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TAEFET M SRR AR EAERAMS"

LY
(BRRERERE, IR ME 264025) GRAFW P H- K 2E 2B, BIRA 3145)

W B AFSt%(eaderanger)fARTFTIL. ROMBZINIEGH A @EEZ—, ST THREIMEXE. T
HFatk KA BEY 0. R, OH kX TS FLRRR AL SEAT 5 A St e UL E A 5 % 4L, 3 F 47
F IR A AT LA BATHY S tF T o AR5 A7 206G P b RN A . £ SR AR 3 T AR5 1 R A A AR A R I 4
SR b M AR Ae BRAR B R )AL SR T TAE G T AR IR e A U, A TR AAS{E L E b
VBT AR 3 BT AR -3 1T 28R BUM 09 B2 F AU, FFAAR/ B AL R = B @ 47 T ARSI A 2ok 69 i
R, ARBIREMNIG AT RBGBEFEANE. THTERER. PANE . HREBE. IR
kAR R F T it — k.

KEIE ISR, AR, R ENG DR

SHES  B849:C93

1 R

SRR (leader angen)VE 2y TAE S B vh e i
T | B Gy sz 9 17 18 5 45 22— (Shao, Wang, &
Tse, 2018), Xt A a5 (AN B 4847 S AT 52
P PEA I 2 1E S5 158 0 3 T 2 3 1 SR A AT ARSI 4
(Gibson & Callister, 2010), T 4E37 T b ) fa i dv
PR R RSV, ST AR AT I A T AR A A
NG L IEAGRTEE . B SEE E SAE F AT
J BRI T R, X TG TAEXR
170 MG s B B 3 5% W (Thiel, Connelly, &
Griffith, 2012; Eberly & Fong, 2013; van Kleef,
2014) JTAEk, WP BUSTEST— N R 3 9
J1 W 5% 40 s b A B T B0k B2 B S5C U (Wang,
Restubog, Shao, Lu, & van Kleef, 2018),

IR ABT A BELA: 38 2 (2 9 45 A R 1 WL
ISPV LY, RS RABAN P J& (Wang et al.,
2018), A& LG8 i i SR ST 10 T B IR S

g1
I
o

BEER, MEETRE ., AR Rl A
T47 R BT R HE 5% (Lindebaum, Jordan, &
Morris, 2016). W& BFF AR, X B0 AR AN UL
5347 18 A7 &% APk A% (Lindebaum & Fielden, 2011),
— BB A 5E TR R U S R T S ROK S (Chi &
Ho, 2014; Stickney & Geddes, 2014; Lebel, 2017),
IR R T DR (Al B /D T AR s R AT
SR A B T HL (Pfeffer, 2010). i8R, %4
WTHE AR I 2 3 et Tl o R T 2519
PR, W e O A A I
fEF(Wang et al., 2018), %A1, X TR R
42351 KA — BN A B =2 35 W 0 f# B (van
Knippenberg & van Kleef, 2016), Ah, PIFEAFSY
Z2 IR JER RN B R 40T 1 A% G T 3 3o R e
Ja 1) B0 T 175 28 R AR 400 5 A R M (van Kleef, et al.,
2009), {H At 40 #4657~ T4E 37 403 1 3 30
P« BA IR Z W, HEZ 780 RGN
WS, BE, MEiUHE E RS A
A1 455 2 [ A7 0k (Gooty, Connelly, Griffith, &
Wk F B 2018-09-06 Gupta, 2010), IXFRAT R R 2Rl A 1 5 AN
* B K B ARBI AW AETH (71402067) . #H AL M & 4 2% 4k (van Knippenberg & van Kleef,
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1, A [l R O T AR 3 i O U A 2
Je AR IR

ST, AR SOR 1 e [T AR 3 BT R A
FORE & PR RS DA 5 20800 AR R 2880 1o AT
M 1 T AR B e e A ks ek, g
T e AL 25 BHIE, IR RS N A HE N T
XU AR 7R T T AR P 00T S AT S A A5 3 AL
il PR, AN/ AT BA /A=A 2 TR R T AR
Gy e U S A A R A IR R TR
KT, A SR AT & T AR 6t T4
HASCHT S BEDT I ATAT A B o A SO T IE 8 3
fifp 0 BT R B P SUBUE  TRA T ST
A7 LB A Ffrfis 558 T 2 IR 00 A RE A v sl IR 40
AR EE G TR, 7E—E R R T
U S DTSR . NS BE SORE, 4R
A RS RS 2 1K R W AR v S B AL RE, el H A
{1 ST e A — R IR KA

2 TRpPh oS AR Ry IR AR

2.1 SRR

“HTRS (Anger)VE 4 FHLAA FLC 27 PR
R RIS, A7 B R R S P N
o PCA CHR, & E AL FEA
S T, B UL AN PR W (Sorial, 2017),
MACELUAR MR, R B ARIE R B A iE 32
F B 2481 JE 5 S0 3 TE F5 X (Aristotle” s
Nicomachean Ethics), 5&1H%& KA A&7 A&
4 B[] A 224 1 X T 1) 9 SRR 1R, T
AR AR S E . NIk,
FHTAR IR AR BEGRAE 1) 4 T o 7 £ 18— b A 1%
2, REEENRHBEMEMEN . 880 Jesse,
2007) 3 5K 7R 25 2 1 5 08 TEAH AT 1 4
TR RS 2, RE 8 12 kA 18 LI A 53 1
Mo BT A G 8RR 32 B R AL,
A A4t BE AT . R WL R 3 AT A &R
FAE, A BT HBIALIE, Bl AR 3l 2
MR B IEARRAT N, IR L BUA SR
RIE—ERMTEM .
2.2 TAEHER IS AR NEH

R 56 TR A 9T 24 v 770 P25 4R,
fF AN Averill (1982), Biaggio 1 Maiuro (1985).
Hoffman (1989) . Berkowitz (1993) . Lerner I Keltner
(2001), Harmon-Jones (2004) . Chakravarti (2014)%

AT FE 5K, 1R — Bl N X T T (S s A 5
)« B AN T A T 7 A 0 5 S LA DG 1 =
T E 26, HAE A2 Ve B R O T, I
AATRE R A BEM AR W . BfE, —aF5E
BIHLANE AL A e I, IR0 B 2= i 1A
W RS TAE i, %% A4 Hareli,
Rafaeli fl Parkinson (2008) . Carver il Harmon-Jones
(2009). Gibson FI Callister (2010), Lindebaum £
Geddes (2016)%5 . ffITIAN, WU IE— Rkt 2245
AL IE S, TR T B bR 32 B a8 0 B AR giil, 8¢
FE T ARSI R, XA A 8 S0 0 AN B
17 R AT BT PPN I 2] IE 45 1% 50 58 1 — Fh 67 T
1G4, ATLARSCAL A SO el s . Ah, 223
ATIX 4 125 A 485 4 AN U v A S BRI, L
B 5T 8 AU R A (Watson, Clark, &
Tellegen, 1988), J& >k — S fff 57 5if A B 7% 1) 22 4
FRAE, 0 T 4E BE (Siegel, 1986). PH4EE (Novaco,
1994) . /N4 (Spielberger, 1999)%%, {H H#jX} T.
1 3 T 5 2% 118 00 2 AT LA Co B 2 400358, 11 155 % 17 2
RN E, X R EELLE ., KR¥E . Kb
i NS REA

TR RE 4 ) R R IHIE BT AR T AR
Fr S HURR PRAR M TR F E ST R, A
SCINh, TAEG G BRI N R E A LU =
AR (DR —F I BAR R IERIG 26, 2
167 2% 1Y 3.5 (Waldman, Balthazard, & Peterson,
2011), A AR BURFIRE BT . RS AE
TR BN B ZU B L R R R I B A
PEBE & A= # O B FTAT A 0[] (Glomb, 2002),
SRIAE 4R MRS BEAE A Z5 R, IFREE R
(] 25 Ak 7=z — % ER 47 M S W (Weiss & Cropanzano,
1996); T BT A AEAE I B 51 &, J2& 28 fh TE A
P HEIRFUARA WA Z BN ALK 7 T 4
(Spielberger, 1999), 1HLIH: 3T T ARG 40 15
AR 2 LUIRS TR £ ()8 R 3E #
Rfi 2 B RIE T, gt A IR, TAES ir b AN TR
B G f19 400 5 30 1T LA 15028 1Y 2 4K (expresser), {H
Tt EAGRE, FLAR R BE AR AR ], B4R
SR AT A 175 5% A1 SC Ak (Gibson & Callister, 2010),
TR ELANIN . BIHLRIAT R ] L 43 (Potegal,
Stemmler, & Spielberger, 2010), E A< IHEH
NBRBUS (Hareli et al., 2008), 52 HFRIKEh 4551
AEFT B (Callister, Geddes, & Gibson, 2017), (3)
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A AR LA R A AT L M SRR AR, — R T
BIEFEMHG R, MAANFXE. ZFIL. Birk
FH(Gibson & Callister, 2010). i 75 AE 77 Fl3H 74
(Wang et al., 2018)%%, T FHUKIA T LA —4~k
Z A N6 W) 3Z AR (receiver), H0ZH 40w HLAR ) £
BN, SR EG S RS . Bin. A5

3 TP aiSHErR s

3.1 T1EBETMS BRI MSE IR E R

KT T AR T 45 TR 1 A R, A% sk
3 R R O A R, R R T
B B B K, THT S SR 22 (Gibson, Schweitzer,
Callister, & Gray, 2009), HFSEZ T 40 S 155 2% 271 ok
Wi, #77. WH(Matthiesen & Einarsen, 2007;
Kassinove, 2016), B#& K 1 B\ 4% 2% (Connelly &
Ruark, 2010), J& /> T J& XF 405 A 0% 1 J8& A
(Waldman et al., 2011; Stickney & Geddes, 2014),
B, A5 7RS A B ) B0 2% 38 R g 7 AR — A g
NIR . 80 B e vk o A0S A I B T Uk
i, JEHE Y TAESE AR I (Tepper & Henle,
2011), 40 SRR s AR R T 0 TVR W B Bl i T
ANEEANAT S LA (Glomb, 2002), fHi&E K E
STV T A T L, R X ™ ) AN s
il [ O, tn, TEREPLEZ), 1SR
AR KT B Yl (Madera & Smith, 2009)., 1H4h,
A1 APTIRS 4) S TH 5K T AR B AE X R G 5k R
FIBEIR, Sk T8I AT R, o WA K
14 4T 55 2555 A 1R 7K SF- B 2 2B 77 147 4 (Tepper &
Henle, 2011). #RTN, KT RBREESF RN
S AIE AIF 5T 45 2R ATh 2R 35 I — B (Shockley, Ispas,
Rossi, & Levine, 2012), i A Fif—H45% . T
AR, —SBSTUFA O 220K TAE B B4 5 B 4
B R e . TAE - OV M SF U,
Mawritz, Folger, & Latham Z£(2014) M\ 35 & < b8
AP X R Al PR . RAT . BRIRS.
T HE MR, EERT 215 X TR
XA, SR, AT A AR 1 S SR R A B
Ahmed, Eatough H1 Ford (2018) 1) 3% E R [A 4Tk 1)
145 2 g EN R [RA T 176 2 88 FEAR,
e 56 T BT 1 4 (B B RO M TAE-F B T3 A
TAE-FBE TSR, 45 RS T 98 E A 3L
Fror o iR s, B 6700 1% 45 IE M TAE-F e T
Y 7 B T AE-FEE AL

3.2 T{EFFMRIERIT NS E IR R R IR

Bt W 5T B AN BT 4 i, BOR B 22 19 2 T I
RTE TAES I S U A B AUV (Eberly & Fong,
2013; Wang et al., 2018), EERIAE =51 :
ARBLRE . ABRIE RS

AR R, S G T B SE
TERINTESR &, W MR HARSZBE, BEIR 3P4
P 19 A B8 AR AL RN AT Sy LA R X 8 A 8 W (Frijda,
1986), TR T Jag 3 FAH AT 7 A= M A T
A (Adler, Rosen, & Silverstein, 1998), H&f /@
BT A R, B BURGE R 53 i,
TR T A % (Bucy & Newhagen, 1999), 4
S5 LA B A1 205 BRI (AN B A 3R 38)
A RE =B TR R (Gibson %, 2009) 3
REVBK WM T EERELMERARRZ —
(Stickney & Geddes, 2016), 45 St &34 fE 5 Bh K
B &% PR PR [A] 8 (Stickney & Geddes, 2014), %
PRELAE TS0 S A & 1952 JJ (van Kleef, Homan,
& Cheshin, 2012), BUEIUIR . $2EHIAGTR . fe it
2047 HFR 3929 (Lindebaum & Geddes, 2016; Stephens
& Carmeli, 2016)%5 771 .

ENPRCR T, SFPRA B FIE# 55
H BT WIBA 25 B 75 KRGS R PEAT o TR A A
{CREHS Bl A B WU ¥ 17 16 0 5 R0 AT R A
SR, WARAE T JE AT R A ok 1 TR R
xR B 3% B (Geddes, Callister, & Gibson,
2018), WAL, MALSSTHREM R, OIS HiRw 2
— T A SMLAIAT S A 38 0L 147 25 (Callister et al.,
2017), AR THR-FAHLIHHE, W Lindebaum Fl
Fielden (2011)RAEESRATML W4T HEEA R B, 40
FF AR IE 0] 52 MR T A T A B, W
SABFFESEET van Kleef 5£(2009)F1 Wang 45
(2018) Y HFFTUESE 6

FESUEOT I, DAEBEE E 2 S 5
PR R, BT R SRR T B S
(Stickney & Geddes, 2014; van Knippenberg & van
Kleef, 2016), 141 Lindebaum Fl Geddes (2016)L4
TN T H ML s S, B8Ry
RV T U A A T AR R K0, 25 SR B,
ZE NG A 2 B BT S 7 A 1O 4 AR OKSE
R 450 A AR AT, E Y SR Al T B sk I
ARASEE, AT 2@ o =k AT A A . Bk | B AT
S NG Ak A T SRR N X R A
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T ARXT T ARG P 4R R A R R 2
AR R R B, TAES TS iR —
XL J] G (van Knippenberg & van Kleef, 2016),
A AEIFE L 3F 19 < RUTT RN, H RPN 2 [8]
FAEMETFIENRLR, TNFHREE AT ek
I T A A L R R (R 1),

4 THESOSESBMEMNIRRE
R F

DEERIE NG 5 SE K (7)) KIS T
N HE B BARBLHL, WA D EWF SR TR
W R 1 B AR B G 8 8 SR LB . AR SCAH,
1 24 R4 2:{5 B B8 (emotion as social information
theory, EASI) (van Kleef et al., 2009) N B T AE

I R AT R SR B TR RIS . EAST SR,
PR B A H 4 At e Thge, A8 A 2
il AL 315 B R A BRRLN, FE RN 452
A1 J8% 2 IV (affective reactions) AT % J2 11 Y 1 BR
Jin T (inferential processes)Wi™J5 T, ELiX FiFP A
B0 [ B A7 78 I A B.AE F (van Kleef, de Dreu,
& Manstead, 2010). HR#5 EASI, ST 151 A Ll
I 1 JER S 7 A BN T3 T 4% B AR 4 T R T 4
AR, HOAR SORE N B3R AU A i R AR Y
IS AT RLPE AR FHBILR]
4.1 EREMEE

EASLIAN, 5 B B I 4 A% e 18] 4015 10 43 it
ELHET 1R Ja B ST 17 4 T A R TR N PR
W (van Kleef et al., 2009; van Kleef et al., 2010),

F1 IEIFANSERBRNENE. PATENATTEEIARAS)
T o s o .
ﬁ’;&@(‘*/—) W E FEASR IR 75 i P AL &

N Madera F1 Smith 2K H &b, A, Z0m, LR i MRINEYE 3R
A - A fi4 — A
SR T P 322 £ BT Dl ("8 J Mt )

N . R B 40 KAk, 191 % LR N GHE ORI ) N

iy - I I~ 105k ke o
FIBS%(+/~)  Chi fl Ho (2014) ROAPECHE, 86 44 L 9L, 191 % T 2%, A PR )2 U i

& [E AR LR A P R b DX ) 4l
’ . PR . ARAT. BRIRS . B .
L‘d—{—é'fsx &5 = _ _ A = /3 f‘%,tfm
JEREH(+)  Mawritz 25(2014) R, 215 % L F o LNV REA L
M E PTG ARAT . gy TR .
1 N VIE.
BT S Wa“fijglif‘b"“ WG ER = SA T 66 40 — ;&fg?ji A A J2 4
SR 247 4 F I el

-y 5
TEE?/J:?&EFW Schwarzmiiller 25 MIEE —ZFK KR 55 LI T 165 TR AKT e Tt s
B 1T R (+) 2017) PR, TR E KT — 2SR B
TR % 1(-) ° o

Study 1: 125 £ R4, SLHEE;

N . Study 2: M MTurk RI¥i#3E 165 fHEIR A sy v
AR (- : A AV R
TFARAECI) Wang FQOI8) 0 or s s e T gy R

Study 3: 222 Z44%,
TAERE T () P EEARFATARSE 145 ZH0R, TP
T 2 ) iR 176 At - - PRI
Study 1: M MTurk FJ354H35% 264

N HBT, TR A R A B N
5 Yy _ s ’ ’ % A N INEYG 2 sy
A RUNLE(+-)  Shao %(2018) Study 2, 125 WAL, Sckotk:  ShHLIER MBS ARSI S

Study 3: 89 £ K%#/4, LKk,
Study 1: 138 & MY KA 2
a4 S Py HIMETRA, 117 ZKREAESNSE SFER TRAYRE v
£ = (il 75 b
misEc) SO TR e, Gl PR e

Study 2: 217 R T, SLE¥E.

FORRRIR . ASCIEE R
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1% & 55 7 P i (affect events theory, Weiss, &
Cropanzano, 1996), 4 2% 35 T 115 25 5 1% 1%
AT AL T B RIS HESE (Rajah, Song, &
Arvey, 2011), ZHipdg i, 0T TAES A
B A0 THI 1 4 2% T HC T AE 25 B FN47 K (Dasborough,
Ashkanasy, Tee, & Herman, 2009), &/ W 7515
RS . AT Z AR B —E B A 3O .
Ak, 1% 25 1% YL FH 15 (emotional contagion theory,
Hatfield, Cacioppo, & Rapson, 1994)th =5k, 7E1%
BARg R, TR NE - ETELZN
BT AR R, N PR 4 (van Kleef et al.,
2009).

PE SRR AT 5 T, 7 RS I B AR A 4 7 S
ik A5 2] T R B % ¥ (Eberly & Fong, 2013), HJ
ST AT S R 0 A7 T T R A4 S
(P (van Kleef et al., 2009), Dasborough %5(2009)
FETHEAE RIS BN RZE . BIBAZE F 2
JEHR T 00 TR 15 A AT S i 2 2 X AR A T Y
G, R ANE 4 G- A RS R
EilIN b (S E N -0 N i N = B A e
EAS S KIS N RN = L B YO S e i
R, WA FSHIER K . Madera il Smith (2009)
Phgstt. AW, #m. L EAFTIL 322 4
A TORREAR, BT T 7™ 5 G WU 3R N S U
AR, SRFW, SRPUKE ST E QS %
5200 40 S A S B . Schwarzmiiller, Brosi Al
Welpe (2017) \Fl E — K KR 55 LI T 165
ZP0R, TR T SR R T IR B g 1 R
47 M (supervisor-directed deviance)fll T J& %% J1 T.
FEMRZ M, 25 5% e 403 102l i T R A K
ST s ) LT AT . Wang %5 (2018)
KRR T IEEE e IET | NI RS 38
T B AT 1 R
4.2 HEEMIKE

HEHM TR S IA TR B T Mg, iR
A3 3 A At N 1 1 4 235 15 B T AR A
12 TR B9 A BREN (van Kleef et al., 2010), AR 4
23 {5 B i T. 18 (Social Information Processing
Theory), MAZ A IN TAL&{E BRIEM A SR
TAEMSE, [adsk, XN m TAES BT R
(Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978). H F40F4 & &1
M5 0 T EEE S WPLL, S8 EE A+t
235 B3 (Yaffe & Kark, 2011), /@ M5

RN 25 th s I TR, fRRES B O A R E
SURARIE, T X R M GRCAWE R, AT
£ 19%% ) (Eberly & Fong, 2013)" 25 4E3H ,

DAERFGRIE S T S & v L@ i EAST
Y e (1 SRR N I A A IR AR5 AT AR M (Madera &
Smith, 2009; van Kleef et al., 2009; Wang et al.,
2018), {H G T 45 S 1 8 an o 38 o HfE B0 LB AR 5
M 4515 55 e A I 5 45 SR 50 A — 3 (van Knippenberg
& van Kleef, 2016), —J5 i, T J& MAT T BURF 44
e T AR K B S 0 7, INTRTRERAR T 9T A
% M & F0 (Damen, van Knippenberg, & van
Knippenberg, 2008); 5 —JiTi, T J& M4 T4
THEWT B B R4 55 SUBUK AR, B R T4
S %M (van Kleef et al., 2009), 1 i, iR wF
FRERA—E R AT REE EAST AR Y b (1 4
IEAE S A, AR E I R A A B
IREEVEAL T e A —2X (Shao et al., 2018), HEFHZEAY
(inference type) S B T A8 I TR At 2 3¢
s} J2 i 0] B HLHE B (motivation-focused inference)
I S 5T #E P (trait-focused inference), R #fEFH%
RILLEIALCAN B AR . ) 55 )2 Hhl 002 DURR ST (i
NAEEY Fp s o SIPLIERLRG R T ARt A AT R
W Ja B SR ) AT R, AR HAR
WES, R TRER . WAEMRE
], JF 7 S EEACHE SO H . ShPLiEBR
FERUHER B S AN R], (HF A B R . sl
B, OC T & X ST 155 7% B4 1 30 248 28U 4 4] 52 i
WA FR AR W, H&ikE, Shao %
QOIS Mkt & HEF RIS, 1B LI L1 T
P U A S5 S APTR NAT RO Z (W) i AR,
SIS TR T B S A O 2 [ e G
R, WA SRR S ML E A A R 2 (A I
AR,

HE AT 46 BTG 5 T SR BRI
M. TP 08 S AT A B AR
FHHLHI ST %%, Shao 45 (2018) 7 1 F 15 58 A
T FBRS T EAMNGTHELZENRR,
b 3 FEAR BT 9 40 AR BR 3 FE 4% (morral
anger), — Ff YR T Xof 1 7 3 A 049 400 25 T 1 e
B 15 45 IR 7S (Lindebaum & Geddes, 2016), [FFEH:
T BASI BUSHR T T MR AOHERIEAL . 41 IE
H(leader integrity) 14051 Z&((leader benevolence),
BRI J 4B 1 8 e 3 1A 5 P AR 5 R E
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b RATRE, IR T 8 % 4T (54, 25 R %
B, SUSBUS /D T T & 9T 2,
REAR T T J@ X 40 B B AT A B i
Jos 14 0 T LB W Ja o S A A P ) 4K
PN A IR E B3

5 ITAEAETOSBEENIEMBRSH

T AR T 40T %3 kB A28 A AL 2 el
ST AT B X — R R Ll R AR 7 [l BB
B HYSCHERTT LR B, A3 BT 4305 1 5% 1 52 el
FAIFAS 23 A AR 27 A A R A 38R, i B
AIEEMARNZES M, A MIAAERE
BAJZ RN ZH 22 45 5 AR o
51 MEKZE

1% 5l (gender) — EL 4% ML Ry DT 4 0 A2 A 400 3 45t
BRAMHEMERENEZ —, DIAEDFE ZEHRITH
FEG AR L 5] R BT B AR AE LA B 40 S 48
RMAIR =T R GAEES . A MUESEIf
WHRW B LTS R, st B
G BB, B L2 %A 25 (Simon & Nath,
2004), RAESCURIEYE AU A EEM 2 R, H
[ X% (stereotype) TA A 55 M ] LA bb £ 4 B8 i ¢
R, TAEG T BT E A R B B
(Hess, Adams, & Kleck, 2007), —E LIS, AfTHA
RN Z S AR . B WATIIEN, AN
IZFIEWR, B L MR TP IR A PR OC R
(Gianakos, 2011), Jo&. &ML . fIREETT . (K3
il (Cabral, Tavares, & de Almeida, 2016), Wi%JE
s MBI ARG, B, £, =
SVER, FTRARIZTE Z AU, X AR R
W %E/N(Hershcovis et al., 2007), H 8~ —Fh
“SPEIE R Ho A S 1E (Cabral et al., 2016). iX
ek 1) 22 B B AR AT B2 MPE I WA A B T AR
ST AT TR AR Y B R

5 20 L1 E 1 & i& 1% # ¥ (information
processing & Perceived appropriateness) . R #i
EASI, 51717 &% 30 o 175 J8% S o R HE I "7 4% %
TR ST A M, AR R TS R R AR AR
AT P 2« {5 B0 TR B 053 P TG
= B0 T2 B (information processing)® M 4FAF
e, ORI TG 2515 B AR 4 1 1
A3 M HI W (perceived appropriateness) & 37 414>
R w0 ] WA 25 R A S L 2 (van

Kleef, 2014), 33 WA I3 48 1 4 7] e s 2 )5 4
PEAR I TEFE . EAST BRI 50 R X 19 2% B A% 14 AH X 58
B IR 1 25 22 145 19 638 M (van Kleef, 2016).
ANEIE WG 4 23R 5 KW 4 THNIE B L (A X
e 53 72 )R W] g T BT AR 3 I o i i A1 28 3R
ik, HORAG IE B0 4 2R et T B G
BRELR, PRUAEZRBRAETRE R ME BN
Tid #E(Chi & Ho, 2014), Hr/AF . A3 09450 S 15
RAGGBAE T Re5| & TR TS 7, i
ARNT . AN BT BT TR AR 25 180 U AT 8 3
T JE W 67 TR S SV (van Kleef et al., 2012),

iH & LB (type of violations), M4 FEH M H
Fr AR G 3 T B, 40 5% TR T B A Ok ] Y
ik RIS, B IEEMN— R Y17 A fE
51 & 405 (Averill, 1982), % 834005 12 15
TR AR 43 (33 AE 07 31 SR 0 3 ) ) B
ORI RIS, Wang 45 (2018)48 i3 75 40 54
HAEAT AP (DEFRE B
(competence-based violations), & T34 ¥4 T/E
Jr R R AR . BORERE IR 5] & SR R
(2)7 15 18 75 4 25 (integrity-based violations), 1§ 5
TAEH T T AES B i B AR o I ER 5 R Y 91 1
B MAE AR — AV ER A T R R R
AT AR Y R IR, T T T B I S AR S
YA N RO E i N NT(TR i R B Sy € e /5 R ]
18 B J7 1R 1 U IR 2 g R T 2 1 £ 1 R R
KR NTTHIES T F I 0003 st B . — sk
U, M T IRETRE BT RSB, T
JEER e S 2, M, TR
BB 5] & S HURE, WRESMAE FIEE
70T 5 %R T i A 4 RN T R, A R T g
HEWT AN EARAT HAERANT AL P R AT Z M,
TN 8 A% B 30 28 4505 %o 3 Bl A A s R i
I (van Kleef, Wanders, Stamkou, & Homan, 2015),
R T R — RO G A Rr H R e A
AR, T IE PRI N 2 15 (van Kleef et al.,
2015), 4B B T/ A BT O 4 R AR
0 ST (Wang et al., 2018),

A #&(personality), Chi 1 Ho (2014)2k £k
5. ZB B rik, WARFEATILR) 40 KA F
AT 191 X B R RBCEE, KT8 AR
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Effectiveness and mechanism of leader anger in the workplace

FENG Cailing
(Business School, Ludong University, Yantai 264025, China)
(Business School, Monash University, Melbourne 3145, Australia)

Abstract: Leader anger is one of the most common and perceived workplace negative emotions, which has
a significant impact on improving work relationships, behavior and performance. Nonetheless, there is an
important controversy on whether leader anger in the workplace leads to negative work outcomes or the
possible positive implications across different contexts, that is, hinders or promotes leadership effectiveness.
It is still unclear why and how leader anger affects leadership effectiveness. We aim at adding to this
literature by addressing important issues such as concept, positive and negative effectiveness, two-path
mechanisms, boundary conditions under which anger expression in the workplace will lead to specific
positive or negative outcomes. We finally proposed future prospects from its concept, structure and
measurement, event antecedents and outcomes, mediating mechanisms, context factors, research method and
levels, leaving us much space for the follow-up.

Key words: leader anger in the workplace; leadership effectiveness; two-path mechanisms; boundary

conditions



