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B, NIK W 41 RAEEMRTERAE: DEARIAL, AFARIZHRT RE. R, #7&. QR EF
AT AFEAFARF—T BRI F £ RSO ARF R B, FA T B ARAATS A =X 4R
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A B e 65 M AL, TR T oA my A Z £ R T 8|38 Fo ) K AL XM AT ; G)VEE IS L, BRILAAGF R
He b M ARFORE A AN . A . AT, Adom AR BAD L LTS, ARHETEE
(DR —/ 2 G SR B RMBAR - AR 0 B3R 38 . AR R AR, QMAFER | AR R I A= 1E A AL
B 75 &t —F AT FHER T Q) EE R F IR 4 AR A R R, A FE R AR R T ()T
Jo s BEAR A b3t 4 S BRAR 693K 3T
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1 5|8 B WU TCAHTIE 52 T 3 780 451 5 1 R AR
, MR R T ARG R . S8R b R it 747
(ER VT ST, SUF ) — R A ;g;ﬁjwﬁfg&%;ﬁﬁféﬁz;gf
VEROH ST, LT8R P TR L AT BRI 2 e »
o T a4 R B 45— R RS0 B A ok T R BUBL 9 A

T X — SR, BESE R R ST A T L .
. X FI . ZSFE AT N B (Dulebohn, Bommer, Liden,

TR . BIBARILLZ™ 1S SIS, 3o E 4l . o 8

- e Brouer, & Ferris, 2012), SR &, £ X JLAp 40
TASEN, RS MRS R RAOMAT T e B
TR S5 R [ B AT T R 3 2641 5 KUk P =

, s . . KAEFAEH
B UZ LS AT BURAR PR A < 4 ﬂwf}m%%ﬁ%ﬁm%mvuﬁm%I
&7 .(p051tlve leadershilp) iord, ];ay, Z;ccaro, 5 A T 1 451 5 KURS FO BB . 50 200 T T
Avolio, & Bagly, 2017; L, ML B, ooy i E A R 0 e B e
2012). B, SEABIAREMBEBMBG GHT g ts g ena —
P N AN AW 7 , = 5]
?%ﬁfi%ﬁf?%i?ﬁﬁix@%fh B B M Kark, Shamir FI Chen (2003) % 3725 % 4l
O o e e e TR T N SR SEUTAREL, BRI R T T s
QOIET A TR RAF ML Fre i, TFas %%mmm%wméh§QM@@ e
SR 2 L1 T8 2 B O A S5 14 € P R £ € 00 5 472%@@@%@mmgw@;%@mmo&
Yun, 2016; Wong & Giessner, 2018; Sharma &
Kirkman, 2015), X} FiBfERIM S, FikdiRHE

e r e yraosy, s oy SV P HRALEUR I £ (Galshoven, van
E X A RB =SB H (7177 ; [ EZ N . .

Je kRO 4 7 H (201713). Dik, & Boon, 2016; Miao, Newman, Yu, & Xu,
BEMEE: %, E-mail: pengjiannut@163.com 2013) . FER G TG LN EETT N (Lin, Ma &
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Johnson, 2016)% ., 4 F-TRERxXHE X R I,
Harris 1 Kacmar (2006)fR .5t #2 i & i A5 5
RSB TRWRITAERE S, AT, XG5 -k
TA R R R 1) 4305 XA 35 8 T ARV AR R, ST
e P, S ST R 25 R DG 3 IR AT
g, X R, XAREIR) . XA
AT % AN, SSRORLE R, MBI
FA ) A Bk A e [ ) 4 T 2% s, 32 A Y,
AR IR 1) B0 A b B 4 T 3k o S B P A 1

BT, BRI R4S ) T AR RN B
GG ) B 24T B ey — R e
Ko HEGHEAMLL, XFAERRET M ERE
TR SRR A, REHS BB SY S T 4 T M
AL S0 RS AE R, A B T =i F= 5 M
WAL . FESCER T, A RE N AR AR 40 Tl BE
AT AR S SR S DAL, A S0 AT LR BRORF o7 it
HATAERT W, FRIEAHSN RIFE/E, B, X3
R BA EE ISR E L, SR, AW
SEHE TN S A A, OGS [F] A 450 XUAS
KRR bR A &, HAFIE 2 6] 8 2 A 3060 10,
EEAH T O A HR B, WAR TS8R
W TF . 5 Y AT E N A AR LT T 948 6
45, TATRmUEIF RGBT UL 2018 4K
41 WA, BEFIEE RE T MRS
TH AR 0N, ST F 9 0 R AR B, Ry JE S F oY R
HEBERL . A SCE S B EE Y ATT R ¥ M AT ST R
FEhie, BIVER X A 2 W 40 XUAR X i EL A WA
A L& GASE - i = E L RS TS T i B
DU FEAE b, R R AR S T AR AR Y B AL
sJa, B AR A RE R BFSE T I

2 MRFER

T BN 455 T AR AN SR ST, XY BT S IE A
LI RS RGN T | RAA S | AL T
RIS A 2R T A4 T~ F s sS4 6 FftAURS,
TN HEBR IS BG4 . QR . BEEMIT R,
TEAR S I /R AR I, BF5E s EENGS
% (receipt) (b N)FISLHE# (actor) (FFH A
NP BE HEAT 25 5% . AR 19 I3 A R O Je ok 6%
B, BTG T AR IOV, (14 BIF 58 i B 2 56 T 4003 KL
X T & | BB RS, 5 oA 3% A I 95
WX E A ANRIELE . T ARBLIT 5T 2 1 Tk
Y%, T UT Hb AR AR A0S I T AR AN, FRATT e B

THRE X R R[], WA SCAR SR A T e . A
BA/ZHZURG B = TR — ik, R 12T
6 Tl 4o KUK X 3 20 42 1) TH AR RN o
2.1 EFHGF

7R HE R 45 5 (transformational leadership)f& 18
A0S 238 i FAE AL 321 (idealized influence) . /&3
J1(inspirational motivation) . #§ J13# & (intellectual
stimulation) 1 4~ ¥ 4k & #F (individualized
consideration) % FRE AT, Mk T & A = 2 IR
T2, (I H R 35 B A A RISE 2 B, M
FHH A Bk (Bass, 1985). HAT, KEHFFIE
SET AR MRS ANA L P BRI AL 2 AR AR
(Wang et al., 2011). SRT, FriAfs &M, 28Rl
AT 2 1A 0 53 TN 4TS (A 1 (e.g.,  EisenbeiB
& Boerner, 2013; Kark et al., 2003; Kollmann,
Stéckmann, Krell, Peschl, & Buchwald, 2013)#1/%
71J&%(Diebig, Kai, & Rowold, 2016; Franke & Felfe,
2011; #EWAE, BRGE, JIEDE, 2015), AIXF
Ja& B 7 S 3 S T . — 5 T, Basu Al Green
(1997)48 Hi A8 4 I 451 7 1] G < 98 T B % 3 24t
WM. 58S WE A —BEE, XSF8TF
J& B A, T A M T B BT (Bisenbei &
Boerner, 2013; Kollmann et al., 2013), 55 —J7 [,
7 R A 2 T 4G 53 T 7 e R T R
P R T A 1 (3R ARSE, 2015), FERIBNZE
18], AR5 A AR IR TR AT T RE 23 AR T A
B PN B e, T8 ) T BAB5E (Eisenbeil
& Boerner, 2010); [A]F, i B 1425 88U 45 T0 12
T FEE AT AR B2 1 22 Sl oK, T RE 23 M B ARk
fig, B A BT A AF 68 S8 0 48 & CR S,
2013), Hboh, RGN F 5T IR AL 55 S E A 5
U BUSCHR, BV e 0728 4 R0 650 S A7y S5 T 423 11 55
T JE 44 (Chen, Ning, Yang, Feng, & Yang, 2018),

AR H AL Tt TR SRR R, SR T
R T AR RR A R 25 R OGRS H 2 FR
T, BIEth4iE AT M (pro-social rule breaking
behavior) (AW, #%ElE, 2015; %A, 2016),
DR A 52 Tk TSGR a5 ik E T &0t
S EWL . A ERAEN, BSR4 440 R N TR TN
(unethical pro-organizational/leader behavior) (Effelsberg,
Solga, & Gurt, 2014; EWEJR, N#, 2018; EiZR,
BISTE, 2018), —SEFFEIPRSE 1AL 8 R4 5 X
U PRE IR R B TH AR AR, G T AR T
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F1 FRASHEHRYEAITRER
fei ARG R (18) BROUSISs) HRRaGE) O T2 ge R
X"J’% = ZE R SRS e =32 YRS Q)ﬁ\w':]’i(l) Qﬁl:#(]) EJIES AL
Kt (Eisenbeif %, 2013; Kk J£J)(Cheong  4IZUARFTH e €] TAEEER (Jiang
4, 2003; Kollmann 4§, 2013) %,2016) (Stouten 5%, i S (AR 4,2014)
J£71(Diebig 4%, 2016; Franke %,  T/ESHK 2013) s 545 #EW (Jiang
2011; $EEAESE, 2015) (Cheong 2,  WITEZIHL. 81 2017) s 2014: Kk
fA BT (Diebig 4, 2016) 2016; Hao %, & JJ(Feng %, fik%E, 2016)
{E 4 5554 (Chen %, 2018) 2017; 2018) FE 7 (Harris %,
B3 /) (Eisenbei 4%, 2013; Kollmann  {lumborstad RASAEE 2006)
w2013 WA, 2015) %, 2014; Lee 1300 / W
LA (S, 2015, 0, 2016 IT - (Kalshoven HEFF (Wang %,
WA, 2016) &%,2016) %, 2016; 2018)
5 NE kY Mi Zi :, s s
LSS AT (Effelsberg T (a0 a0 6 ALY LA
s 2014: TEEJR4 2018 Hik &5 2017) 2013; 4R {@?T%J(Mﬁﬂﬁz
E%% 20’18) ’ T Tt o AT 9?%2;6; ik 4, 2016; BUE
’ > JHE IS A K 254 5, 1At
P75 5 B (Nielsen 25, 2016) ﬁ(m_*-‘;;/:% ;017) R4, 2018)
% S T ARG O (Multins 45, 20160 PE
2014) R4, 2017)
A/ BN B (Bisenbeif 45, 2010) / b A B3 7 / PIYBA o 2/ /
HE HLEAERIFTCR RS, 2013) (Mo %£,2019) ;%(llélf
B4 FEM (Lin 2%, in press; FAT A0 4T B RS AIE
) Zwingmann %, 2016) Jy . BFAR :P: EEIZET N / ; ,
) BN E (Lin 4%, in press) PE(Wong %, 1§jE474(Lin
2018) 4, 2016)

E: R 2018 4FJIESE 41 WUSCUEBTSY, Forp 1 RS [ 25 5% 1 28 2 AU 400 40— T I S () T A AR s o AR SR AN Hh 5 —

e

EZNTREME, BEMIAFESIFEEZMWEA
JR B E (Nielsen & Daniels, 2016); UL & YTRI%—
AR 1) 1 AR S AN R 2 AT, BN A
By (%) & 5 1) T AE # (8 002 8% 30 1 (Mullins &
Syam, 2014). BRILZA, BricahsedE 7O S ol
L (leader-actor) % £ 1 A8 5 I 45 T 47 S X 451 3
A S, 2558k MXFMAFIT RIS H
JERE I 48 P IR OB (Lin, Scott, & Matta, in press;
Zwingmann, Wolf, & Richter, 2016), #2540
SE MBS R JE (Lin et al., in press).

BERTE, # 18 THAT JCAR 5 1 45T T4 4 A5
HIWFsE T, £ 5 g R SA . B 2E 2
T A A 7 AR = o X R O N —
Tl R 8 AT R AR b 4 455 AR, e DX T At 45
5 RS 1) F2 B 2 A A T X B 3 VBT I FRAR
Wi (58—, RUESC, RN, 2018), JL4F KA 5L
EBFFEIESE T X AR R, 98 3 8 2 e R
P X — 6 R, I R I T AR A R 45 X ) 1
J1RE g AR EER . S — N EP R

R RFA R 5 R T /AR S FR (6
W), EGMBIFR AR Ry Fem), B ERT A G
SRR TSR0 H o BEXA SR, AR g
TGRSR BT . sRAR I RHE T BE 2 45 Bt TR 4
SN E=F T E Y N iR I 1K i
Ji. InEVERK . AR A . TR VR I A ik
B2 O i RS SR Y Y O N S Y R e S R )
ZRFNOAE, BERT —EMALELEE,
IEAh, AF ARG 5 Dy T R4 S i MR 5 4 /40
PRNEEAT PR R Z B T B L2 K (5 H),
22 RWBGRS

B A 4015 (empowering leadership)f&—~4Y
G R, BRI S H T — RS
FeEAT NG T FETAE LA F8, IR T e
UM 3= 2 7K $H B2 T 32 19 T AE 3¢ AF (Ahearne,
Mathieu, & Rapp, 2005). VIfERYHIFIE 2 B
ARG T A R — T, A R B AN B e v ™ A 1
AR 2, X A5 2] T B T4 A A9 IE 52
(Lee et al., 2018),



1126 DI = N S S

%27 %

SR, —LEWFSEREZE AR T, ST XS TR AN
PR 0 2 A AT S AT BE 2l ok T R R (g,
Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014), JF# %% T #AUH
A S AT BERY AL . Cheong 25 A (2016) %L H
FEM ST EAT L —E A, B T/ERE

o MARFE, BFIT IR WU T A R S
T 23 AR T J& 19 TYE %44 (Cheong et al., 2016;
Hao, He, & Long, 2017; Humborstad, Nerstad, &
Dysvik, 2014; Lee, Cheong, Kim, & Yun, 2016; F*
Z=, JHE, VEMHESE, 2016)MEDH i3 (Hao et al.,
2017), MVCHEE AR £ %, Wong Fil Giessner (2018)
R, W0 T R B AR R T TR
HRAUHE, T8 (8 23 A 40 2 A 2 45 5 0
Xf HAT G A R4 T BARVEAN o BRI ZAb, $AL
AR T - T R B 4 0C AR o B AT YL
Pz g, eI, T8 23 i T AR s A S AL
B R A 2 AT (TS, 3K Ei, 2016; B2
R, B, BTN, AR, 2017),

SRS, BRI WA 14 B 5 5 A A
BTG, s8 B REN—F L LG
i) o 33X 5 LA 5 AR X B AL T TR L 518 A7
Ko LI SETERF ST AN TC 03 A 3 3 DA AL
ST ATRE TR, WA ERER T SAE
DL SIS0 E I (Lee et al., 2018), YE XX —%5
W EB A, FE O & WE LA B
Mo TESR AR, XK 2 E AR
GG AER] . 7E 5 WS, A 2 W
KT XOR A 1S, AR I R LR A G5 23 38
o R LE L RIS . A B A S, By
3 o Al AL B R L SR IR ) T R AR S K
(Cheong et al., 2016; Hao et al., 2017), H:H, Flil
1% (harmonious passion) % Mt T SR G h i) H £
WALRRSE, BIAMARIESES 510 2 th i sh A 5 i
TR SE Y (AN 3% Bl A9 A R AN Bk PR ) R GE O
(obsessive passion) W AH Jz, &7 FFp T 3 (1) 8% 3h
WAL SE, RIAMAZ 53630t T 52 2SR
B 2SR (a4t 23 B 7 RS Bl B O 4R E TR )
(Vallerand et al., 2003). 734k 3 WA 5T R FAE Lk
KEMA, 18 R E ARV BB T A B T 534
AIHR T, H AR SE KT AT WA 5T 58
SR, ARG R UL IR —3. Humborstad
SEN(2014) K BB ALGUT 5 TAEGTH0E U ALC R,
117 Lee 55 A(2016)F1 T+ 4255 A (2016) A B P 2 J2: 21

[SEEE S
2.3 EERGS

JH fE 1 451 T (ethical leadership)e$8 40 5 & 1
it B BT R MABRE 0 T & FRAEA LA
ERYE RS RAT O, IR R VA L B AR
il 2 P 3k 1Y 7 PR T IR R X 2474 (Brown,
Treviflo, & Harrison, 2005), ZH S EBJFHY 10
RPN, 22 FEBIA RIZ A0 T KA A 1B BAFn Al
2 BAG A (Bedi et al., 2016; Ng & Feldman,
2015), B P 2+ T A e 5 A 40 S 9 7
AN . Stouten, van Dijke, Mayer, De Cremer Fl
Euwema (2013) 8 K & B8 78 70 400 5 AT @ SR 4t
SATHEB URCR: YRR L&KW
EEAT AR, TEMASARIT IS, R
ORI, AH AR B A TR AT R, R
W IERGRAT N5 R T IR R A SUREELT N
(Kalshoven et al., 2016; Miao et al., 2013; 255,
2016; sKOK%, skMeR:, ®AH, 2017). FEAAHMA
BAJZ T, — 8 A5 R 98 8 7 40 5 A B 0% A v
I, AT — e B R, B S AT N R
il 811% /1 (Feng, Zhang, Liu, Zhang, & Han, 2018;
Mo, Ling, & Xie, 2019), Feng % A (2018)if & ¥ it
1R BB AR R AR R P E T R NS AL BR T X
A TA NFNBI BRI 5% 0, Lin 55 A (2016) & 3
T A 45 RS 538 2 B By A R BAE A
EFERR Sy, #Em R e AT R .

FHR S, R A A — AR 1
T 7 Y S0 A, S I A AR T AR T
WL AR P AE RS T . A RAT A TR B 84T R %
A, ZWET MR 32 SO A X B T AR AR 5 1
ZEL, WA, R AL AL M B JLIE SR 5T
Jam LA —EWhaE, Flin, AR5 A AR
= B i KR S R O BT R KR S TR
A B T2 T3 J7 (Feng et al.,, 2018; Mo et al.,
2019)F138 N2y B 47 A (Stouten et al., 2013), {H1
R R I A AR Y T AR AT B e S R
TR R AL IBEEST R (Miao et al., 2013; 22458,
2016; 5KK %44, 2017), I, EAERGS B A TH
WS ) A R BB XA itk — 0 % 52
24 BFBGS

HEL, A—WF5 54 T4 B4 T (inclusive
leadership) %) T4 BRI o £ 25 74 401 5 36 5 Wy o6
WA TR, BT T 3 18 v 3 TRk
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AR S Ty Bk, * 5T BIBAAA SIS A
W #E H (e.g., Carmeli, Reiter-Palmon, & Ziv,
2010), SR, HHRAE . I . A RIBKAE(2017)
MNIE PR 1 BE 2 S8 IR S T AL 45 T 40 43 il i
it A A0 B 222 4 SRk — 1 1A AL T R0 T i AR kX
— S LR 7 T AN ) B X T SR . R B AK
W T Jm R S TR sl {5 AR 40 S 1 ™ AR Y B R T 4R
5| SRAEE S 10— L BRR AR (AR 4R 4F, 2017),
IR T X 53 TN N Sh ML, BT & 2 T
JRAERRSE . e, Gdie . A BYESEE En T
15 Bl A AR, IS E R AR RS ) AR
A AR X A0 AR IR A B AR
SIHEINT 8 0 ARRURE, T sk RO A T i
TIWT A . BEREE, BFEE RIS EAA R
TGN B A AT BRI A1 s g, (X
8 A 2 0 /D T T 04 () sh LR A, AT
TN T . PRI DX T g2 B A 0 2 AU 4R
SRV HOCHE N B R ENRES A TENFEAN
FEAEEIR . TAERIE M TAERA, WMARE T
SRR TAES) 1. BOkE, 2R A E
ARG T2l T R T O B W T R sl
RS P TR A, (H R S B R DA AR
5985 7T BEL A A1 3 T
2.5 1ZEGS

{~ #5401 T (benevolent leadership) /& 40 5 & X}
T @ AN . AH AR AT, B5E
17 (moral leadership) . Jgif¢ (authoritarian leadership)
L E AT LA RUROITIE . DA Ry i B R
1Y R4 405 A% (paternalistic leadership), 1724
ST T AN P B A S XA, (H AT IR
5T & BRI 8 K- 1 1 2840 5o 3 BRI R4 25 s
W, AFFH BRI A E AN GR T
W PR BC B B8 (resource allocation theory), Li,
Rubenstein, Lin, Wang #l1 Chen (2018)3§ i dn{=
ZE T AL 9 S A () Ak 2 A BA B B S N TR
2 Z A% A BAAT 55 Fn E bR S AR B2 1Y
bR TF (Becker, 1965), i B h— 45 F BA 41 54 1
FETAE NS DR RN 2 A BA AT 551 E ARy S5 88
PRI, oo AR B 28 S A7 S K BEL15 1 BA H b
FI SRR, AR ] A3 B A TR S ) o AFF SR
FoR I Z 0 W AR, RS T X — T AR
P B, {72845 R AR 3 4R 1 AR A
A BT A B B BRI S22, (H A it ik —

K, AZZET AT M ASF T AT B XT B A5 1Y
BN ST, X A BA Gk A fE AR . F
FE M PR, X —ARZe ke R R AR B K
HOPEARATE I FAETE . BAERE, XITAF5T 3R
FEFACRENT, AT B — 2 M T AR AR
2.6 NS-TREIRH;

A F LRAT 8 T m 8T A, S -T &
A2t (leader-member exchange, LMX)/&—Ff & &
SR (0 AR, SRS S OR A R R B ar 25
PRI R (R, Mg, 2011), DATEWFSE
T & B e B Y A 4 OC A% T B A B AE
(Dulebohn et al., 2012), {HFEWF5T & B ik &3
ek RWAELERIE H . N m AP S - T @ ¢
R T EBA R 20 TAEZKR, AR
M 25 #E v X (Jiang, Law, & Sun, 2014); [RHf,
e TR YU T B A O RO R LN F R A
T2 4R 55, ATREHG N 5 TR AR T, =
FTAERIR A TR, e 3 Ath 7] A 155 28 #E 08 (1
JRRK, #hz@UE1, 2016), Harris #1 Kacmar (2006)f)
FRHE H LMXOK P 5 R 2 UBRSER, Bl sk
#H LMX ik TAHWA SRR, AAFRE
PLARE, = LMX B R TR 5 R Rg% 2
H17, XEFCAF SR LMX B TR0 n]
RE A BB AR N i, (45 5K 28 51 T 32 BT
LMX £ T AYER % HE )% (workplace ostracism) (Wang
& Li, 2018), AP, i LMX A2l @ 0t 2kl
LUG R AN BT MR, FRE, 2016, BUER,
B0, 2018),

T ERERIM O S A, TR-TER
80 A AR P F 5T B B AR LA BRI
oL, HALDF T W R 2495 I A3 5 R T =248
RIAHSC, SRR . IR, BREHEFE. X
ATRE R ISR IE S T R i S T R
LHOCR G T B R BHR A RS, W Shr LS
ZABPE I IR B 1) TAEZR DA A N SER R g
77 1 AR o

SRR, PR I AR RN B WY A
b, AR EWHLT AR . BE, 4
B EBET ARG FETHRELRT
] G XA P T AR, ¥ BT R @ L AT BA RIS
FH B ZRFRERAER . Hrh, AR A4 S
ZEER)TIZ M EE, FLR R B A R 4
KRZ MG EIS WA B — 20, 7RI
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M AR R L, B TR T R T, 4 T BA
AT 10 25 S A D o DA 58 114 1 A A 1 2 B
b, RZHWEERTE T X e BURL 4 T 0] 41 8152 2
A XA IS | f7oA R, TAESE
SEYVRE R, AU B A AR S T — T R A Y
WFFE# 5 58 1 ik SE R A0 0 05 7 5% A AR
b )P T AR SO o RV K S A 5 R AR 43
TR 95 5, (E AT B A AN AR ]
XX A )RR 101 2555 B T AT T AT 5 AT R
i1 RE R LG RSB BB S O T AR AR

3 S

X SCHR AR B, FRATT A I 2 i R R AR 43
T AR AN SR FH B 40 BT L AR AR R ——
g g S L REURR S80I R T A 00 ) A 75 A P 4
A B — 4T KU T L 1 T A RN i & AT
Ph it — 25 43 S S J) 81 3% I (double-edged sword
effect) 1 3FE £ PN (nonlinear effect) . XX 7] &1 55 i
MAT LA =, RIS 6] 4E B2 R /RS . B
2 55 [A) 0N 1 A TRV FH AN [] v 12 2k 18 AN [+
YERT; ARG RN 7T L3 B T Wi S 3t
A SR (too-much-of-a-good-thing effect, 5] U
RIR RV T B A LT AL FE A RBUN”
(too confusing to be a good thing, U B R), £ 2
G T AR AR B AR PR AR

F2 FRASHBRYEATTRA
SRS A PTIA BARE ST A AN
AFRAEELRAT  Diebig 4
fEH (2016)
WAIG] %5 E4%ER0W  Bisenbeil
AR BIARFAE 45(2013)
AFE A H KB Cheong 45

[ I 255 ¢ B

GINEE &I ENELP] (2016)
A T R Stouten %
etk KA RN (2013)
BN N Humborstad
JE R RN 45 (2014)
HBRIEBE . HAEEA—
i TH BB 35 L TR Lin %(2016)

3.1 WIIEIHRL

TFF 5% 25 6 TR 5 FRUR 40053 5 A A0 7 1) it 78 v %
B, S ] — A4 S XU 5 [R] — b 445 SR AR B 11 56
R, NEAMFRWEERIFIE—B: AHRIHRZIE

R, WHEAREKAZAMAER, BHHRE
B TC R 3 C R . B Y 1E S TR X R
AR T R . BRI MR AT =R — 2
AT KA AR B I AS [ R BB 20 (4 ) HoA A RIME
FH; AT KR X &5 SR AR i ) BB T T LA
4 KU — TP A AR i — G SR A B ) ) (] R AE
FHET A, =240 5 KUA 3 2 45 AT ELFE R AR
BB H A A% X0 235 SR AR B a8 B I ) RN AR ) A 1Y
W, XIS 7 T,
311 ATAEREEMTEER

TR BT 3 RS HS 25 25 T-4E 5 1 &
e, EURAF Y 33 5 25 5% R Y 43 RUAR 9 1
H, RELEGISMEN . EHEELERMGTET
J& R 7 8% 5¢ & I, Diebig %58 A (2016)1A S A8 d Al
FFHAFAT RIS T B J1BA AR
KF, MbAILEE R 3 AR B EE T 129 & 5
X405 2 AR AT N B TR A TR Sk A B R
K F A J10%) . LA Podsakoff, MacKenzie,
Moorman Fl Fetter (1990)%) 25 #5751 451 5 7N 4 25 f4)
HHESE, AT B B A A R S L SR
T SR 1 1) 7 AT AT O S BN R 8 R R
M6 MR8 . $Rt e HF . im0 A T XK B AR
TAT I D7 98 R 30k DO o 3 T 1) 728 S AT Dy 23
KB EIIKT . Sk E, BRERG T T
J& TAEHE I ok i & — 4 XTI 81
3.1.2 BB AR A9 HE & (E

XEF@E ST A AR, RS
DA Xof 235 A5 B 11 T H A FH AT DAk <40 5 XU —
Fp A A i — 2 AR 1 A7 ) (] A R BT R 431
41, EisenbeiB Fll Boerner (2013)%} 416 W & 51 T.
FIWFIE e A, AR BRGNS AR B2 o B TR0 ) 9 [
B30 T 5L TR, T B T AR R A ok S REAIK B
TAE Ty o Bk, 5 TARBAE A <l i sz R 22 1)
55 T AR SRR S B T A S AR AE
3.13 HAMFEMFNER

R T BRI BN, BEZ RG] AP
FEH 75 Je 1 v A A 8 ok 2 8RR 40 4 g ]
S TSN, BT AT KU Y R IT BN (5
), XA AR E AT T B B2 AU (Cheong et
al., 2016; Hao et al., 2017)., 78I (BL L4,
2015), FLAERISN G (E AL, 2017) 4T S-T 8
A5 (Jiang et al., 2014) A8 FEAR 101 A0 TH AR AT . &1 X%
A4S, Cheong 45 A (2016)¥ AL B 1E A



ol

FoORAE AR AN AREON, . BIFTE R AT AL A RS L 1129

43 M Tt BE i3 72 (enabling process) il £ $H i 7
(burdening process), R4S T B A
AR, XA T MRS, XanE
TR, AT AR R, i H T ARG
FAAE SO T o BE XS AR AL, Kark 45 A (2003)
$53 ot/ IR % KRS NP S T4 AL
50 TARM; #8455 A (2015) A Fk i & A
AT T T A R RE R T 5 A A A 5 A B T
TG, e LAk IR R 5 T B 1Y
FEAE . EEXTERLAE RGNS, RS NQOITE T
DA PAT A0 22 4 A (R 2 AL R A T A Sy i
TIBL] A X A AL, DATE B P A R L 2
HUGH X T I8R5 7 R o B4R T - B AC
— W T E B — U SR SE TS - e
S o T AR TAE B IR N g 7 A ] 8
Ly e T AE BT UR A B T 0 N s v TR,
i TAEE R A4 S 30 FE 3 (Jiang et al., 2014),
3.2 JELMHE
321 FRAFARBN

I AN G515 R S8 1) 7 — A i AL A 2
ARV, FAAR SCALFE ok B AN B> R000; e g v
ANRRON, xS 13 W, BTl e
ABRER, DATE R 22 B S 1] A S B S50 XUAS
PR R, PSRRI, Bl 38R e R,
SR, YIRS Z L BT . Pierce Fl Aguinis
QORI T b A Be s i, 46 3 IZ AL 0L K A 1E
A £ T B (B T AR ) 1K B P SR, TR
Z 5 H 5 B R (R AOhs A2 ) YOG RN R 2
PERYFIRIL Y o B 3X — RO ] TS5 g 45k, A
FE(9 T 5E T R TS KU 1 3 B8 AN B 350
(Chen et al., 2018; Feng et al.,, 2018; Harris &
Kacmar, 2006; Lee et al., 2016; Li et al., 2018; Mo
et al., 2019; Stouten et al., 2013; KB %, 2013; Ft
Z4%,2016), W REER A | EEARI( 2R
G S LMX

PN e SR V& L e S R €
5 it 2 B N HE 22 (the antecedent-benefit-cost
framework, Busse, Mahlendorf, & Bode, 2016; Jif
B, PMES, FEE, TR, 2018), —FAMMGTR:
WA, H s R IR 237 . — T IRl s o U
Dt At 57 R T e A6 XU S22 B S R OR, fH
— B R R R Z 5, AR 2 A
A BEARE S . 1, Mo %% A(2019)1E

X R 45 3 A AT BA B 3 T A A R & B, AR
JKV-TE B AL A T A IR SR B K TR &, I
KOV R G ) AR B R T s B A
Hh S KO I R S A B T D B A
FME AR R AR, A AT BB B3 22 (8] 1 V4 38 A5 A
TR R AR Ty . TR ALAN T 5 A U RAT
R Z AFAE ] U 285G Rt 2 e HR S B A5 LA
JEB Y (Stouten et al., 2013),

Lee %5 A (2016)F5 HiXF 51 T AN R 09 B AAT
TERTE I, FIRES S8R T A, FF
S W PR AR s e A i, L 9 4 R R I A
TG TAT 5 S M 2 B ke R
3K B R (R ) 2R, AR 4 R O 1) £
TR T TAESR, — X —5, —#Z0
106 Zoph 2 B IEFG . 2R 93— F J&@ 58
. M LMX o @i, B R A R
W, A AT 5E AR £ B f EAMT 55 ok Im R H
O, BEEFEKE LMX 45 F B ki Ryl fE 4
HR T 451 H G005 Ak 3R A5 B YR 5 (Harris & Kacmar,
2006). B2, Li 2 A (2018)7E A1 B\ 15 55 T BB 5E3IE
52, p A AT AR A T R 2 R 9 R e [R] A
AT BA B R TR AS AL, 20T ) [T BT 5
N A HAW BT (Becker, 1965), [Ht#id—E
IR A 284005 S T AS 1) A BR SR 2 1 o
322 EPFFRIYM

[FRER AR R A, DR E (4 550) ]
KT SRS B, BRI A e AR
e 8547 R B BE S AR A, rp S5 R 114 0
W AER . 4140, Humborstad 45 A (2014)7E % %%
BT T RSN C R, AT 5 A6
WA OIS R E U AL, RIS RALSR:
AbF KR, FIRMSTUSER MR . AT
RS, MR RAUT A T KPR, TR
SA 5 FU A RO PR RSB 2 M, S ROK S B
A R, AR R T A . 5
2 251l, EisenbeiB H1 Boerner (2010) % Fi 25 &5 7 45
S 5HARIE Z EdE U BKER, B S
AR H RS AN F T A B HT . R BE, Miao %A
(2013) F 3K 7K =45 A (2017) 43 51 & B Hp 25 782 ¥ 1Y
T BRI GSFNEA T AT S & R TR R SURTE
TR o
3.3 BAHRME

W T [ 5 2 58 BEUR 0TS AR A T, KB 4 BiF 5
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(21 350545 T G T 15 UM BT B A8 o 3k 2L I
FEAEAE H B MR B | A A 78 4[] 42 ) 34 (Kark
et al., 2003; Lin et al., 2016; £ g, #m0,
2015; A, 2016; BiZER, B, 2018)Bk
GUF TR o S Z B 5T 25 76 H $ (Franke &
Felfe, 2011; Mullins & Syam, 2014; Nielsen &
Daniels, 2016; Wong & Giessner, 2018; Zwingmann
et al., 2016; ZEMIR, 2016; PRILHE, FRE, 2016;
Fili IRk, Fh g W, 2016) B AE A B9 2 RE b
(Effelsberg et al., 2014; Kalshoven et al., 2016;
Kollmann et al., 2013; Wang & Li, 2018; {iJ#E32,
KA, 2016; MRochE, R, 2016, ERER, Ni#,
2018; B G5, 2017)5] AR AR i, AR AE ]
TP 00 BN G 25 A WA RO . Lin 4% A (in
press) [F] B %5 £2 T A% 55 A0 45 (10 AR RIS A T
R IR B R AT AT Ry 3 TR A0 7 1) 17 4% v
LT 7 A B A AR, (HX Rb 44T
CHRFF G TAESR ARG . % 185 It
AT OGE B AZ A TR] R 2 728 B R 401 X 015 A N Y
FORVE T, B AR BV SRy 42 il P L R 4k 2,
FRATTHe FHEA A A I A RO T S S

4 IRIRHLEH

AR SCRTE WY e 7 — A ), AR 405 R £
LG AN, X KBS LG 8, 7E
RANIE B A3 BT AL R, T T i R AR 450 T Ak
N BS AL A LA . o, A — 2 P g H]
TR 22 o T XU T BB AT — B X R
SE U IR E TH RSOV AT R T A B . AR 2 #
41 TFFE R BE SARER o m, AT RUR BUOTEE B
AR U6 i B RS, WIRHERTA B
FEHAT T A BRI, SAKE, H 5 F
MR T A, KB wiEs TR
SRBIE, BT R T R B S T B RN Y
“EREIRHLE (R 3).

41 HIJVNEER

12 IA % Bif (social identity theory, Tajfel,
198 1) fift B 40T A RCHE Y BEHLR], H &l )
TR AU UG A o] B T AR . E TR AR
Sy BRI M (R AIF 5 ¥ Je A8 HE A (Effelsberg et al.,
2014; Kark et al., 2003; Mullins & Syam, 2014;
Nielsen & Daniels, 2016; EBER, N5, 2018)F
B {8 (Kalshoven et al., 2016; Miao et al., 2013;

#3 BERERARGSHERAEEERILHF

R E Al A EER G- Hfl
epLR gt g 8% JEIcR BRUE

HaihE s 3

Hig

PIRAsE

i 2 1 3 4

K ph b 3 .

b7

HEER . 3

fin T

Ry -

ﬁ{f*ﬁﬁ 2 2 1 1 1
ot

EHLGER, 2016) PG G AR, A D 72 A L 45 5 A
TH 7E ARS8 AT BT R A AR T TR A A R
MRAEFE 2 A E S, AR (identification) &~ A #R
P L5 il B 56 RBFAE A BERRRAE R 2 LA
AR, BRI TR RS, 7R R
WA FEMAT N ERA MBI, EHSES D,
IR0 KR N =i BN E A NI Nz RN i B
i A INE, J5WE B SN, R XL
INRVER A B F 5% T Sr 5 B AR 5 22 8] 10 BRER
#, 3R B AR TR R, H b o e A
(Conroy, Henle, Shore, & Stelman, 2016), [Hfijf#
FEURR 430 JRUAS LA 80

T, AR AR BRI R JE X R
AN = A TR S R AR R — N
FRAEAE T REAE 1L T J8 7 4= 3R 21 WA [F] (Conger &
Kanungo, 1998), Tk Fik [A] /@ S 2 T BN T
S0 M A AN I 7877 4 (Johnson & Umphress, in
press), J&TZSUZ %, Mullins FI Syam (2014)7E
HET AN, TERAGSE N TREGMS-T
JE W — S AR B —Fp 2RI, 1
A, An R N LI AT Y AR B R 3 A B = Jo
HREEREEAMA D), W72l TR
FE— SO AR T R B RS (9 R 5 ) TAE M
E, MBS TAEZIHL . TAEHR AR TAEW S
o YR, AR AN BT R R 4 2 sk A
A 2 I [T 7™ A T ARV P o 28 70 40 5 g b
FHT TR E LUK (e.g., Wang et al., 2011),
B U R &1k 5 T B A 4U5E
A SR HLURIE AT A 5% (Conroy et al., 2016).
HFXMATHE, MR AATERMIGTTSERL TR
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[ 3% 2H OB 747 My (Effelsberg et al., 2014; T
J&, N, 2018). MEAP, X —i2 Bk AT LLfE R AL
UG SRR AT A C R . A8 F AL U1
NN G P (RN R 2 2 ) | N 3 )
(heroic motives) (Tajfel & Turner, 1985), fifi 5t T
VUATHE F ek e S A H R 38 SR 20 20 H A it 52 B
(Bass & Riggio, 2006), HlI4s ¥ R145 S nf GEH i ix
S 55 1R & Sy 1 P AR £ AR B fd RN S
1, BZAE B % (Nielsen & Daniels, 2016).

Bt E B itiE EEEANSTS E, BFfF
57 3 W 18 AL 15 [R)AE T A4 & T X P BA
AN [F (Walumbwa et al., 2011), 5 T JE A
R TTIR M SIHL, (AFEXLEFHHLZ B A —E &
LSRG AT . HEUARIEGE Y 5 T A
REAE R4 TN, PRI TIT 220 20 2L ) 5 T A R
Wz b, TEN S S A R )RR S B 245 3 LAY
A EEAT AR A fEik, AR E S
FUAT T RE A% 38 I 42 5 51 TR A BV RN T il T
JE A ] T VR 5 1004 3, 103X 2647 3 LA
WEIR A 28078 M (e.g., Kalshoven et al., 2016;
Miao et al., 2013; 22455, 2016),
42 HASTH|IEBL

R 48 #1238 #2 #1138 (social exchange theory;
Blau, 1964), UK AT XA 2 B4 5 T 8 2 16
N —FPEARGAL . S EN IR, S X
o BT A O R R R P A BRI
AT, Bl FERAE R, 5K A
—ISCEE T B T 4% 57 (Othman, Ee, & Shi, 2009).

BEERG I W S UAT . FEMEEDR
FAXEE TR, AUTHS-F BN ER
5 & (Brown et al., 2005), SR, AT P45 E K,
T & T R A R R AT, RS
i 1% 47 4 (Kalshoven et al., 2016; Miao et al.,
2013), YiEERRE S H SR 45 K A v, A LE
AR EES S, PHEKPFNEESTSSTREZ
[B] (Y 5 e 56 R T AF, BRI 2 1k R s A el 5 2
B T I 1 8 40 WA R B e L
AR, X il NIRRT TA7 i R 2
MR E M, E2AA E S8 A O A AS E
SRLZUET T B AN LAk o 5 T X o T 7P 51 5 Gl
TSR KOF AR DB, R B AR AT k22
S AR, WA IR R, BV R SR
TE PR S A T ARON, Al T s B 42U R

474 (Stouten et al., 2013), BFFXH NN, HE*E
P (B GRS, T & T BBy U i I E 1Y
TEFERRAE AR BB E AT A S AN, M T
B B 1Y 8 8 &K 57 B SR K {8 (Monin, Sawyer, &
Marquez, 2008) ., SZFr |, REG S0 E T/,
I B 5L AT B 2 3] 3B 78 5% 4% (moral reproach)
(Stouten et al., 2013), X Fhil 78355 £l GEWL i1 T
WA 52 3 T AN TE (138 FE XS 15 AR S (Minson &
Monin, 2012), XIS R A 23 28 e B0 AT A
B, ORI RAEXFEAFENT, TEosi
13 N B AT S B A R Tl s, PR it 25 ik
T £ M T R B A RIS P DG R

Hh 2 A B LT DA R - B AS B 1Y
T3 (e.g., Harris & Kacmar, 2006; iRk,
PN, 2016) TERKFHY LMX T, T3
B BN, N w85 AR 2 ) TAEE 5
HIF 4T (Dulebohn et al., 2012), X <3341 5 TR 1A
BTy, FECTAEG WA R, WG 1 25 #E v
(Jiang et al., 2014; BHKAR, PhsE, 2016). [RIAT,
T & B |l 55 b 2 i T AR YRk R
(Hochwarter, 2005) 1 J& J7 J&% (Harris & Kacmar,
2006). AP, LMX 2k 5 T H T sk i
HR U A EE T A (BUE R, S5, 2018)F15%
HYURTEEAT R (MRIERE, FEE, 2016), HETH 2
AL, AL R AR ST 2 R T AR
FAL B MAT A (TR, Sk, 2016; 48[,
2016)FIRAUFAREEFT H(BIZ R, B, 2018),
4.3 HBHSRER

HR H5 K B 43 M1 B2 18 (psychoanalysis theory),
4y JLPRA Ry HAC Bl A BE 0 IR B 22 42, AR IX
TRl 58 PR3P TR TE B F I 2B W R, HE
S R AR T RE S HE R M X R R L 1Y T oK
(Dinh et al., 2014), AR FE ARG F5E T PR T L &
FERAFIE S BSIRERE, DN R R A0 R
Bl F 4% 2 W 0 AC ) Sy H AR 1Y) 22 42 JB (Popper
& Mayseless, 2003), IbAh, 4005 A T =K
1 A A TR A EZ WA T J8 (Yukl, 1999), Hoxh
UL, YT T R B T A R Y BE ) UM AR
4 B 7 Bof 2 X 455 7 2R SRR, W] R 8 T AR AR
AR T A0 S S HOWL A BRAH AN S, AHOC AT
FEERWIIFT X WA, kWA
(Eisenbeil & Boerner, 2013; Kark et al., 2003;
Kollmann et al., 2013)F14 2 &l 451 5 (7 4R 42 %%,
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2017)5 5 TARH D 2 IEAOC, T At & i A
PRI M 4232 . BT FE kA A AL, X
KT A4 O 1 AR
4.4 AFMIEL

NI TR A EZE W Rt {5 B T3
& (social information processing theory) 140 543
2Pt (leader categorization theory), FLUIfERET
J& Ann] £ B ST AT A5 38 (A5 ELX T A AN 4 ik
AT SE, DA 98 6 I 22 B TH AR B R AT K o

A7 BN TS A A A S X B A i) R B
AT EMBIAE B GRS . AR AT, XS T
B EM A AT . SEMT N,
BT @ XHE 20 T i R R A AN (R, A AT X
TR ST S AT A AS TR (0 i 132, E A 25 S A0 i I
Ji(Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978), HFlixX—2Hf5
e P80 XA A 5 A8 T AN R P b, AR R
TN N B R E R R AR B bR, ST e
SRR B U Y B4 (Bass, 1985). 445 G4 T &
HEsisifent, TRk TAERSE = WK
TRt R 0, BIVER S AR A FR A ) B 58 A
L TAET 55 (BEWARSE, 2015), 53 —W K TH24L
WERHIMAEATESTRERSGHN U BER
(Humborstad et al., 2014), XK b 45 i #%2
BT AT 2310 T B A% 8 —FPBOM . Ao 2 AT
RIEFEAE R, XXSRCR AR HAh, fEvAE
25 BN TS Ay —Fh, A A IS LR
i BB S AT M AT 5 T O B A SO
R FEF I RAT R R (0 R A, 2017),

G FI THNE, DMAR— N4,
LR G v 25 A7 AE — Se A 0 B X QA &R 42 B A7
FIERIRR), LLBHIC AR T T 4328
FAYCH AH N Y B o 1 PR AR ST F 5T U Y 42
BN SRR 2SI, AR
Gy AR O B v i 4 D Y (2R 0 A s A8 R AL
HAWFTIE )k X 481534 5IE 92 #H (Lord,
Foti, & de Vader, 1984), Wong # Giessner (2018)
DLz Be h 5l ZRE THEAABHT, T
P T AR AT R R B TR R S AT R, IFIA
IZA TR TOR . BRI IR JE X4 T
PSRN B T TR B AU R N 3 5 AUA T S 22 ]
) VG TiE B
4.5 ZHIFHEXER

— s 3 IR AR BT 8T R AT I T

NG, LT B R O A7 B8 (conservation  theory of
resource), HIKMFEFLIB(ego depletion theory),
PR & FIS (resource allocation theory)., T./E%
SR-FE P job demands-resources model) LA J
JE A E W] B8 (moral licensing theory) FIXUT 550
T. 3 (dual task processing theory), XLLFHISH
A RTE R AT Il i 2 3 5 ST s
B0 BRER TR DR R 00, 4 T ) =2 A sl T AEAT
SRR

TR AR AE 5 (Hobfoll, 1989), —ELfF5¢
W) AR 7 TR A T A T T ) e B R o
T8 18R AP M 77 B KT B N,
T ) 5 R RS A IR AR R, KR
AR AR AT N o KRETHAET S A & 1R
(Byrne et al., 2014), #1752 1E 25 #£3% (Lin et al.,
in press; Zwingmann et al., 2016); 525 Ak 58 i) 45
FHEATRES 7 AR B HRGR ) p AR USRI F 4 1 B
i (Lin et al., in press).

Lin %5 A (2016)3: T A Fe 4t #6315 (Baumeister,
Bratslavsky, Muraven, & Tice, 1998)# %5 T 4% %
JRBLBE RS FAT A . AR, RS
AT PR B IR RN B TS AT
Sy, AR HEAT B FRAE R B8 TR TR B I AR R
Wi, HE 2, RIEES ST NS EES RS
B H IR AR g [ IR AT, W A s T
[ Al A AT B AN B FE R AT D, Xt T R iR )E
BH,

PR D S HE (Becker, 1965) A% .0 W5 & .
AN B BRI, ERRE Ty IR At 2 3R,
FE ST —J5 ] A BEIR R 23l o i e
TR RE R AL AT A BN, X AT A4
FEDRASPRGTUR, T 5% o il 7] 4 HC b Dy TG ) % U
BN, HE A TR o Li 55 A (2018) %48 71
R I AR ONE, HE B SR R
TN AR R MG T, 72 TAEFR S I
B ARSI D, TS F T K1 BA B br iy %8 38,
T 2 A1 BA SR o

Jiang 2§ A (2014)f8f I T 4F 25k — % U 455 Y
(Demerouti, Bakker, Nachreiner, & Schaufeli, 2001)
R TR T m A B . E5 LMX T,
SIS SBTTITREZNTAERE, WELE, 52
MR, XARTRATEY TIESE; K,
T XA BN (A LMX 1Y g A B



ol

FoORAE AR AN AREON, . BIFTE R AT AL A RS L 1133

M TAERI, M, TR ZEAW R A C LHE
HIHCRRET), XaTOE A A O TAEZOR,
AT 7 A 17 4 A o

A — S 5OR BT IR BARAL, A T ST
SRy AR 5 e B R 8 BRI Y PR A L U RN AR T,
HEMI AR S SR R . TEAEVF AT B A, BREAER
TEEAT R ik A SEA5 ] LA A sl L VT RE S5 40
OIS B WA AT R, X2 R B a8
A3 R B INT A A B T 7P A 225 R T A 5 (7 o T
TEGEUR), ITE ARG B . A RRRUR I — LR
B 47 M (Miller & Effron, 2010; X5, J& 18,
JeSr 2, 2017), Lin 28 A(2016)5] A T 18 {834 A 3
W, KIEBLEES AT MR T 248 A A=
PR, RSB TH IE f5 2% 43 (moral  credits)
FI3E F541E 45 (moral  credentials); ILHT, 405 £ F
B 48R M R R R B R REAT O o XU 55 i T3
WRE THEE I RR . RN AE R B b
AL S5 B, 2377 AR 55 T 40 LA A 55 e 4
BAS, DT 55 AT 55 3R A SR B AR . AT 55 T
PERA R 7 A2 th T PAME S A BE R 25 31, 3k
AT AT 55 i i TR 0 B S 800 — A1 5%
AR BT R GEIR; AR 55 e lAR R AR A
1 55 2 [6] /Y e 4 R 3 A R B B9 TE ) B IR
(Rubinstein, Meyer, & Evans, 2001), #2453 1)
BLWA AT R A B ETAEAE
TEOLT, B TAUE AT 4 M LSS, e fZ

TR LSS, RS 5P, XERE LTI
R R AR PR R 8 XU 5 i TR 5
(Langfred & Moye, 2004), —J5, HFZ3+h
M RETESE B, A PR A S N TARAE
55 AR ETE R T, NI S I L ERAT 2 R TAEAE 55
IR, S — 7, 5 EZH TAE Kk
SR REIE G I T AT 55 He B AR, 3K 2 X AR A
WERETr, FRAEFHR THMNT R
(Cheong et al., 2016; Lee et al., 2016),

4.6 IRILHFIRNESHES

g5 LIRS R AR TS 1Y T A K
W E EEAE T 5 My EeHLE i — D, 3
ATH s B A 9 o =25 1),

o — 2 BN T XU 38 3o 5 e 5 — T R
B SC R KON o 3% ZE MLl 38 Ao A
ZONE L AL SRS # A BE AT A, JF
DN N 1R SR/ G 5 i @ TR Sl TR 2 AT 14
G AT HAT IR o T X 2B ML, DR 1R
MR A | GETERY | A RS R AT O A
B LMX 20 TR AIARNE 5 JEFMK
SR, T X B AR SRR 2ty R 7 T o 491 4,
KAl 2l AR SUEEEAT o, MR 2 1 ) 1) i
YRR, 5 R PR IE S A TETEAT 5%

55 2y OB A XSS 368 5 5 W IR 1 T R
I T A R T A RN o 3k R 32 BT AL 2
5 B TR G 2R HE . TEHEUEE T,

& 1

ETRESPLHE ERER
- SN EER | - RALREETR
- HSAC D Tl - BB RSN E TN
- KRS - A 1/
FRGS
- AR R G
: ig%ﬁ;g = AL e PR
iiEnan) SRR TS > - QISR 2T
- ARAGS - S A2 - B RIS /4 A R
- CEOS
- ST R
PHEHLH (S
- WIS - S B FER B BN ]
- ARBEIS - SR EE
- WIRECE > - BIBAGRL
- TAEBR - IRASETY - THEER
- A B - SR
- SRS TES - TS0k

T 505 T R 7 119 S S AL T 45 A Y
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MRS TAEA SRR B IS T AL HE
AR S AN R AR B S 1 Tk, 2
TR AR ARAE B A ORI T X AU S A7
N AR R, AR LU TR B 07 SR A 12,
AT 7 A AN ) B AR RS SO, fe 851 K AN []
MR gEas R pln, BRGNS ik T R
B TAR S AT AR R T3, A 4708 &
LB B 7 A — o AR B AN OB,
ST AR X AR B 5 GE PR R, X ST T AR
AR TN R SR 2 o T s 1) 25 BE AT Sl 7 AR T R A
o b, 2752 PR B B 45T KUK 5 e X
JERY B AT — 2L, WA B S5 WU 28T
JEHE S ICBK

S5 =2 O AR A XU 3 o 3 MR B R Y
PRAF 00 FE I HC 1 T SR T B A0 o W R PR A 3
. AFBFEHIE . TR R, TAEZR-
BEURAERY | GEEVE AT BSOS 55 I T e
T2, MRIEFIORAA A FAFERIE, 224
TGP AT 2 BIFE A B 5 TARARSC I BT, X Rl
PUFE SR W 40 5 1 O E AT, & T AT
R RSEAR R AE . ERIC e R i, SR
JERC RO R AE ARG R ERA KRBT, X
SR MAMATAE TARF 55 B R BRI, AR T 1
BN EARI AT R, A FE MG . TAR%
SR-VRIRBRAR ), m Bk LMX 158 T @ik T
VEBTIR R R i i ok T AR 2K, X fp 2R 2
TR o AR AT BRE EA 1A B AU
BRI AT O R AR BT DU I, i Oy HAR
T T R L8 3 T BT IR (AN SO AN B 8 AT ) Ik
i XUES5 I T EIE BA T T & 79U AU P
T R YR A AN AR FE T R BT AR A R . A
FURT PR AL, B8 DAL I mT DL AR e BB 5 5 X
SO Zi N INURIER V&S SR ER i3 (3 s 0 K
AN AR

5 REMRERE

UTAER, B BT AU BT AR RN 5| T4t
FIFARF RN OC T . BEE DTS IIRA, Bk
2 B T A BN AR 2R BB 7, AR S — e X,
EAARZ T5 ik iy R R FTE R
50 BUERAGERBRRARAFHEHBRANNES

MBI ERFRR

HE R B SR ST AR JE o BIHE YR |

T RE B FL 5 8 PISE e  SC R MR AR AR KR T FoeE
TSR ST A A B L A vR I O B S B Y R
RUME . 5 AU AT 1 AR T AH L, AR A 1
TN FE RIS EAFTEJE R EE, LR TR E
HEE M FAH IS AR 38 . X Rl AR BT
SERIEA 2, HERRE A M g R N, AEAR
RIS 5 A8 B OC R DL ARG R 5 T AESR
BERRL, AVREIT U BXR, AR
KT U BIXR, fEEMERIS S R REEM
HKF B, MBI WA BAA R R 4518, XL
7 J& A 2 BRI T AT A S F0IR G TR, R
il 7 AR S B U B . R, BRI E
FEMART MG . A SCHRHR T — LA B AR 4003 7
WAL P HL], IFaE— 20 b Ia 9 g =28, (H X Fp
AR5 R AR 1Y) o AR 4 1) T R R S — A
e R By TE B, W B2 A AR I R 4
XYL A A ARE BTN, AL [ 2 o] B>
Fehn o) 7= Az WA RN . BRI, 42— AR
i, MEAL SR AR X — R SR Y 5 2 2
52 NASEB, HBRMNFRAMEANSISE

HITSTIER 3R

TESSUEME Y T T, A > AT 78 55 28 20 0 AR
BN R IIE X LB — 2B, FE 2R AT
TR AT S T AR O AR . B %8, R T 4T R
PR | GEE . BRI S DL SR JE 2 i,
LA 4552 RS 75 B g R G, TR 27 24
S XU, k%245 55 (servant leadership) & T4
B2 ORUE R B RURSS, 33k ol 45 35 38 0k R 55 Jm A
MSEMA I E . AT CIEE T8 RRK
TEFIR T IR A FISi%0) (Hoch, Bommer,
Dulebohn, & Wu, 2018), fHXF 40 F# 1M 5, ¥ T
J& ) 5 AR T 0TI RE AL AR SR 2 0y B R BT R, X
H & RAR W, WIEHEFER . TIEREWER
Z&(Panaccio, Donia, Saint-Michel, & Liden, 2015),
FEk, Mg ARG AR R H O, M
NEARIRATE S o XN B A Ak U, AR5s R4
1Y 3% L AR AR R R T RE ST JE /1A BA 1Y 3 B ek
S0 A F F AR . BiE R AR R RS
(responsible leadership) I Hff B 4 F (humble
leadership) # 7F A9 75 % 1l (Weidman, Cheng, &
Tracy, 2018; SCIB, fA[F, 2017), RKFHEELH L
EH %2 R, LETH AN (R IE 0l TF5
FA] 25 5 AT A ) A I AR O, X
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Bl T 28 R ST g 4 T AN 25 U0k Y i R0 T g A
SRS S ETX A B T AT BA AT BB i A
8y << 8 K 05 05 TR, AH S RTRIESEP K i RbR
A AR R A MR . AR T LU i 67 T8 5 e A0 e 2D
TF THT 52 e X PP LB s ke, i S A 5 X
M A FT BE ATEARRON. o T B4 e, LA
WFHFERT, BR TS0 —T & 58 4 AL 9 A 45 5 4
B DR, BESEE T A X S B U X
AU 25 T BE MY fa 5 (A0 TAE SR . A3 /808
85), AL % 40T B TN 40 = AR AR 30 (AN R 52
Wi, SXAE—ERERE b R AR 32 SRy B,
GRS R OCTE . 1EN ) BF IR A FRATR,  BRO 43
TEAE T2 A 3 SUI AR 25 s B AR &
G xf BT AT R Y BT AR T (PME R, R
2016), X FACIERFTEE IS 4 52 0 3 SO vt
L, SRR LA AR 40 T BT A S 5 =, FETH
WS MR 4 [, 7E 41 BRFsEh, R 4 5
G T B AT X 4005 8 AN RV TE TH AR R
SEBR b, A it 31 3 (actor) Y 45 R4 A2 3
(receipt) () T J& /A1 BA L 6] #4 J T 45052 i 72, {H 3R
AR L RET 0 TAR)Z I 45 R85, Aok
JOE IR T PAT A7 I HG 2 0 B T TR DG .
5, 5 SR A0 S UK 78 2 4 ] 15 2800 I v 7E
P8 T A 2007 AL 2 — A B I 9 LB, B S R
77 B 1) 73 R T RE A IR T I A RE A BA R T
NGRS P - £ A ) ol A (B |
(Hiittermann & Boerner, 2011). % Z i 772,
IR B R, AT A — b 45 KUK #R A AT E
FEAETEARRIONE, 1T HL PR Ay 4% Aol @515 XA 2 T 7 7E
— BN, —Fh T KU 08 T A R0O0 [ B
T RE 2 Iy — i 45 XUAS (R T AR, o FRATTIA A,
A FH BN LR A4S 5 AR R (FL2x 3= S
), B Ol B A M R S (GE A A I B ),
HOAF) T HE A R R AR, AT A
T WA IER IR R L ZME . (1) X Fh S

IR TR BE 8L T A5 WL 175 B0 T BB 2 A A AR

HX A AR A B, (2) A H Al &R
DRSS, T 2 25 S ) T A T A 2880 2 T o 1 5 XA
MR SREERIT AN . BRI A B A
BTk G AL 2 32 ORI A% S B

R SHERTEIE N, AR T ] — PR E
AZ I BT B AR ALE . fldn, fEIF8 R A ES
L BR T AR SRR, b A AR AR AL, 0

INHS TR, A SEeE S DURCEIS T L
BB ST BTN o N, 4R 8 =W A
Ao B A R U 55 400 XU B, 3 A 450 5 XU 43
St S REAR T JE Y AR SRR 42U RAT R
(Meuser, Liden, Wayne, & Henderson, 2011); 4i&
TEAVGS G 5 T )& 138 FEAR G R AEAS DT O, 1B 7S
U4 S th 277 3R £ A FH (Wang & Xu, in press).
[FIRERT B4 I A2, R T i B B o 6 XU
TH AR ORI AL FT LA SE 7% 1 1l R fige B oy — R 43
SIS, (HIXRR RIS AR SR il an, F T
TR T TP QT DAy AT o {1 515 25 1 2 0 B R AR
IR IAT I A RBAE . ARV ] A AR A
PRIS, M AT DL TR R IR 5 T . A
i &I R SN K L RSy SRNTTR IR SN
HLOSEERATR, HHMEAEE AR, B E RN
F0 03470 o T AR R R L e OB Y 1 L
i, R XA BRSO R BRI R R AL .
T, JEAEVE AT BE TS T R T A A ) T
O 2 R B B A B AT, T B IR AR AT
PRI T T A R 55 B A0 R A s ik
C, msefiA7,

T 24 R, X R S5 T AR RN Y S IR
PRI BRI T ™ 2 e Ak B e ik . 1R
PEFATH BB, FEBAT (Y 41 ST, X 6 J0ifl
F TR 0 F O sl FREA ST 38 LRk, L —
TR T 56 A 20 00 R AR 2 (L ATF 52 4518 19
W T T AR A 1 A2 3 BT BE, S AT RE st e A O
(193 5 4 F (Moore et al., 2019). FHH 40 T 1B
8] 38 B AR AN 1R 9 1 45 T A5 205 TE ST, R b o 3
TH AR KON A I Y HE AT 8 S S e, AAS S
FAMEMPIR AR, AN, 1E 41 Wb, B
| TWFSE 454 T A4 V8 25 A1 52 38 37 53 (Stouten et
al., 2013), FHAGALAE T B — 59 ) 2 0 2 1, 7Rl
FHR B AL RO, AU ARSI —F6 T
WA Z ) ki i, B 6 BT (25 Ti)iX
R — B AR T SR, BECik e BAR KR,
WA RE LS R Z B AR K, Lk b, 18
T SIRRFR I AR R E 2, RS R AT
ST 1Y W4 T 25 W TN IR (Qin, Huang, Johnson,
Hu, & Ju, 2018),

5.3 ZHETRIR S IH AR B 8938 & AR AR

FSES

AR A # BE SR TR, 24 15 X ARURR 403 70 W 58
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N ST A R A — R IR B, BLTT, e
ARFWIFIT T, SR CEREEE . 35
F k& BIBNEE S A SR BEE s iz
TR | RAGERR ST R, SR
T FE AN G 7 33X SE R 40047 A A T AR AE
I, MRS SEAE R F 2R B (TR IR, 2016), Kok
AT 5% IO 445 B A0 472 90 RO 00 T A 20z 1) 30 S
A, JUHIE B R X eV AR E IR R . A
LU A% 55 (9 B 4005 RO T AR I 5%, T AR AR 43
YT RN S — 2D, BARGE  Ak ST T —
A, JELE IS eI 55 ok ok e AR A0S T AR 7 R Y
KR, 487 ARAA ST T, fln, BERAF
TESE A BB, AR A58 2 I i — 25 WA B il 451
S XU M 0T e A 7 A B 45 A D Bk 8 B
e 25 (Pierce & Aguinis, 2013; Vergauwe, Wille,
Hofmans, Kaiser & Fruyt, 2017; JB#§%, 2018), &
WIS, ASRBIFT RS AT RE N IR L T GRS &
FRUR 451 308 B 355 7 1 TR 28,0 3k 6 FRUAR 43 XL
A RERT, 78 43 R HE 6T 20 24 P B Y AR AR
YERT o
5.4 FFREEHEMEXTHE B AR

i, WAMRKZE BB /R —Fh % m ny 9
SERNFLAR, RTS8 S XUAR 9 1 T RS 2 i =z Y
MR ERY o PRI, MBEIR 22 55 A BE R T R R
OB AR IR AR AT B T AR RN T T RO
o XEHAN AR E REZITn, fELR BT LR
B —FhSCARBEOR, T DU/ E]—Fh B B, 7R
JE A T BETT D2 — b4 JRR 2 I ) 43 0 1 o
e AT B, dET LR FRR R R o i B
SR R AR i, A SCAERE AR, B
TR AR 58 SR TE VG J7 SCAL T AT Y, RoRAT T
22 M AL T v [ SCAR R X b L SCAR T RS, FE
o SO R R B Wi RO SR, A LS
e L2 00 JE 41 1Y B8 (paradoxical leadership)
(Zhang, Waldman, Han, & Li, 2015), SRV, &
A% G2 SCAR R B 003 T A R R I ST BRI T S8R
T, O, WRE ] SR e A S S
Jr X TE AN o 914N, B AR AT 2R Tl W A
TR, A E AP E R, EAERY
WAL AR BT WEEM . RZ T,
TIZRRRAH . “REES . “ORREIR™, Biesfa M
MNHL W R B AT (FH, IMEa, SiE%,
2013). H H AT EFR 2R AT T AR AN FRIF 58 AR 2D

(Lietal., 2018), 5 —J7if, ARFRAFFAEAHE
1 258 Ak 2 i AR FR U 1 T AR 80 ) A AR ML o
r ] SCAR R R <l B SR R R <A
L AR T AR A AR R BELE, [ E i =
FLARRY . AT EAE Ak 048 4K L IE A 30X e HL ]
M AEEEARE, A AR (generation) 1) 51 T
B R A2 3 A TAE R 19 22 5 2 R B (0 1 1) 55
Bk, [l — AR T S U B, 3X
T 490 (15 0 199 2 5 1T e A A5 Al A7) 4 1 % (] — o 40 5
RS B A5 88 SR AS [6] 7% )2 ¥ (Rudolph, Rauvola, &
Zacher, 2018), 40, xIFF& & AME P55
AR TS, DA | LR
FHATE RO RHIE A 3 22 BRI 45 5 (shared  leadership)
TSR M TAESIBL, 3w B AR
B TAERM . SR, XA AT g ik gL
SERRLIN ARG MR VLAY BT TR T i
M, DT e — LI AR AR o Ie Ak, PR 22 St
PR T R 405 T AR R B — A IR S B,
Wang, Chiang, Tsai, Lin 1 Cheng (2013)/ B 35 4
EHHEW BT SRATE TR, B
A B RS KU X T R SRR 4
FOLE B/ %), Ayman, Korabik Fl
Morris (2009) M) 1 5 31 X 20 145 B 5 1Y AR B R
WMRATH, ZWHETRSSTRBNITFN, BHT
J& W 2 45 T I AOTANY; EAn 202 B 4 R ) AR
WMRATH, BHMLZETRATMREZ5 . X
SRR — B R DR, SV A AT R R
—E PR 2R X REMENA SR TR
HREE R A - JE Sk G BE A SR AR AE
FH S0 XU, AT REAE T — LM BB b 25 0
WAE o AR — 5 W T et 5t
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The dark side of positive leadership: A review and prospect
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Abstract: Previous leadership research has primarily concentrated on the bright side of positive leadership
styles, while paying less attention to their possible dark side. Although the recent years have witnessed an
increasing number of these inquiries, there is still a lack of a clear understanding of the dark side of positive
leadership. A review of 41 empirical journal articles illustrates the scientific status of this research area. In
general, research has illustrated the dark side of behavior-oriented leadership (i.e., transformational, ethical,
empowering, inclusive, and benevolent leadership) as well as relationship-oriented leadership (i.e.,
leader-member exchange) in terms of their negative effects on leaders, followers, and teams. Besides the
research that solely examined the negative effect, there is a body of research that investigated the
double-edged sword effects and nonlinear effect of positive leadership. Social identity theory, social
exchange theory, psychoanalysis theory, social information processing theory, and resource-based theories
were primarily used to account for the dark side of positive leadership. Future research should develop an
integrated theoretical framework underlying the dark side of positive leadership, extend existing literature
by examining the dark side of other leadership styles, and identify the boundary conditions that alleviate
these dark side effects. Group differences (e.g., cultures, generation, and gender) should also be considered
as boundary conditions of the dark side of positive leadership.

Key words: positive leadership styles; dark side; double-edged sword effect; too-much-of-a-good-thing effect





