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FTRZ RN ZFEEMMER? ETHEXRERX

REF ' Kmar A
(AR TRI I B S0 K AT WA BB 0, R SO 362021)

H E UELTRAZHARSIREATRAGERFIE, 24X AR ARFERE KT, L TFTAXAZ
BXAAMEE E TR % 2R ARX RN AN, IAABRARASD FBF LA TREIMG L
g2, FARBEEEFTEABRRCHELFARBELLE T 234 XKOEZERE, FETEAXZBXA5R
BXAEL, BMANLEAXN, X2 AEPFXZARFRARTR 5, MABRBERIRKE, RERME, 4
FAAARNAINBAEZRBFMNETRAALZAX, LTRAZAXEYAATHEESTA. TEEKR., TAE
TAES . A EIMTH . AFIFNCERAFIAA L TR E LN, BHEOAESALRE 2 REIL, 44
FIRE, FEMIELBETETAXZAXGTELER., ARTRAMEANAMNE X, HRERFXAK
SWAE ALK F T @IEH ETRXRABXGHR.

K XABX, LTAXAZ, X32#X, Akl

SES B849; C93

1 3

HAF AR R —HEERZFARAR L
B R, JLHE ETRZERN LR, 9
SHTBERMXREH G MENEZEERIT R
FH2E (Gottfredson et al., 2020), & LIFEM R T R
HA 1 0 45 5 — i 51 28 i (leader-member  exchange,
LMX). | %K & (supervisor-subordinate guanxi,
SSG). I FRITHECLS I RRHIE BRI M 51 T A 25
BE R AT, L0098 H, HA —F & &
FRAERE IR B 20 T, B B 6 R B P9 A A
— P TFHRRENX, ETFRXEREXMAETA
X R RRMME, B e,
AAL S 7 4T 5% T JE AE B AR R S AT
(FEmali, 2012), JREREMAEXT BN R R T
fir(Tsai et al., 2017), HAJIEG, A CHCHE -
TRMELIRKR, 22X TN RRIR K RIELT

il

Wi, LA, BTSN AES e ) Fia
AL NS TR 7 e ST S S N7 X DO S 2 (=1
P BN, B A% w4 b T R 40¢
RETEMA TMIT NS RAELE %, 2019; #idRic
4, 2019), i EF X556 R B N B TA %0 A X B 22
(Thomas et al., 2013), I FHKCRE X HIR, FF
AT ETHRRTNSH MM, HEhr BT
RRXRXFHRAA ISR . BEM TSRS
YIa w0 A S A A, R
2 A8 A AT LA BCAE 5C &R PR BT, 38 RE A AL
AR TT O BB (XA 55, 2016), HXTAMEAT
SRR AT W —BE . EE SR, FRET M
W BN RO R B, A BN IAE R R
KRB FTRIMAAT R, EReHE S T X -
THRRT IR IIEIFT LABIR, I A1
R L THER . MO, @R LR R
KRE AR FE IR, 7] NSRRI EZEG
FSBERAT N R A A (Bl 48, 2015),
v ¥8 3 - GORTF R S AT RS AL

e HM: 2020.09-28 R I, 35650 1 F 206 56 P2tk A LR
* 2020 4 JF P A BIF 2T S BRI (1 1) 2035 4R 3K [E 4R

SEIETN S g AR %
B AL MG, A 5 ZRi2007; deg 0o WRIBR ARSI, D P AR AR R
ﬁ%ﬁ}f;‘{ﬁzﬂrﬁ}fﬁuﬁﬁghi%ﬁlﬁE(18011120001)O %, J:Tﬁ?é%[gitﬂgﬁﬁﬁaﬂlﬁfgﬂiﬁkﬁo {E

WAEIEH: JKMAT, E-mail: xqzhang2018@163.com AR AR, RV R Z B REE R, B

216



CAAR G

RS % b PR BB R E YRR 217

AL 4 A SCEHIZ S 5T i AT 253k . BT I,
ARG HBH T HE 2021 4E 6 A0 23 FiAHXE
WE5E, B A IR [ Py Ak B 906 &R R S
U R B R, X N e R B WA A AT A
FE, EEH M. WE . ATH . FR LIS
fifh, JrBE R T RO R B AW R R BUR, JRE
XF B AEFE RS R A I, DA EL 5] R,
SR 24 H W TE A%

2 HARETHXREN?

21 #HEge. Aes5n=E

& X (schema) & At 2 N AR -+ r 2R
WES, S8 A 1A L AR S 00 BN N 4544
MRS KM S48, S nR5mMER,
R —EX N YA NS AP
fiF(Sherman et al., 1989), TEALK R, AMK[H
R e L e J S YN TR RS YN P T
[A] R, HI 5% & K3 (relational schema), IMARTEFE S
g P, BETE LT AR E AL S E BT BN
AT B LR, — 26 BRI E B (i 55 Al
F1 R 3R B AT Ry BIAR DA 52 R AE A TE sk A7 M
INFNE5 ¥, PR A7 76 K B2 12 (Baldwin, 1992,
1997) 0 X 77 M A TT LIVE S —AN It 216,
16 P M THEAIR ot 2 1 3 ] IE AT 50

2N BE A SUIE Soh R S R R,
AT PN B A0 S F P RGBS . N B4R
ErR AN A sl . RS EENSD],
R JF HH PR €0 35 I A REAE RN RE T R DA N 25 4 B
JFAI(Lord et al., 2020). PIBRGEFES 2 X5, 24
RO BURAEAE R, T8 bl N B4 R IR S
N BN ZE 1 (Sy, 2010). NERSIS: . N RRUERE
JE Y 25 52 M AR SEBR AT T 5 T B AT M A 8
A2 A Bl K SEBR AT R 5 P 7R R R HEAT AR,
IR He AL A R R AT 3l (Foti et al., 2017), 44
B S B IS AN SOE BB 25 5, T DI EXT
YRR, HAEMEYRRBRET MR,
20 T S ROAR G T On P R FEE . fEdE e
BN, AR 65 2 alE B 1 B S o,
5 P Sl 2 Wl G, 1 G AR R 2 4 B i 45
AT @ eI 252, ik, Thomas 5§ A (2013)
W R IR 200 2R 19 N B B 8 R IR 5

ARk, I FREREXBITREBN L
Huang % A (2008) & U IE 3 400 5 — 1 572 56 R &

KE X, FAMERED Et SR L, &
IR T BG83 e A 25 4 s X
T3 A0 G 2R T XA Sy & e o B8 1 S, JF
/FEOAATS 5 M E 0 L NS, MJE Tsai
HENQOINH R F - AKX RERXE LN
KT E TR RMINFNZE R, Ak, S5 hnal
SENGEERNAL A5, 2015; SEAAAE 4, 2009)K: T4k
SOV HRIT T BT %3¢ R WA (relational
identity), W HE Xl ERE T EX LT RAHE
KARFEREMINASEE, AESRET
AR EAR . ARS8, AR Hls H B
RN TR R W iR AR
TEME & 24 FROAE LB T A, (EAR T 3 56
TR L G2 0] S A7 ] b 2 R AT
ZEALAEIE, ARSOK LN R EE S
PRXT RO R A B SR A AT, A
SEA SR R M R RN bR e, A IR
G REH FDRIEAG  F YO R R, AR
JEFERETE S A L N B PAT R

MET Gk FR P X S i B R A,
RV P A~ 44X BRARL bR 906 R A R B9 0 E
(3 1), Huang %5 A(2008)38 11 SR 375 £ b 45 5 il
BT BN R AR, B gl TR S R
FIX MG, WIEWEFRE, —EH T
SIFAIIIE, B—EH TN R RN, %
R T AR 0 S B X O R B — O i M
MR R RBAARGHIE, Fit, ZERTk
B REXEEWZEN . Lo, BT ILTs 1 IFTs
At 2 30 e 30 B 1 I R A e 56 T A Bk
JE B A B PN BN 25 #4 (Offermann & Coats, 2018;
Sy, 2010), MEHF 55 ILTs Ml IFTs IR¥G ., £EMal
4N (2009) 2 ZFEEF Q00T B-EEXLRE
X ETFRRXZNEFELRDBTTREFEL, &
2 BTN RO R VGE (BI040 T A YL AR I
AT HM, Z R R A R A8 12 M
JE T (EREN S EZ YE 35 B U T N N e oA T
IS S E NS OET TR B R € 3 /A2 TN
2015), MJ5E, ZEMAE(2012)35 T2 NG, 45
B HR T NG AL S x4 g9 |
RXRAMIEBIEN, ¥ L FHeRINEER)5
R RIS | TH A R [ 4 AR A A Y
ANYERE, JEIFR THIN R, B R
Keck 45(2020) MR 45 5¢ & B A i (Relational
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ik ok 4 i R 91 B (R

Huang %£(2008) XTAR I MLVERGAF, fE S AMHEATE vs MbPER AT, TRHE S5 A &1 30 0.76~0.87
TR EHE vs A TR 4 0.76~0.82

BERAAISE(2009) i = O R O A T AR T AR P 10 0.86
TR e R 01 0 R S TSR 25 7 ok 0.83

ERAAQ2012) RIS SRR ROZAENS AT TR B RS, A0 e 2L 1 24 0.82
THZSH S5 R IR 2 SR R0y kA S 1 52 B 25 0.83
WA, AT AE b R TG4 PR SR T IR, IR 7E (0 0 L 24 A 4% 3 4 0.87
FUBIRM PRI RS RU, TR ROZEE ISR S0 HE, Lk 640 S HOAE ] 0.89

Keck %(2020)  JEfI4p5E; WA PRI BN 4, RATSL Ty, A BT 67 18 0.66
FUBHER; TR0 Mok, Ik — AR 0.84
WEEDED, TR S R W 0.80
M RS AR A 11 00 25 AR e 0.77

BORBRIR . A SR Y A 5 SCHk 4

Models Theory)$f b 9% 3¢ & Bl X 3 Hh 6] 43 52
(communal sharing) . g ¥ (authority ranking) .
3F- 4 L B¢ (equal matching) #1 17 3% 11 # (market
pricing) U4, AL EHE 18 A8, AR H
fif 2, WoRiZEFEA RIFMERUE 1AL, DI
SCHR A A A e R E AR SR, W
Brunson (2014) 4w A9 ¢ & K 2 [n) % RSQ (Relational
Schema Questionnaire), {Hi% & &N & 122/
KREX, HALTTEXN E TR LR, BARER
PEXRREREH T Z 0, FE X g G
)R 2 TN R B i T A 1) T G 2R TP Ay AH OC
47N (Thomas et al., 2013), [Hith, A T HEMEITHLA
15, L ITE X ETFHRRRF R RER
HET NG,

g5 1, SRANAE(2012) M R0 H AT T
PR RRBRENEENRA . NMUEA R
FME AR, i B e e TR EE T L
TR EI XA RN EE
22 FTHEXFEXEZARXRZMXBIMER

HEroFoE E2 0 L TR SAR R, il
WA S A 51 34 (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995; Tse
et al, 2018), KRR 4, 2019; WHEHL,
M6, 2018), B RRITERCCAE 4%, 2020, I 45,
2019), 22U (FEE T, A, 2014)FI4H S
— T RARBSE %, 2019)% . LMX FIZERF
KGRI ERTHRETEEHZEXN TR
FK—REHNASESA, (B LMX X T8 SRR
P AT 2e e O R BT ik, 7 227 24T A 28 1Y

WRPER VT T IR SC R B . A RE K/ NALE I &
i, SSG & LMX &t A+ fu)s, St EFERE T -
TG Ry G A 20, SRR L G 2 ) A
T AR BRI R 2R, 38 W RS T ARG S A AL
UGB R I ol 7 41 Y e o s I 5
PR A BE 45 0 R AT JE RN Y R o 45—
BT 56 ZR 28R XU 1L Bl 06 2 0 EL Ak o9 28 e o
AL 45 3 PP AT S R S R sh AT (1
I 4E,2019). AILLEH, XEMRRET LT
P H B 558 2 )5 Y R O R R, PRI LA
h SRR G AR T LA B RRAE, B — e B, R
FsLERVEWE . I LR o R T SO R A T S BR
S RHNGEZ W, AN BRSO F R AT R AE BT R
BFEABEDLR, A EWME, J8TNk s,

RGOS RIE RS TR R A R
A8 8 A28 i 14 4 8 Ak BRAE 42 (Baddeley, 2003),
AN R A JEHAE BT oA S5 R 22 ) AT 3 3 R A i 4%
AT E#W . B LW FAAE T EME ). B
R AR R K AR TAREAZ Z 18 T BE
BCFR, ik T ander A B ROk 4R 05 8 b B
AT RN . E R R TR TAEC
(CZ DI RERR R o TAEICAZA I — AT & 19 A
a, 76 H L FORE R ) R 2 R Ak
i, b FEERE G [ LR A B AR
SEMANRLE PR G R PR B, PR IE R XA
STiPu = I N T 0L 82 Buw 8 = IR Nl ol N2 S
W o S A G W B i P RN S RS
HLHIZERI(E %, T8, 2015), 5 T —UCE N
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T AR BT R REX SRR R
RFAE VE P IR, B R A A A 10 56 28 0T B AR B0 L
MR EIRAE A ORISR, TSR LT 5
A LR RABR T RIS EFAT N P
VUPE G I, 2 itk — 20 R 56 R WA, AR AR
AR SRR EE A C R RR K, PR
HAER R P IS ERAT N

HEMT

B NN RIHEZR 547 2 B
(FORBRR . MR AR CHORHE )

23 ETHEXZFEXSHEEAMENRX S

PN B 2K 2 FE 8 (Implicit theories of relationships,
IRTs) 5 BT 96 R B AXHEA A R A 0y S [a
PE, BRI TRANINN, HAR LGE
BB A X ). IRTs R MAITREA X TIRIBC R
1Y N BE & PR fir th i O T UG 3R
KIE (Mattingly et al., 2019), 7E6ZREX4544 - 1,
IRTs i b N4 ¢ & BB 8 TR S i ¢ & F
X, B B X FEORF, §5 & HXRE LR,
JE B ETHRRR,

BRTNE RS E TR E A S50
MEE LT RRB R EA . BEMITHN, H
FAE A B XS5, 306 4 B R /5 Tl
il o AR BTN IR IR AR, 38 BT A R
KREMRAMEX B BEABREGRE, T,
2015), £FXTHY R —JCE R, T BT RO R
[ 20 56 1 1 S AR R S & sl A A Y S B

"R B R G S AR P T AR SR, A R
TR =ZARR: B—, 2REXRENX, RBEHX AR
WL, £, RSN ERER, nmFAELR . L
FRR. L TFYERE. H=, et R RER, #ln
W & B33 (Brunson, 2014),

(Baldwin, 1997), X5 (1902 —JC2 W B HL, A
o 4 e B — A 1) 38 B 2 55 G ey B — B R AT
B TAERREAFR . HAEYL, — MR8
R AT REH ARG R S 2 R TAEX R
BN
RS R AR RINFEERE
R R BRI, AR R R I, A
TEFIS FIX A E 4366 . 56 & H K (relational
selD)JEFE MM A R ARIE T 5 EZALA Z (1]
FELE )R R (Brewer & Gardner, 1996), J& Flynn
(2005), Sluss I Ashforth (2007)7E L IEAl it —
BT RRBNFMES . XRINFERIE AR
T A C 58RI AT 09 B A RPN
(PR, 522, 2020), AT LAF# A AMAR A 3 E X
R 5 Al A ST 1 % 25 72 (Robert & Vandenberghe,
2021), Sl NS R SRR S RIAR M £
. MRS, XEAR. KRR L FH
KRB E L Z AR, XRAKRES KRN
RURRMATRE LAT”, ML FRERERX
FE XGRS T A T B X — XA e R,

3 ETHXREXMMESER

J TR BT R R E X IEAT RG], A
SRR T A 2000 AF RUAAH W 5T A Hh SCHITE SC
SCike OCCEME T T CNKI Bl e . SR
SCHRESHR FE . & SCSCHRR IR T Web of Science
PsycINFO, EBSCO. Emerald #1 Google Scholar,
R SCHRE P TE R R KRINE . KRE
X, KRG . XARINHA relational schema .,
relational identity . relational prototype. relational
mode %, HRWLHIRETE TR CR . 1A,
ARIGEKG A T IHWASCE R SHE CRYIR, LR
T Zo LA R4 R W] R O 2 HERR 1Y SCE L Sl It
BEAH AR A R B AR A 2, A A [l I OG0 A
YT KA MR E WIS, wZ3R15 7 23015
ETFHRAREAMCHOITE, B TR 2 B
7N R M ORI
31 MPLEERFAZmM ETHRXRER?

311 MFER

ANV AR A KUK 23 52 M 3SR 1 TR 2
KR AL PREGI(2018)i 13 X 204 £ [ B A
GUR A, I A R XA B A 23 Jie 4t
L R N BRI R M Y R OGRS, AN
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- ASEERTH
ETF@XERER R O B X S
WG ETFoRRRER [  CEES
HEEE SR
MEEE: -
PGS R, - BIRREATH
Eily; HERE;
TARAER; W% TREEMITH
AR TR FHLEER - RT BN THR/BREE
e y %g‘&ﬁg\; EE%‘:FS\W; gﬂg/qui)&

Ese el I i —>
- HEBUE . ARG
B

HEREE:

- ftasMT R FIEE.
MFZE., FHLFTH
- TAESWK

SN RS
LT M

KA BRI R I >

TS

- SCALBR

FREA St/

ETHRXRTEG
- FIRLMX3E4

- LMXGFM 4

B2 EROCRE A gOR B (BRI AR AR DC R )

A U AR B9 (A U T 24 it T L S e
AR 3 e i N7 S S e BV | | A N
a2 B e R E AT AR R,
FEGEE B . PRATI2018)IT T A B, AR
BACTE AL SR AT TR KU S TR E
KZMRFR . R BACHE AL G R K- H AR
I, 2 A TR KRS 55 L i i | R BT [ i e

ETFRREREXZBALRE R, T ALK

TN RUAE 5 TR 4R B e RIS Z E R
M, YA AR KT B A G M KP4
AT, PE CRTEM, 746, £ L TFTREREAM
AR IE R, — 28 A 1 G0 728 o o S VR
AR, DAl 6 1R e &R E T RE AR
flan: PR, A HERE . TAEFER. K
SE(ERAAL, 2012; FREGN, 2018).
312 HEEE

AT R T B L T RO R E W
EEFEFH, R, - FIT S IE g
7 SR T A A R B[] G AR R R
9 T A T Ry 4 A T A T S R ] i A A R
R MR 56 R B ST 1, T B AL AT S & 1E 1)
PEHETF 8 TH M e R B g4, 2012), H
R DT SR S E R TN i UK S

P AT AR 48 0 A S BRI, X T IRAT A
JERE BOET, EORT R ZEARBE RN . A 7w
AR AR R, ™ S i ) AR, T
R 0] N R (Al i 4, 2010).

AN T) 9 ST RS TAE 5 28 AU Al 3 AN AR ]
IR B AR O R flan, F ey R
SCALEE SR AT S5 L) 0 TAE R R, 52X, fi
TSN SCAIN B 3B SR OC AR R, BRI T AR
YR 215 8%, Sanchez-Burks 45 A (2000)45 H1 75
P SCAC Y TAES i, AN Rl e (0 B AR £ O J s
HH g — 2 R K, JF i s m s
KB, RN G TR Z R AT 55 W m 56 RIE K,
Mz T 28 PN DU A 4 3 A 2 15 28 00 & Bl 5L
(socio-emotional schema) il TVEATH . AR Z
WX G2 8 1] 5C & [ OC R, HA e
WS TT RE s foma BT OC RSB R R ar, B

AR RO R,
32 ETHXREXSHmMMLLER?
321 AESEEMTH

GUFFA B B POCER X RT3
fO 4T AT o SR PR AL(2012) 55 S BLAT 5 35 1 155
B B R B R G U R SRR AT o B
A IE ) SCHRPE, T H A BF 906 & 8 3 m)
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FEM T 2R 5 AN 40T I BB AT, FRIE R R
Wil LA AT R, BRSO RIEIE
i) 5 10 7 4R AT R, AUBUIR MM N R
KNG ERGRITHIEMG, A, FFRKERERX
R R A E B, R B A T AT SRR R A T
Jyigng, TR E AR (AT 4, 2008).
322 TERM®

LY R B T R A B R VR AR
HAAN, JoIZXTN BRI G (2015)
WF5E % BT T8 1 B 1T 56 R RN AR IR 1L 1% Rk
B2z 7 S T R AU S S =2 18] /Y IF [ 6
Fo FEEEN(Q018)IET 430 Al b2 T A A5
WAL, BB R B R 1E m 87
SMIFHA—BHE SN, HE—L T
TG FAT—BOE T I 2 SUL R Y R B R
Wi, [RIASE, B2 IR E52(2019)@ 1 120 XF R %It
Be A A kB, TR B LT Yot R IE ARSI
WMEFEEATBETREBEZEMXR, BIEMNT,
TIER T HA S RE XSRS S TAEFIT—
TR T H AR PR, W A 5 R
= RE 1S 3 S AL RS F AT — B T & 1 A 5k
R HER
323 TERIEEM

LR RRRM TR TS A —2
RN B2 N 7R (2019)i 3 120 X T A AY
WERA, FTREALTRXEREXEERT TR
OB G S 17— 85 TARS = M A TP A1 A,
T W 2 8 TAES . BRI S, FEMT
HAE R E R R T8 T HAYE NS T
EFIT—805 TAEGR Z B AR, s ik
DN SRR S L N A B O S
FAT—85 TAEGBZ R R A EH . 1Lk, i
ffEQOISHTFR ZM T E M T H M E TR K RKE
KR T TAERZ P8 F 5 TAESRUZ B IE
HET
324 TRERABIMTI

R R E R REXT T B @AMT R =
AR, JCHORE SR ST . EEM IS N (2009)
BT 795 XA T B VL ECIRAT, ZIGTRE
75 B 1 T 0k R B SRR IE [l f2 i R & Y A1 2
B OFIE S RRHLT R, T TR TR
2% Z B SR 8 B R 3 RUR R AT o B
TR, T JE A B S A o R

EH : BUBE B 550 T 45 S 45 I8k 56 2 R =% )
FETHNMIEMFN . DRSS T MR X5 5
n) 5, SR AR T 48T R O R T 2R A [
F . FIAHZUYIE [ 20
325 @SEM

I TSR T EN I EUN 54372
i) AN A % B 8 % 2 B9 PFE 4 o Giessner Fl van
Quaquebeke (2010)AYHIBWFFHE H, PerE 51 Tk
RAF R GEEAN A TSRS T BN
&YX R B AT . Bea)iEdl, RETE
INYETE B FHRR ST E T RE
FAHVCEC, SE A o T2 P, AR R
THF G EX - R TR, T ZR,
Keck 25 A (2020)# 5 %5 101 44 22 51 T A9 TR BF &
B, HEi B FHER S T HERM A —E
PR, TREIEAT RO TRBERN, It
[f 432 . AUSRHET . 45 VT EL AT S pu oG
F I 5 SR 6 2 0% DT JC R T L T o 1 7 45
ST
326 LETHEXREM

R R B A ARG OC R B R AR
HE, REMEXT S RV =4 B . Huang % A (2008)
8, SIS S5 TIEA LMX BI85 A
HEFTFFMTIEEFFAA B XRER, O
S R E R E S S TAEMCH RS, Tmi
KREAXME Z W E AR R, W PEATX 7
T RN EAR A —B, WX I7 AT 544
KRB AR E AT —3, RS T 5 X
FHEATE RER R . FRA R R, Y40 Xt
g B B SRR AT X A0S G P PR R
BOEARET, LMX 502 R & AR TCRCHT A%, 1t
Ab, Tsai % A (2017)4853 205 X b F 4% DU fic $ 893
R, R OC R B R — B N B AT Y
LMX A IE a2, i T2 R B X — B
TR o S5 A S B B 6 R B 0K — 3
5—ZatHk, SS8EMNTE LMX W5, %
PRI S LA SR B — B 5 A 2ot
TE LMX W4 g w2 X, mRemJEE
B SR BER IR, THEEZHRYLER
R R R P S S R R, B E
A 48 1) A0 (A 4 B 2 Dl ) B 25 2 B E B AU A
A, MG EFE B RA A B T REMRR
BIXHAEGH, TieRMR-mHEGE 2S5 RAS,
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2 LETH*XZEXNEAEREMNEENA
BLibi FHIE A Jof i R A dak N B SCERYEE

BRI ANMESE T EE AL AW O BRAEFE TS, mHX KRS IR BRYEIR,

LT TP RALAR 25 5 AT A0 PR 458 v A AH DGR BTG, AT 3 2018
BT 5 S T AEAE 0 T A 095 3k R B BT 19 A
A(Andersen & Cole, 1990; Andersen & Glassman, 1996),

TREEN SR Th I A T 2 56 R ) W R AR g I ME — 19— RIS R BRYER,
£ U AR A T 250 5 ST, TR TE 2 i &K LA 2018
SN LH B RS BB, AR Sy BRI AR bt K
PIZERIEAS . KRB b 377 e . WAL 50 A5
I AR G Mt AT (AR R 20 2 b (B A, 2008)

AA2ES IS MRS M G B (role model), TSR 2E S {CRESS WTAS HIR ZRAAaal,
JORAER . BEEAT N, B SR LRSS 2012
(Bandura, 1971),

FEMTHEE AW ZS R AUA] DU S B R i ik 5 (RO SO, Jak  Huangetal,
B A ROB B SN R0 15 (Walsh, 1995), JEASE 17405 . 4005 B B o
PEAARXT NG AT e, DT ER LIS My IRy, HEEm BTN . LMX P42 2017

AR B947 2 B (Shih et al., 2002),

. T8 LMX 45

BRI . AR SRR AR S SCR e 2

FErp— 75 ] RE22 0T [l A 55 1) A A0 18 a2 1 2
FIEA S MG XA RES P A R 10 Z R L,
SPEGAREE X LMX BT AR, B RS T HAE
5K F P 5 S i 1 B ) $7 TR 520

4 IBipEAH

H TR EFRRREACN A 424 ik
HEAER, ACHETIHAFRHETHEL TR
KA B X HT HE R Ee LS . TERGH T T
WA W R BIE SRS e, LB ERTA
WHEERA WA B BRI . SVRE R, A 3
RSB T A B2 b T 200G & B 0 i P A2
i, W SR | V2 K% SRR
e, FEMN THISEME L TR RE
A5 AR A FE IR E L 2),

41 BENESINDEE

RN 1AL 2 R AL o AR OC T i Al A
HOBRAEAA A Tigdz, i HX A RIER A 5
AT AR PR 5 T B AH DGRBS, T A 135
I JE AR AR R B AN MRSk B R AT R A A
(Andersen & Cole, 1990; Andersen & Glassman,
1996). WAh, B EFREEHOE (Y 8 ZA A RARQL AT L
W — DA BRI E B N 5 EEMALE
B3, R EUR O R AR DG
B TR S ALAI4T  (Miranda & Andersen, 2007),

FEF U, B E AR B AR 2R KA 2 3 B 1
X ETRIERE TR, BN, 424 RRA
AR I A A5 25 F A iy 10 5 BRI (S0 BRI 2% %
H 7fj(Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991), HTE¥;
T B S | AR R AR AR, T RERS
DMEEMEENEE, ERME AN AR T RE
SRR, SRS AT OB il —Fh 35 B EARMYE R,
WIR I RO R W BOR B M, BRI R R L E
RN e P TR C (O ol N S E N WA TN
G MRAR R IN BE h FR 5 IE B3 (S Bk ) AN Tl
SEME D), X6 R A PR EE R, E IR
1, X ERAEEREREAR, NS ES ERR
PRI A0 BREE B L3 90 A2 2 475 % (Bartholomew
& Horowitz, 1991). Rt AL 8 i T H A2
Bt TR RE, A, ATO RN R %
FF R R MWACE D ] fel S B E IR 8 LS
i R AR 2%, YRSk [ L G TCRAES B A
PN A Y EE S e N S EN (S
Wi, 2018),

FE A B AL 23 DA Y g A A F) 4 2 JRURS X6 |
THRRE XM T — M HELE, (B AE
BEPRJRRR . ()RS 100 B 2 0 A R 2 Jir i) B
AN OB RAESF G E E R G b, HIFRAR
IR & A B B, A8 TAES I
FIE S FECMEN Y= Hik, MAHZ
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A TFEI . (KRS 0T Bl 32 2B e 24
i AN AR BN B SO e, R AR EDEA
& i (AC B S ) 913 (Bartholomew & Horowitz,
1991), it 8 9 & 58 th AU & FERIPE T . I Ik,
FEIE AL 2 DA I R R G AR 4 A B 78 IR o)
OB AE L F R R EX B, 3)IZBIS R
T AR A S AR SE R BB Rk
FE 5, O AR IRERRRAE R 1 1 fik &
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42 ZREEX

R E LA, s EA s, Rk
rP ) A T 20 50 R 2 15 E e v M — ) — B4
2Nl A R A T B 80 5 S I, UL TE S IR G L
SN L 2l A AT ShiRE, SRS AR 2R bt K
WAL A L SRR B A O e M
skt A 3 3 2 ) 50 2 1 A iR s 4 20 (b [
X, 2008), HE BTz 0% 3 SO B Rk E L&
WA DI RSk, HAR T — A W S AR 1 o
FEARFE =AM S . (HHLUEEREAL, B
Xof F R 1) 45 A T =Xk 21 2 Al 51 i A A (TR )2
9, KRS 2R K A ) ks
o Qfata X RIZAL, RIS Y A Py
BB T AR AR, B ) ) 56 FR L BB S0 9 1 1
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KARX WA KR ERELSNIAE, (3)
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T el sk A i 48 i Hi R T S S0 P P A ki 20 41
Wo FETIZHIE, PREMQOIBIREI, MAM
MRS KA BERS 3 1 12 0 B SRSk xt B F
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BARITE, 12 K% 3 A B ARz 1
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#t 2 2% 3] B8 (social learning theory)#§ i,
MRS A B (role model), % & i3 W ER
o o) BRI . ATy, 85 SR
AL A (Bandura, 1971), fEHZH, T TH
HEARBT, ST 51 K N IEXNAT RS
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NS AL AT LAAE A (2 i ARG R B AL 23 5
BV TR, 0T DU AMERTE L 2 38 18 R 5
MM . BRI, ETFREREATES T TR E
SR EENAE . S TS A LU S
WY FA U AN T B AR e 8 OC & B AR S i
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AN G UT Z 0] R B WA, A
X [R) 55 400 22 i) 1 O R A T RE X B 4%
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KR H. A LB A [F] 09 5% e &L (BRI = 4%,
2020), X FJBINE, X BT A6 7 %
P& 1045 B 25 5 DA RO bR 2Z PS8 A R 25 5
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52 HBRLETHXZERXNERMR

A Je AR5 T S i bR A i 4 R,
e N Ak SR e IR ROC R B I R .
BRI, MAMRZE D TR E TR
FE X FTRE A s, XA T A LR Bl
HECRBR NG . BEORBUI AR IR T4
BUEXRO P RERAER, AX It AERE
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2020), ENHRFREX—BIEW, IFE Mgk
J5, SR AERRAR AR IR, BRARE 4 K i )
MEhZJE, MREBX TS H S8 RE-RXN
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Fe i, AMAREURIA R A R RS A SR BT
FOE RIS —8, MAEKAHC ST E GBI
)0, A N B4R RS A SR R4S
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What characteristics should the supervisor—subordinate relationship have?
The supervisor—subordinate relational schema

DAI Yufang', ZHANG Xianggian’, ZHENG Wenzhi'
(" School of Management, Huagiao University, Quanzhou 362021, China)

(* Human Resource Management Research Center, Huagiao University, Quanzhou 362021, China)

Abstract: Most research on the relationship between supervisors and subordinates focuses on the actual
characteristics of the relationship but lacks discussion on the implicit characteristics or patterns of the
relationship. The supervisor—subordinate relational schema is an individual’s implicit cognition of the
pattern or characteristics of the relationship between supervisors and subordinates. The relational schema
helps reveal the interaction process between supervisors and subordinates and provides theoretical guidance
on how to promote the positive psychology and behaviors of supervisors and subordinates. Based on a
systematic review of the literature, this paper distinguishes the supervisor—subordinate relational schema
from the implicit theories of relationships, followership schema, relational self, and relational identity.
Individual traditionality and modernity, attachment style, leadership behavior, and cultural factors can
predict the supervisor—subordinate relational schema. This relational schema can influence a leader’s
attitude and behavior and subordinates' loyalty, job performance, extrarole behavior, leader evaluation
(ethical leadership), and supervisor—subordinate relationship evaluation. Meanwhile, the social-cognitive
model of transference, pan familism, social learning theory, and information processing theory can explain
the antecedents and consequences of the supervisor—subordinate relational schema. Future research is
encouraged to identify the predictive factors of the supervisor—subordinate relational schema, expand its
consequences, and explore its mediating mechanism.

Key words: relational sch ema, supervisor-subordinate relationship, relational model, implicit cognition





