, X5
TS A T S TR I B R o T DA BB S
F 5 AT AU A AR R S B B BT ROR, A
ZAR T AR A B AT A S A R 0 A £ T R
X AT R T BT AE A AR T X 5L TS AR R S
o IEFEARRAN GRS KR TAEEITMN
FENLE, A BT8GR, R
FURE S 18 K HE RN 50 FH 1 T3] BT 3kt B 5 6 1) 9 A
IGE
33 ARGSHEE

LT PN B2 405 FS (implicit leadership theory;
Eden & Leviatan, 1975), 5t T2 %405 & 17
R T AR . XU AR B P T 5 X
PR AE AT R 0 RN E A6, FFE IR 51 T Y
T R4S #If7 M (Foti, Hansbrough, Epitropaki, &
Coyle, 2017; Hoohp, #iiRle, 2015). AR FE
iz RGBS R N BT SR R A
L HY [A] /8T (Carnes, Houghton, & Ellison, 2015;
Hansbrough, Lord, & Schyns, 2015), Ti#7iTfakF
FARE T N T B0 76 B4 A7 0 St s%
S5 1 A9 B EEAE M (Aktas, Gelfand, & Hanges,
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2016; Lam, Huang, & Chan, 2015), JoHEXF T4
R G 33K i B3 55 6 WU T AT 56 B R ) A% 3k 1Y)
G M, U5 TR AU, K
BRI B T SR R A 1 R SO S AT SO
(Labianca, Gray, & Brass, 2000),

R BRI G0 A — AT 2 A R
4153 773(Zhang & Bartol, 2010), SR TIEANTILH S
AR REBL O TR 32 O A T Y 9 5 S (laissez-
faire leadership). iX F LR H A, XPFF 7=
FEAE— 8 LR Z AL, PRI S 33 P o 40 148 5 1)
AT TR MTHE, FEEU R TR TAES 5
H F 3% (Wong & Giessner, 2018), 2R, 24405
X T A2 AU 1 51 T B2 R, 53 ToaT
RE 2R B g 451 %) F 5 DA A48 (Hinkin &
Schriesheim, 2008), FEX FIE LT, & T2 HkfdZ
BUR AR A EEFATE M, S350 THMELUETT
RO 1) 54T (Humborstad, Humborstad, Whitfield,
& Perry, 2008; Maynard, Mathieu, Marsh, & Ruddy,
2007). VATEMIBTFERM, 4 5 TS SN
R A wE, 251K T —FR5 R ESE TN
(Buch, Martinsen, & Kuvaas, 2015; Skogstad, Hetland,
Glase, & Einarsen, 2014), ItAh, 2440051 T & K
FAUE 1T 8 B U I, R R ) Ak X L
TAFTEAEE, X2 AR 0 TR AU 55 1 A
Sl ISR TAEA . 4140, Lee, Cheong,
Kim Al Yun (2017)3A 04505 i BE A 2% i) 573 4%
38 AT X ST 55 A B ER BT A A,
X AT Al 23 AR 51 T 4 T AR SO0 ik i 8%
H o FEUERFFEHE— 20 3CHE T HRAVRL 1T 2 F B
TAHRARAFIB AT, 40, Wong Fl Giessner (2018)
BT N R4 S FR R T TR AU 1 EE AR,
B 20 S AT R 7 37 A R E BN TE AR
HETT S M 450 A FEAE T B . Y SR BRAT N
5 R B Y U R A — B, R S e T
INFSFAT R . FEXFPREIT, T8 St
TR MTAE S A & TAEMAam—Ea, Jf
XF U RLRE 7 AE BT AN o (HJE, YO RAUT
T 5T U A U, 5L T2k S
BRI T 19 A T A KA BN BUE A, 7EX
TG OL S, 51 T2 0 AR 45 5 R BE 7 A= B DT
#fr. Humborstad Fl Kuvaas (2013)%F 53t % 3L,
AR5 T X A Y TR B — 2 HLERAL T
K, TR BN TESHLK 280, (H2 44

Sl TR R RAL U, R JE BN TE S AL
K2 AR, X AT RE T BCRA B AT 1 R AR =
TR

P, 53 0 400 S5 A T30 AT i 2 5 i 452
FURL A A 0P, AR A0 114 G AT RE UL
o1 T4 5 0 T SRR U B9 22 5, BT 1 24
17 3 s e AR AT RE 5 1 K 5% TR A A, —
D7, A5 15 R AR AT RE 2 5t TR A
A A B SR A HEE; 5 —Jr T, ST 5T
TEBALIUY I W 22 57, B2 5] A B T XHE 55 5
SRR BB, B T T A U AU
Nk B TARAE S5 P AN I 2 5% TN B4 fi 22 2
— G| R AR RIS BE AT S, A T 1 ST
Y QAN N ATTRTEE

4 BNEGSHENMRNGARZFS

FEFHTSCAY A B2, SR B, A
WA WL TR B EMIT R, WAk
S5l RETEM RN . BT, BARSRIf A
SR T DU A0, BRI AR M R
AR E N AR T UMK, CAFRE LM, &
AR B B SR v, BN E
R AR A #8453 LA SE B (Vecchio et al., 2010;
Wong & Giessner, 2018), K, BH#G7E (] #5514
T A Rt AR ARA T U A B, X T A B
WS IS e s A EEANE . KTk, A&
SCHE TR A AT 1T AN B RIS L, M BE
TE . AR =AM B4 B A T AR
TR B R, T B B 5 N S i
o R B SR 7R o
41 ETHFEVNAIEFZFMG

FEFREARS I TR, R TETHA M TAE
PR FNAS N GEUR AT LA Bl A AT 2550 0z %o 450 5 7
HIAL T o BRI G50 £ T RIONE A R JR 2 — 2 % 5
TN A HAFE, X 25 3 305 THE LR X 42 AL
HIAESS, BRI T TAESL . B, 78431 B8R
AT LS Bl 5L TR AU TAEAT: 55 T 52 2% 1 Ay 34
fne BT A RN BT IR R E AR TAERIERMA A8
VEWAS 7, A TAES IR 7|, R ABRXR
T2 2048 P S R SR R D TR M AR IR, 1
A NGEIR EBARI S AR TAE 7 0 38R 45
i1 o

HoE, RIFABRKERER MW TSR
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WX BE ) B E T AR, SRR T g N PR Ok
FIENSAHER R, AT 0 TR EZHER
IR, A F T 51 AR AR BA R R v i e g RX
W o fHZ, AHORHEFERARTT, 4 5 TGS/ AR
KA ICE R BRAE S P b ab Z A I, ARG
AT RE S R AUEL 2 AR UKV o 9140, Harris 55
A Q014) 4 i H U SCHHE AR AE R R A B
REAIR 5% TR BRI (Y BEIRIFE . IFR 4 btk
VIRV ET PN R W A& S v S =
FAVRLGT A BB & B LI 07 . Ak, 5
X4 B A5 AR AL RE A% b 35 1 iR 42 AR 4315 X 1
TANE S EUAE . Zhang Al Zhou (2014)IA K
TR 40 B AR A 2 TR E 51 T RE A AR B A 5T AT
PEZERFER, JHIEX T8 A E Mk R 57 T
M. WFERM A Y 5 T B KR
I, A BE 0 FRUBOR PG AR AL 5T, 1EIX Rl 5%
PF T A T A LU T U TR )y . =2
& HAE S5 RALHE— 20 3R], AFE L AN 8
PRI E R AR AL AP0, SRR G A g
Wk A T RIS 71 (Zhang & Zhou, 2014), K,
R A B BR 26 2 AT LASS T 53 TR R 2 8097 75 1 ¢
U8, & BT 0 C W BRI 54T 555 1 AR 424
B BEAE, AT HE Bl 42 A 45 280 B ORI K 4
[, A0SR S A St &, A AT B A 1Y Bt
e — 2B Lo R TIRBCR IR T AR,
CAMFRRIRER T I HA 1 R A BR R X
AT 2 T AR (s e R T AR A e 3,
Lorinkova Fil Perry (2017)/F5% & B8 R A5 2 50781 40
F 5 H R AR RN K R A (leader-leader
exchange), 403 A e B & BB 5 (1) 9 5t FiLe 2
BEUR, X GURABIGBALA T RIS, T
XFPEEAET, GURABE N A S0 Sk 7843 19
BEIR, AL I B AR G A BB RO T R A
eI,

WK, A PSR Ty, WFIE A ATIA
TS T AR 21 5 0 452 A S 3R (Hempel,
Zhang, & Han, 2012; Hong, Liao, Raub & Han,
2016) FHIRHIFE R B, HRAHGF 5 N5
PR ERAF AR AR Y, 3 R B X 45 BUR A
TR MBS A M, FRAB S A O T RE
WA N, Hong 45 A (2016) & BLAZ AL L 455
5 RGPS BN ) B IR B AR S (initiative-
enhancing HRM systems)f7 £ AN, RIAY 2 3

FPE S W A D) TR B R S RARET, AL
TUSTS A BE A RO & BN 23 M R, 1T 24 32
e 1] B IR B R Gk O s,
NI B IR S e R U R L E SRR .
XTI B8 A2 PR F AN T 401 TN 7 B A B ST e A
SRR E A E H ARBT B AR VE D, B A
TGS () A 380 A2 20 N W U A S S B 1 R A
[FRE, BEpFR bR, 5580863,
AN ST BEIRAE P SE BR  EE X R T 2 TAREE
K, BRI E Z IR LIS B IR
PRSI Bﬁ‘(]ensen, Patel, & Messersmith, 2013;
Mariappanadar, 2014), [F I, SZA S F A S7 5%
V58 LS BR T BE I A 237 AR S MR, ROy £3
HI S50 S A AR U - 0 T BEAR R 4 40 St
A HR S e )1 0 5 IR R AT AN, DAk SR B TR
TR DR A2

wJa, DAITEA BB EAD R R TR AR
AT R R T . BARBEAU T 1] L
W T Ji AR T A B BT R, BACAT g 23 R I R A
PUT RS IREAR . AR, 5 TS Y TR
Jint, ATE 2 IEk X A TAERM R T, kA
W Z A A it D FEM AT IR, 3
BB T B RO B H . Magni il Maruping
QOISR T A BACH BT 5 TR R X
REMEM, HREYE TR T/EMHERER, 40
R AT BE R B TP AL TR B M . 7E
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Abstract: Despite previous research primarily focused on the positive outcomes resulting from empowering

leadership, recent studies in this realm have indicated that empowering leadership could also bring potential

negative effects apart from the positive outcomes. With respect to this issue, we first demonstrated the

conceptualization and core characteristics of empowering leadership. Then, based on dual-task processing

effect, role theory and implicit leadership theory, we explained the theoretical mechanisms of the negative

effects of empowering leadership. Next, we analyzed the boundary conditions under which empowering

leadership exerts positive influence on employees and organizations. Finally, we proposed several future

research directions regarding the negative effects of empowering leadership.
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