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B 1: SlSESANEGHAMEMX 2 FEME. CEENFELANERENCES
LG HLTREIRIRE J 5B AT o X —HESAEARTE BT, (HAEE— AN Hlssa A
BE ISR AL IX AN FE R 15 A B A RUE PTG 2 JE SR 4T (visionary leadership) [ R 3 1
FIE R JT AT H ARG RIAL 2485, i BE AL 45T (empowering leadership) [FIFE 3R $2 7 &
R RE IS OO RLRE Fr k) e IR EAEEREHRANSOARF M EREES, Ta
AT 5 A AU (KRS M P B S AR IUTE 25 34Ny i — 2 FE I
[BIR: s R NI I FATHA R T 9T H HHRE S AT . IR AL 4T AR 40
GBI BEUEEE— DRI, S AR R AR RIS T R, TR
VT =AY S LR LA TR SUEM” JRIF. Horh, 33008 BT @ty 3L F g
WAL FLER 5 RIS RS HE 5 R RB RN, 687750 MM —AE 3L R0 e e il b 1o B
WEE, =R AT BB X — R &

FRAACH AR B SUTH S B REE RIS SRR B 70 (38 12-13 T):

T R 2 AR 7 i R TG 9 AR E T KR M 2
(Kearney et al., 2019), 77 5B FIE A FLELNIETHN 55 REL BRI Fr,
LRI T TN TGS I FILBEHIIE T TT, XY TR G TH I CAFIE: Bl 2215
G| R TEFE [ PERF S ST L IR L 2 TTTTE—RRIENT 2 T F 25 E T R R AU F 1
BRI R L IEHTGE RS GE »  TTHEPAEHETT R FE 7 (Steele & Lovelace, 2023) . AU, $i+7
GBI FNITIFIEA (BT S IS, PRI SN, L2157 FIRE #itt =
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B 2: IRt AR AL R 75 B B SCERR AR AT A S SR 2414 IE Rt r
JKZ, BB EL N R THES . BESSIRI R, Wi e —ABNE K A7 [
FA? e ZET LR H(WEEZIEH)? R FET B EUHR T 2 38 72 5 T 1B R 5 1) 3 ek
e
[B1R7 : JRRHE A AN B o AR, JRATHE— B WA H AR AR E Lo ASHIF 5 P
DR MR LA BB 248 AL T2 E AU AR 2 M FIBN . RIFEZHSUER G b Ak T (2
A WAL I RIEE R /D K B (Magee & Galinsky, 2008; # % 25, 2024), WiV Z P40
— MV SIS . TR S S SER T b, A O A ZUE SR RAE N R e brtt, N 7E
A VAR A o g L 2 R A ) — 2l 25 TR

MXAAECHTE R G 1 ):

“HEHE L T (low-status team), FE17 T2 IEZCHENTIEZHTETA, - BIAE 2R IE 20558
LT RICZR PHEHIR T TN 77 32D T (Magee & Galinsky, 2008, 7% 4% 2024),
YIEAV T EIA . — 2.
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Wi 73 T 2% B A% A BEE R 7 B — B RAT /s S R - QIR AR W BRI &
- R AR BRI QRS . X — X AMRR 0 NS RS AR WO L B
B, HHZEEE:

()M 2K AR Z [ R S AFAEAS ELAR I ? 1, BATBAAE ) b TR B (B8 42 —) IO A2 TP 3R AS
FIFEE, RO BN EA @R )? Ridk, WEBERASESENS
SR RN 1) Sh TSR BHIRHOME 007 AR PSR BR AR Z BIAFAEAH LA HE R R, I AR e e 0
TR T E IR EE.

()R B AR RSN R BHIR TR s GRS BN R B A, XX ROR R R R I
AT B R A R 5 N AR IR 0 LA A (S X U R ), B R SR
T RE 5 EEA I BRI (10 SR (U0 ST 7 56 7 BB SR o
BIRZ: (a)if e fa N3 HHIX— B E e, FATNF, HIBABHH SR &G E S BN IS H
ARSI RE I ARSE AL, P T REAFAEAT IR R & o i, IR IE I A1 B Bt
BFRKBIHER, HEESENIRBAIRES, AR IR A AR, sadk,
BT AR BT IR 5 e T B AT RESR T AT BAIR 3 WS F AN BRI RE /a5 M 8 5 i 45
TIRTRE RN BRI, AHE T AT I 2% BR AR AL SE B QR L R v B R4

HEATA N, B EAAAED R AT RE, I AR B2 7E 2 A AR rh BN AE T B0 ]
KFRo LB KA R AR N BRI, B 7 Bt — P i HAE D 12
BURIATIA 72500 Biln, AN GEIRERI TS AE AP 26 AF B SR R SR BRI S, ARG
SGE AR — B B R IRT K, 2998 R s [y BOMES I 18] (0 B2 I RE o IX Sl FLAS
[ A SO IRE (<40 95 AR AT B2 T I A7 R A BRI — A0 e, 75 BN ]
MEhATRERER, JERAAR . 2 BECE BT T it i T .

PRI, AR SCHE TR 70 1A el P B 10 SR AR M AR 300 0, 0 AN o T 2 A 2 ) 9 52 T B A %
AP A, MR AR AR KRB TR E E T A MR AR AR, AT BT R
WG Ul PR 2 AR DR AR IR R e, JRAE W FEAN 2 5 ARRTT 1A B 70 4h T8 T 38 7T REAZAE (11 3)
SHFRXAE.

(b) /R e A N ISR I . FRATTINIR], 657 2R R 75 22 A A R AN IR NS B S
O R S T RE TR AN EOR M BHE SR . BRI, AT SR A VA IR IR T SRR S5 T
R A E A B BT A U 55 T = S

AT U AR IZ B AN R BT B AE AR A% O AE 55 2K (Reif et al., 2026). ™
A B R ORAE B R B A R A A RIHESR S . PRI, AN TSR L5 R s



FHERME AT N, SRR E EENESSILAC SR o A0 Sl B E 2 am i 7 5
fRie . TEGEIRMITCE SR, [RIL, BRI AL SR I RCR B B =, 5AIE
St B A S EAERAE S IR R e REBWIRE, Reif Z2026) W AN, G4
50 58 SIS e A R e S e, S — B R B, AN TR B B ) SR L HEAT X 47
HAERE ZH R R

HA, A SRR AR, B AR S O R S A LRI E B AN AT 55 2K
BB SEmn A= A B R R R LU R 7 205 81 & 550, Somech A1 Drach-Zahavy(2013)
W AT BN BB WA X 73 D9 L B B3 ) 5 B8 St 25 30 141 BA 613t 1 1va) SEZ it 45 SR ) e A 75 226
FAESE 4% Perry-Smith 1 Mannucci(2017)i— 5 X 0 6 i FE AN EI B, 9 AN A
B BT 5 AL 2 06 RATRIRAF(E 2 5% Baer(2012)thig i, IR =25 H8 B shat ks,
QISP R B IRAN A SCRFANEEE SR AL

F T BIRWTFT, AW FURT ORI R 9 2R BEUR R 5 AN R BT R B 18] A AR AT 55 DL BC AN
FFEMRR, MARMBIER ——X R #F 2, TR RERGH TR T a5 4
R, HZF DRI E AR, 43005 608 A B S A% O 55 B oV E R e
BRAR.

gi b, WRAEHERAREN, FATEBIT R P AT 7 =7 M 5

B —, BRI AT AR SR HE A PR R AR e BRI SRR, B R
SR T R SRR

5, TECRMARAE RN N T UL, WIR AR BR AT IR T TR X ), AR A AT
BEAEAE M B A SC ROIL3 B FCHIAR”, 55 11 T0);

“ LN KBIENT FI TR 7 Z L I BB i B IX s g T AT
TRTEE) 77 [ TG BB 20 AT 359 30 BT HEIX 5, T A 9 58 5 e 5 B G L 2
FHIF B BHA N 15 BRI 1 77 L 1 SRR . BB BEFEIE 83T
SRR A P T I 1 A R B BE T .t AT E 42 TR Y Y S AR B 5 D A
(Venkataramani & Tang, 2024; Zahra & George, 2002) . [, F25 75 2 I S 6371 FE
1 E] GERH L TR AT A

I, 2t — R FREEIE2 NI T RIR AR, IF 5 I 77 e R4 G4
], IR E)E L FERI s K TERSEHI IO [ AR -T2 2 B A1 05755 P 0
IR BT G| R FINAT Sy TP FE 5 DR S AT FTRE AT TR L F 1 o B KI5 AN



HHFEE 1R IR Z) A K F R IEZCan, IRy 25 BT 9 T SR

TEMEFER L, ROFT I VRTTZ)HI T BE-5 AN GIFT B AT 552 [EHIVE K 7 1A
TP FRRG AT B ERT /TS T TR, LR B8 St 8 S T I,
(H A A GHIF 5 F 5 0T 25 fF(Baer, 2012; Liang et al., 2019; Reif et al., 2026) . % Ji-FHK
BETENE R FIA BEF IR, HRE 1B GRG0 LI BN 15 B IR FI KL%
FERAG EEPENIGERF : IR BE IS 12 M it L 55 0R, (BT GE7)5 A
TTEITEI AL G BRI B 77 K 53 T30 B IR IR I AR LA BB T
B A, KO RIIRAEF AN L HITE RS2, AT 2 A NP1 B LR

FEEIEZ [H] ] BELFTEHT B A5 Z (Reif et al., 2026, Venkataramani & Tang, 2024). ~

B=, T FARIARKIT AR IR R, RHEFFEIRERFEES
FERIBNEIBT S FE AT RRAFAE SIS IR R, AR AT DB E —F 2 MBI KRR, BLIBE
ViR 5 RS TE BN QUHT AR B3R R AT E— 28 58 38 8093 25 4 AU L MR A1
A7 R A BT O FRR R (4.3 TR S RK T, 5 22 T),

“IEFLRTTIERGE T IG5 LA BRI (T QIR HIPE i HESE, (A3 A2
L, FRIHTE AT LTI 77 B H R

B ot AWITEEETF I GIFTA I BT OAT S5 5 55 DT e R B i oy
P B EITEEE TR IT T, AR IR 2 AT GEFF A 508 3 K o B
THTL I} 5 58 DT R IR AT B 50 ] B oy 283 1Y S 58 DB A BEF 1L Ky BB R T 7 50
VA 5 DB A 1] ] E I — AT A TR S B 5 DR TR BT FET) G 15 Lo o KNI I — A
BRI B I3 1 EH RIS FE, A TFTH 1 5 352 25 B FEre i [T 8137
WYL FEBL#Y s

F KA TEA TG AR R 77 BRI 5 W B 7 s BN A 5 G ST B 32
WP, LUK ] F 2 5 BT CIFTT B FE T TRIECE 17 2RI, X 7 F
B R 2 A RET EKF o G4 1] FE s BRI Je RS AR AT A 5 B
B TG R SEMELL FE T 1 7] i BAFBE RIS i 2 W(Baer, 2012; West, 2002) o K FHIE P2
— P [T AN B TR G VB B 1925 6 P B2, B e 0 I g T A G 22
FEPHIFE [
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B2 REFIE 10 A 15 WA . B, WFERVESEQ026). 2R B (2025) I 7T/ A1
PEH 15 Wi, S5AEMSUG KSR — S R, EVRUSCE RR L 3 2R A
Tl b, FRAVREE 7S BAA Se R EOAZ O i, DUB AR FCHEZR ) R G 1

SR

MEIRE, i, SRS TK, SEEIRH, IR, 2E. (2026). SUSHBMERAIARE. BRS 2 EIRERDUE. 02
FIF I RE 34(8), 1330-1350.

PR, JEZEIN, FHber, PRIGEE. (2025). N LR BEIRS 0 28 & AT N TI SIS, O PEFI A S,

33(2), 236-255.

B 5: SISHEMFNISCRSER T LI R, 2.1 TS AU I SCRRSE R B AT,
i E S R AT L= . (HAR IR (20 5 45T 1/4),  HER 7 A& (N
PH BT B SRR GRS A S A% O AT ST R ORI F A 813 (14
SO ) RIREAN Ty o

BIRZ: B H AR AR BAIS 2.1 G HRE AT TIHE, 7R TE BT
LR SEREMIEAE b, SRR AT TG SR ALt . BT, BT 7 90T E BN
5E S A B BT B USRI A R A, DR TARRIEN S . BEUE
2.1 AR IR, RN AR SCIREER I RS e Bk

B 6: Hbxs AT AT PRI T R G e . S0 F) 285 AR A I BA B (B 8 A+ B
SCHtE), HSCRRZRIA FIF R R SR EL B A GUBT BT AW 7T . BORAE 2.2 9 AW FCiPAfr h 52 2
T XS QT R OGEA AL, (R 1 DA G AR B R A UL AR ([T BA AR TR
FEv AT 5 Z RS R

BIRz: R A AR FATINE, BIBAGUB A SRR DA R AR &, A b BN LT
AT N R G RIEE, LAt — 2D M BT T AR vk ARFE ISR AT 11
A BB AT B T SCR L. BARTT S, AT 7E 17<2.3.1 FIBAVEHT A E 2.3.2 HBLAAY
TR R 7T LA R 2.3.3 BRFEIEAT, 7E<2.3.2 HBANGIHT B AT R AL R R G EL T A1 BA G
HAT AR AR, B NS BRI HIBVRRAE L BB R S5 T7 T B 45 1 Bl i et e,
FE<2.4 SCHRIAGN S 0T FEE A i NS BT A GUB 253A ( S AR IR PE, DLRAER 1A T HIBA
QUSRS 2o B BEEut — DM T ATV R, BN TT & 53



M ARG 7 [T A 610350 (1 BV ALY S 3k 77 B 7 4 4 SC R AR A -

TEULEER b, BRATE— DR HIUA B A AR 55—, B0k F A3 1 %
PRGE SR, B X G R P ARG R SR R BT s 58, IR T SO R B 2
bR B ZHLUNTT AL BN 5=, BT IR A R BRI — R R, BRI
AR SR G (3 i 5O [ BA B R R AR B BT . Hh e WA AR S I B AN

MR CANFE A2 SCRRERIA (3 7-10 T0):

“2.3 HILeIFr

2.3.1 HIEIFrHIE X

LI GIFT, 75 H1—FERH 2 MR R TE [ A I SERE R AR BT 7T 19 A28 FE(Byron et
al,, 2023). B GIFFFEFEAEBIFFHIFTEILE, TTAEHRGT B A2 119 7505 . ]
BLEIF 1] 74 K 6 = (idea generation) 5 6)& L lik(idea implementation) B 1N B (Liang et
al., 2019) . GIE =B BB IR HERILL B LE, FIBUER) 72 BB FHECIFHLE
RFEZGE, TEHEHTRH A OMERIBIE : YR SEHEH B 1 F I ERT— BB [T
REIHS FEI TR R, B RIFIH IR, FEURF e R Liang et al., 2019; XY
W, JEHEFS 2022) . BB BM LIRS (HHI FEAOATH 2257, R @77
R IRTE S A, AT 8 8 2 7 32 SRS T BURHI AN [T B AT IX 77 (e g
Liang et al., 2019, Skerlavaj et al., 2014) .

2.3.2 I EIHHI BT AL

THEHITLRN], B CIFZF) TG FIAFFIE LR B T2 77 [H1 B 3 1 7
TESGIF IR T 1] AT G- 1T 95 WIS AT T G372 2557 (L o T -G T Ry
(EHIRF GR L, FEVHRIES) G B TG T A L it H b R 57
FEFSHY, (2 T BIE =4 o BV B SR #41 (Mascaredio et al., 2021). [ 3= 3L #2097 G it
FEIM B 1 BT 53 A, 3R T T A B ERIACaE 1 AT (e
I 6% (Byron et al., 2023) . #5178 ST-SAELL 715 M BF5HE R RAEANH T 1k 31T A TEZDBLS
X1 BT G574 5 [T 5E (Byron et al., 2023) . M:5F, MGT-FHANIEHI I HIK, TIH I
KT 24 (8BTS BE N [T (8 G 1 B R S, T I 1 2 - R T 1 TN B
B NHIE (Batistic et al., 2022) .

TEIAFFAE T, IBATH] IR I Z . BT T A bR i
HEZF ] 3 S0 I GYF =LA IR S I GIF 2 U 4K % A& @I i1
HEEAR ITT-FECEIFIAK-FHIEE G T 1R I 9 RN BUF T2 0T T2



KH N HIEIEE LY 7 B FF#EH- 6% (Byron et al., 2023) . 1A — 77 TG 07 T4k o #2 1
TP 5 S A 1 GE A R IR # i (Gallupe et al., 1992), 55— 7716 4 1] GE-F 208 7 7T
BT EF(Meyer et al., 2016) . ANE/ZEZHHTETIN Z FEHEXT BT G931 HIZENTFESE A 5 TFFIX
HIZ I UIRGEE 7 HE B R B9 I 17K 2 70 1 AT iR e 85 -5 T ERE A - M
JTF & CLRERTA I IR I IR RA—EHIIEHE A 4515222 FE PRt
B TFEEE FIFESR) LT GYFZ [ R 2 B (Byron et al., 2023). (F# KIS HER4
e R R G T R ] AT B LB RIATRIE S, AT A T 6YFF(Tjosvold et al,
2004).

R H, CHHIERIEI EE B BTG EU R G BB FL
1, FEVIEH I R I B -5 AT XS I Y37 AE [ i e.g., Li et al.,
2021; X JEBERS, 2022). Al BT R4 T 20 R PR T 17 9 1 50— 2E 2 ]
BAEIFr. P, (EH L L LTI FT R T LEA BT GUFr T A0 P & R i 1 4
ISR BHEZ) T G F(Liang et al., 2019) . MES;, WL LB EIA AR St 1779 56 5 12 1]
Bl 7 6= A4 R T G S0 Li et al., 2021) o

2.3.3 WA IFHT

T E EI CIFT I B CIRFEF AR (HI A — 2t N BT o6, D H T ZE
FETI CIFTTE Ry B B 1775 5%, X G R GBS M TN B ZE S P WL T AE
(Liang et al., 2019) . ZXii7, I GIFTAE— 13I8 FE, L& "5 61 & L O F 55 L 17F
EZEH7, B LN E TR EVERIRER GIE, o BN E T 6L & 1 5 2 5751, Bt —
A FERBG RIS HK, DT TZEGE— R RETT Fe b T F N 17 T
X —FFAE . BT —RRET MEHEA7 TN T S D529 5 T B e, RGBTt FEFT R
HAFRIERETE . BT, BIGFEE CH 2 H 9B G135 I #E 2RI A, (HH AT
LR T I NG BGI-FHTH7, X T 80525 U 3L X FIX— RS [T A Kl K
LI GIFFHIFETE VIBAE o LB WFIEAAE Sy KB T IR S T~ -7 27 55 B F AT s e 1 1]
BREBIFF, FF21E G5 O S A A B AT BEAF 1 I ZEF LK 12 FEHE T IR 2 it
/78

2.4 IS AT E N

LI BT N GG E S 5B E5 [ G e b 7] LR B B X8 55 2777
s TG RH NI RIS 5 E RT3 AR I BB 19 2RI, (=28
DI R IBIE A I 1 s ST R F W TCI FIERNERF M KI5 R 25K
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FHRAAE TR R3] I —: SUTE HAR SIS SRHER B 70 (3 13 T0):

“TE I OT 2 2 B 5 R L5 PN L KW T B g 25 e 28 e TF R RS
(Hinkin, 1998), Zit| G2 % HHFE K. B, B LB HRIELE I kI 7,
LB S IRFE L BT 7 75X L7 1R BRI T, N5 325 25 B F NI DY G T A AT
JEIL RGBT B, IR TR 5 01 % T BT T BRUE LTS 1H % 5
I AT RIS Z B (Colquitt et al., 2019) . fE)7, DT E(ZT 100 1) F/& 5 H 7797
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