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(" RERAFE G B2, KA 300072)  CHEZE A MA R &S, bt 100192)
CHEANR K575 AFi2be, bt 100872)

MRIEAE A HE, PRI SN &

T A QT E TARR BN TR A3 Sy A2, 4 S5 A 52

G FAERAR GURAE R SRR, SRR CA TS TR T I8 B3 J7 M5 m . AR50k ) ik, EH
GUF-T R BC B, A T O SOR IR B . WTSEAR s (DS E TAERS TR A& 47
TERR I IEARSCSE &, BHT A9 N ShALAE LR 5 sh A AR T () B G T RERS A7 A0 I 1y X Bl oG 2% (3) 4
SAPHE TAERI | U5 A 524 & 28 MR AT 5 0 8 A3 A =SS BAE . e, SCEDHE T

WETER SR RS IR 7, 48 AR T BERI TS T 18] o

BIE J1; OUT- A SSRGS A2y o Hg

B849:C93

1 515

Bl 5 3R 1] 28 T 245 KD 1 AN I 0] % R 4 K Ak 58
) H 259 E0, BHTE T LA Al A A7 TR TR g b 22
S AR . B, BORE 2 LU IR A
FEEO) TS 48U BT RRFTRE 1, T 5 T R4S
AN 3 77 J2 41 800 i 7 die B A 1 4 B T Fn b
P2 A'F(Tierney, Farmer, & Graen, 1999),

HHET, 2AARAX TRl ) FLA =R (1)
oA, M E e A0 1 Iy = A 1 it B2 (Stein,
1967). (FFITIE, N AAIRE T2 MR T A HRHE,
E—FhBE 19 B (Nicholls, 1972), (3)45 %18, il
] THE A3 B B —Fh 45 A% B (Amabile, 1996).
MATTIA R B3 S < b1 TAE TAE b= A IR0
SHA T A AR B9 AH 5G R (Zhou, 2003, pp. 413)7,
Hrp, e FEHAEREHIMA . R
AT E BT T I A BRI AE 55 R TR, A3 ) i 2R
RIMEMR O A ZE S, R NG 80
“H X AR ST LR VR R RE R, 5

e H #: 2012-07-16

SROULE AR R TR BIA TR, AR SR
— . CAREEFSSIENT TR, R eliE )
AR ALAG LU A : (D) MERRER, a0 A%
INFIRA . Bl QFEER R, dh. 5TA/FEMX
IR R (e ARSI At . ARSIIER . HAs . &
WiaE) . HIBNZ IR ZR (e BIBAEHT AU AL
HERBKER . ST [FF e R ) |
HARMm AR HECf, HEVUR . A5
TS S ER) (Tierney et al., 1999; Shalley, Zhou, &
Oldham, 2004; Shalley & Gilson, 2004; Zhou, 2003;
Zhou & Shalley, 2003) o 1 Ph_E g 52 m P 2,
FATATLLAIRS] . Bl A PORIE TR, R
WX TRIE R WA 2 X EENIEM
(Oldham & Cummings, 1996; Shalley, Zhou, &
Oldham, 2004), A, B2 1927 AR T
PBE R0 B T3 ) A 52 e (40 ;. Liu, Chen, &
Yao, 2011; Tierney et al., 1999; Zhou, 2003),

ASHIEFE AL AR ER S5 A B, W B3 AT IR
o BARWIIR RS A58 Y, 2T LU WS SOk
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TS IR . S, U D AN T R
TERZ Y HPER R R v, 450X T 51 LA 3 7 1 52 )
TN MR ZEZ —: Mumford, Scott, Gaddis,
& Strange, 2002; Tierney et al., 1999), SZ{EAFFTHE
. Q5 AT DU 2o 2 4k 3 FF (Madjar, Oldham, &
Pratt, 2002), Jii fill45i 517 4 (Tierney et al., 1999),
S ARF fE(Mumford et al., 2002), B FatAH
TAE5(H (George & Zhou, 2001), i fih b1 T/ D
L(Shin & Zhou, 2003)% Z Flig A % 51 1.1 41
W SR, A IRIFFE R v 140 A R X
PUTHIEm (L. Sy GV IR . ST 3
Fe QBT SUE S, W2 TS TAER A &
XFT A T EHARM S AE R, Wt &, SU7E L
YA BB AT S RIS T 51 T AN IE 7 i, 5
=, AR RER . A A ES I AT LA
T WA 2] PR B RE . R, TAEIKEEIL
HJR AT 1Y 7 YA X T 5 L B AT R BA A
o] Z WL W) 5 ) (Bandura, 1986; Shalley & Perry-
Smith, 2001 ), T, Y3k 1 595 F I IF XS 181
BT 85 B (Model) fE FH B9 B 5€ (Shalley et al., 2004;
Zhou & Shalley, 2003), Jf-HUfS T —BFIHL () Al SR
(In: Zhou, 2003; Shalley & Perry-Smith; 2001), #&
M, B2, WA RZ R E T W F el 4N
rh R Al X B3 T B RE e, I A B ST S
H B FE AR T U N BB S AR X T 1 & 213 1 Y
R

B 7 L IRXT SCRR B AN, A SR A 5% 1) ik
P B S o B AR I Hh FE i B3 10 46
J e 40 Al A AR FE G 6 3 (A0 SRR A Y s A
IF AT ORI R 552K TR T I AT
FRPR Y K 5 B 45 55, HOBER 19 03 T il B BBk
P, BN, AR T I AR B A O 2 XU,
RIS A4 — 45, RIRTT X ZFh 24, B B
PEo M4, GFAE TAET AR, 2 & HbE
gl R O TR 4R THIE 7 X R FRATIE SR &
HR A S B 7 TSRS, TR R A — S IFSE I R
TEVIR XA A B a2 L, FRATE 2 B3 T3l
A RE, RAFINT XA A ALE . HAh, M
SR IIRERTFE, TR T E R Q15 LA,
Py A HAl Z A O SREIPES . TR
M ECE | BIBNF I E EH %), HIES TIEE
b, XIR 8 0N ER S LS ER S HLAR AT BE
A fR B S BT . R, FRATAMETE ERl 5T
J& Z 1] 23 A7 AE — L BE 08 52 ) 451 1 A M TR R

BLANR B3 S 6 R IR T A . IR AT
S AMIPSEE AT o X LR 4 R AT B T RATR
TR RA B, Ml 58 B LA X
FEI A D 8000, 4 B TR ABRE T o

2 HSS B mR H

21 #HLEIEL, UERFEIS5EED

AR L 2 A RS 5 A IS ) 0 R R s A
(The Componential Model of Creativity)fH% &, &
BRI T AR T A s . AiE 1 1A
A% 7 (The Componential Model of Creativity)ik
Fe X TRIE M, A SRR SR RSy
B 56 95 fiE (Domain-Relevant Skills), 15 /1 4H
K Y 3 B2 (Creativity-Relevant Processes) #l11T: 55 )
HL(Task Motivation) (Amabile, 1996), H:tp, A3 7
AHOC A I FR R 4R A B B TE B IR IE iz FAE S A
TSR AL BE o RHRIHTH RE RN SR I 35 I LA B Xt
AT i AR 1Y) 28 R AT i 23 0 1 AH DG i R A R
e P2 HEAE T (Zhou & Shalley, 2003), 53— J7ifi,
FEENN BRI AMTTHEMEE— RS AR TN
ZJE, AU E e, JF R AR AT A
(Bandura, 1986). X i i WL 1M > 1587 4% fig sl
B AT R A5 2 Y 3 B2 FR A %8 2% ] (Observational
Learning) (Bandura, 1986). WM %Z2% ) A J2: 4] B 1Y
AT RELE IR, MRS E —RINE YR
o ME A APER ], UM —1
P RNEE BT, Mk IR R AT 1 5 i
TEVEN], JF¥ R H T HoAh A 5 v (Bandura, 1977,
1986), i & X B FERH R T A it B SR >,
G T LA i HO P AR L ZH LR e R
P& HBT ), ST 7 B BT R RE AN SR o Ak,
HRAE A1 23 I RN 3 F B 3 7 AR s A, FRATTIA
e ANEE T3 AT DI G WS 2T iR S o X — W
WATFH] TS HTEIe I Y 1Y SR (Zhou & Shalley,
2003; Shalley et al., 2004),

TESSUERFSE 7 18, WA AR 2535 (1 A i fb sl 3
HALRY 7, X T — A A w2 AR
Zuckerman (1977)if 4R V1 DR 22 4 R4 5 IR
b A TR R ) P03 S B 2R 0 5 v B 3 T AR B
e, MWAFSE T 92 240k DUURR AR5 F L id It
SEBRUTIR T BT ARG 41 f2)5, NS 24 2 X%
TR B A B 15 A B E 20 . Bloom F
Sosniak (1981)WF5Y T £ G KA Xy AW, If
3L AT AR 3 A% I I 2 A —



10 44 WERN A Jed e, KRR SR BT TSR B R R A i ) i 1149

BRI . 34h, SEdm e iR T E
JEHE(Cellar & Wade, 1988; Harris & Evans 1974;
Shalley & Perry-Smith, 2001), Ft 4, Zimmerman FI
Dialessi (1973)f#i F /2 A g il i A7 S B0 0F 5, 45
WL B I A P B OB — & A B 1 1 A AR
Tl.(model)), b T3 40 W82 B = 01 ) RS
(model)), A M E OIS ). BJE, X—5H5E ok
2 AT T HIANEkE, . Belcher (1975)(# ]
SE1G K B AR 547 4, Harris A1 Evans (1974){d F %]
TLMRL R B BB AT y, S5 R SRR T 2 AT A
Wo Sz, FWMFRUEY . @ EEL T, WA
2% TR 1B 3 T 3 T A UK 9 2500 (Shalley
& Perry-Smith, 2001),

M2, Fhox2E 2 BEX TR UG 52 F ) IR
TR T AR AR UK A R BE Fok, &
FREEMN . B BARALUE S HA H R E, |
AR IRy B At G B b iy — b i P
At 232 > B HOW H T 42U — R e 1 sk, AT
IR BA — € YRR o WA 20 IR i A 2%
PHAETREAILE B B 7 v e, B
2¢>J(Bandura, 1986). IM7EHZIH, RNERFEFZ
[) 3 2 905 5 T Jm AR AL K Y B R 7E — R T
1, ERSIEEMES, TR A ML BB
YR B BH 1T . Zhou Al Shalley (2003)i i1 X} £
SR LU 5 R s dE AT AR B, g
=% 2] o B (Modeling)” e 51 T2 7H81 3 77 1) —
ANEZ T . Shalley %5 (2004) 35 H B 1 PR 1Y)
YE = AR 21 2Uh ) i Ty W58 i) — A 25 )
Shalley #1 Perry-Smith (2001)]3# 3 SZ3FEHF 5% i B
T AR PRRTH R R RER L, X T 1Y
i 3T B A B EH . 8 5 (Zhou, 2003)i#
i AN FREA R T S AE 2 1R 1 RIS T
WEEE W, JHAR 8 T —e g, Wik,
FATIN R A B B P AT Ry R B 5k B TR
TR 3R 2 —, e ) e AT SR8 T i
AU 5 T 6 TR i ARk

B2, ALV S L EA — & R PE, XLy
PRYE R RE 23 % T L5827 2] 1) FE 20N A — 2 1 T4k
fEM . el Zhou (2003)7EHE 1 [F] 55 (Coworker)#Y
A3 RIS R TALE R Z B FER00
BRI, (HE— e U s dn . Sk
P A REAE A 7 W82 ST IRICR o PRk, 422 ok 3K
TR MAXS TSR B T 8 T e BA
EExHPE, FRATHR B BiAt 225 ) BRG . LELRY I

DS R WAEAE (mode) AN TE J1470, I
— B BERE WS EIT AR B TR 2% 2T A,
Piea eee S B N7l S 7 S R O | B SR S PUN R
TATMPISGE, —Jrm, RASREMET T
S 4B RR)E, FOWEREI B ERTT 0 A REME R I
TEMEEE 4T A F(Bandura, 1977), %F—, WEH
o B B AR TR E TR A S W B AR T B
W53 T B HEBR A0 A B IR 2R 9 T 0K i 5 5
1) B AR A B4 5 B E T Rz 5=, W
RH TR MG, ERSE WAL 2 1T
Fo SV, LB LR A T 245 B H RE N
1o VLW 4 NP BRHRIR AT, 75 NS
SRR Sy, WS WA TS 1R HARTT R .
—J5 T, <5k (reinforcement)” i T WL EL 2% > 1) 1
A B B CHZWEMN . sk 248 vl DU Tk
BORSS He— R E AT O R, AN R R N R R
FRAT LAVE R Ak o 38 3k i A iR, AT — IR
IR BB IS AT R 1Y BTN — o R W58 2
T HIA 58 1o B IR R TR W Zh AL . I 15
TR EmR R L . BEREXT TS E s 71 . Ab
PR A BT A AR A T 55, XTE—E
TR BT Zhou (2003) F RN A BB EH . F
HRATHEE A LSRR, NGS5 T8 E )
MIFAEE, HE— D BT L 2N S b S (1 A1 2R BT
T 01 TANE S TR 52 B 1 B
22 MISERCFHRAMTEEIES
ARSCEIE TR ISR — R R . 40 8 e TAE
H BB PET AR ST T T 8 R iE A B Y
7 CAMIRRA . <O TAEF#m i T
AlE I REZHEPNREEARTZ
(Tierney et al., 1999, pp. 592), 5—&ry b2 TAHA L,
S FEH S B 3 S v (van Dyne, Jehn, &
Cummings, 2002), #1H E 2R, IFERETF L
MBI . ST EHIERE L LAY B R 25, bt 53
P L T HSTRL . 3B TARAESS . JRRC 42U R %
TR I HE A7 B P A2 O3 T A9 T (Barczak & Wilemon,
1989; Beatty & Lee, 1992; Farris, 1988), K1, 455
X5 A B AR — R r s, e Sk, 5
T CRE R AE AR R 9 e R 5 I 50 )Xo 43
AR FACE, XTSI TR R s R
2RI o BRI, T X900 5 1 A 3 7 R BN,
TIEATEA R S AL L 2 ) R O S i L 4
BT A AL, MATEA EEie b e 2
oA PRS0 S 1 TAEAT R, 11240 S 08
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FOFAE L B Pz AT e QB g, ik s 5 5t
B Sl b A A 2 2 2 B RN AN ) B4 Bl
FERL, FRATAT LIAS R LU R 4518 . SIS e 8L s
GARAL RN BT AR A PRAE T i T W gE A 2] Y
AR 1Y 5E K

SR, TE BIRHEIR PAEAE— DI TERY [ . 4
FENE W TAENE MG T RAEERKE
AN, BT /B A RBS 0 TAE T W an b3
JriR, WEE2E ) R —RANE . WAL B4 e .
T RS 2 2 AR B T 1 HARTT R, i
TR HE TAE R i A B 5 48 T 915 4
BRI ke SEUREIE A 45 Ao X — e Wi
HETIFEYE . el Andrews Ml Farris (1967)LA K&
Barnowe (1975)MNF5R 45 AR GiTH HHgE
o AT B B 53 BT G A8 e A O R 2 — . TRl
15 35 A BT M i e ) A ) B R UE S R R Y
A58 4 A 1E A 6 % 22 (Mumford et al., 2002),
Makri Fil Scandura (2010)i# 35 X} 77 K = RHE 2\ )
()R A 2 3 . B AR 4 T LA Y R TN R
BB ECR . FE L B — s X T AU R T 2R
W, WLEE A 2 N R R G TR R R
Z —(Shalley et al., 2004), Btz 4, Shalley Fl
Perry-Smith (2001) A HF 58 $& 4L T T8 B4 0 E 4
kDR UEYE Fe Ik, FRATE BIA ST — A
i

BRig 1. GUFHEET/ETWAE RIS TE
PIBITE T A TEFH I E R .
23 AEGEVAI R NTER

A S B AN RIS TR R A R
SN ALTIE T A7 BOR AR SRV B AN ),
ESCriERe, SIS TN S TEAE AR
PN, T 8 I A T B 2SS AT . SR
2 ) I AT SRR B2, TR S WS BE RE 1Y
17 ARSI, 2% 2] A I RE 5 3RS .
FE AT B P — AN IR R AR i — N ZE S HL
(intrinsic motivation). B3 J7 A48 BCEE TS HE S
S AN AN AT B R B 53 Z —(Amabile, 1996).
TESIHLIZ AR T TAEA B (MR R A TAESMT) 1Y )5
PRI 32 B B . & T2 2% T ZE Sh AL
IS X — [ R, JEAT T T MR, JF B
53 T R 4324 HIIA ] (Amabile, 1996; Shalley
et al., 2004;Tierney et al., 1999),

i T4 S AE LU B o0 o B RRR LA, — i
Keihi, 51T 2% bR EAT — RS ARV RIS 2 X

AN AE H E G A B %) (Cheng, Chou, Wu, Huang,
& Farh, 2004), #2226 HA R ig, a2
SO TR X GUTAE TTAE 2 30 AR AR ) £
FiVG 2 o PRI, 400 5 22 2 L LR TP ) A
TR e R 5 Mk 1 O R P A TR R
(Y 28R F I 22 (Albert & Horowitz, 2009), ML A&
TR TR B NTESIHL . X FhSE I AR AT A2 v B8 Rk
M, IA—ERN THERNZ, RS EZF .
AR X Ry 22 (5 o [r) I, WSR2 > 3 2 v A DY A
B BR B — A ER BN FE AE B HL Y 2
(Bandura, 1977), A MREINTESIL, WEEH I
TR IR SRS 5 52 3 JE R B BE g 2, 1 AN BE 58
B BRI T A SRS B e, BAS L
FIAE 2 2 BRI ECRERIAT . 3 dh, khasse
RIS, AT R A R A R R R S N TE B
MLSERAY . Amabile (1996) M FHIE ik T P 7ES)
BIXTBI3E Ty A BN o 2 DU ) T R
A A B R BE R R B TR AR G R A
(Shalley et al., 2004), — &R SLUEHF XX —HETS
HEAT TYRHE, Fbln, Shin Al Zhou (2003) & FAAR ¥
UG5 XU S8 2o R P9 AE S L I 2 T B Y B
41, Shalley Fl Perry-Smith (2001 T H7ESHAL
UM 5 5 T A I E A 1YEH . Zhou
(2003)MUIN 2y 5% TAE WSS 2% > AR I A 1 e B
Mt NFEShHLER & P PERPE T . (Rt
S, Wb IR TE SRS X —HEIR AT R
[FIFE, B3 TR €0 A 3 ) = 2 f b, NTESh
ML = OCH Z AR o ANET TR, AR T W 5,
G T B A AR, SR E AT AR
IRUA B Aw b, 25 W R M52 ) 1 T 9 4T Sk ) R A
TEE I o

Zr BRTR, FATHE N AR

BRI 2: QT NTESIHLAE ST AT A T R
X T 51 A3 5 e 3 A ke T 1 i AR

UNHT SR, 4038 2k 22 P %) U 1A X B T 0
S0 (Mumford et al., 2002), b3 T76 X540 A8 1T
H RS2 ) ik B b SR A2 AR R R 5
M, PRk, 7R 22 AU R, PR SeAR R
ERRAEE DB M s . (R, TR
B I], U DL B SO B W T R, AR SO B S A v
THRACHE ZE SRR THE b TR s
JriE, ARVFFRENELL N hRE: OARFRRET LA
5TIRMWE SR, B 2P 5 w5 58 B it
H A i, @ T R R AR T B T b R A 3
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17 R N & A 1 i R SRR
24 BENEBEGFEIBTIER

A TTIE ST X T B A, AN AN 4R 21 45
FEAHE . RO EXT T 0T KA T T R R it
T DTN B W b RIS T B, e
S X T @ AT o B9 A 3P (Aryee, Chen, Sun, &
Debrah, 2007; House & Aditya, 1997), [H1tt, AuEdE
Wr, 400 XA S22 ) B T X 40 S I 2 S 3 SR Y
BHEZ—,

BT E SR SZ B R SCk s, Bz
A& LR E, XA MBS thA I e, 8 T
WO REES A2 o T @ X b w) E AR X A 25 R
M, TS T B R 2 n e, I, K
122 B RN B A Y45 (authoritarian leadership) 2
Hp ] B A7 AR B —FP AR S b ARIBRAE
(Tsui, Wang, Xin, Zhang, & Fu, 2004)7E X} H E A9
CEO 1T )5, K BB S 7E o B & w0
B4 S Xz —o B MR (Farh & Cheng,
2000) 45 2k A Y 80T 48 A 5K K 5K 4 (paternalistic
leadership) ) =4k 2 — FEBLSCAE TR, FRATTH
2 R SR A IS e, TAEDRZEIE
HCWIE . B4, ST R RIS RO S
aZa, oo LIRS T R A2 e S
I A B 52 235 A 1] T IA A RO €51 X6 T B T Y
Al A AR /E (A : Zhang, Tsui, &
Wang, 2011). SR, FRATEIN D AL &S AT HE S 7E
S RHAT R RIS T 8 iR 5 e v IE (A
IR o S5 —, BRSOy AT DA i &5 6f
TR T, tan, A WFFE R Y A S 5
2545143 (benevolent leadership)[r] B/ F i (Cheng et
al., 2004), {2 FIBIT K WL, B
T LU 2T X T E A E R RCR . S Ah,
WF 5% 38 & B g B4 5 AT DA i Ak 4605 i ik A
(competence) ¥ &t T- 1Y 5% Wi R 2R (Chou, Cheng, &
Jen, 2005). PAMEIEHE, XAERIZSIE IR n] LIV T
TR BN TE MR IXT 51 TR EE % 2] 152 | ol
UL, BT ] DL s AL X T R AME AL
SEM ., MR BTSSR ST I SPL, SR e H
B3 Ty, BB, BT HIA L] g A 6 1Y T AR
FEAL, JUHOEL A G B AR A3 1) o AR A 55
(Cheng, Chou, & Farh, 2000)ff AL 4552 L Ay
B, AR B TR B . SRR, — &
1) SR 5 3 BH gl B8 G0 S 1 S RE 8 A5 2 T Jm T
Z S HF AT FUEEL (AN . Cheng et al., 2004; Farh,

Cheng, Chou, & Chu, 2006), [Flff, AAMTxF—4 K
PEM AN, JeE T XEHAT A RIS (Albert &
Horowitz, 2009). tt, B 40 5 i ik i 3 T
Xf H B BRI LR], B T JE R T RO TR AT
R B PR A, DT B T BB R N TE S AL, B
JEA TR 51 3 A LA A AU ) SR, S S LR A A
NIES, NITREEZ FEAERE T . sy
SRR, BRI | ) B A O AR T
(Bandura, 1977). ‘EA BT aISCUT 23] i g8 2]
AR 78 O Ha b2 > B AT R 5 —
Ty 1, JERALRAE A SUh R I S U H R AE
H ] R R A D BE R Y B R A B F AR B T
TV AT, $ R R BT SR R A A A A
ez MAA], B AU R M. Bz, BAR
JEAN R 455 i S X B T B T AR T VR A
EP I Pt N N DO KT I P UL 2= SBIBE EIERY N
e T, B R LOE 5 55 51 T2 ) 4 S
T BA B, RIERFER . FRATIA R B
14 405y =T LA e 1 e 0 T 1 R A B T
AW 51, M BT B3 T AT S A ) v T A e PR
ks . B, AR — TR

BRI 3: ARG XS T AT TAER
PUXS T J A3 7 04 5 i b e v 1 1) E 1 A
25 MS—ARAXBXANFATHIER

bR T80F 148, 55— LT R sl A
AN A A B 52 PR 3RO S — AR B A R OC R
(Leader- member Exchange Relationship), LMX j&
95 F JE A H R i () B 2L 38 JH (Tierney et al.,
1999), Kitt, FATHIE LMX 750 A5 7 A%t T
Ja& s e v LR R VR L I 4 RS R TR
e X S5 A B AT o WS 2 ) A R A R R SR
SN RS9k R BIE T A TR ?
SRV, JEEAETE LMX 8 A 5 5 40 S8 T 0
I = FH L HAEHWE?

ZEARFXT T LMX X T 5t T A8 7 8 B 52
FEARE Bkl T 3 (Pellegrini & Scandura, 2006;
Scott & Bruce, 1994; Tierney et al., 1999), ¥4, 545
TR RAFHY 51 T A5 3 T 24 AT SR AE B,
AT B 209 F AT S, DL I )8 (Graen
& Cashman, 1975), HIK, ffi1< BB E Z 0 i
AT TR BTRAR B B Hh 2SRRI RE4(UF (Scott & Bruce,
1994), P, AbATTHCT 91 FLAR T B KU 2249l e i)
BUY3HT 7% (Liden & Graen, 1980),

Hk, stuges20msE, BARE LMX 15
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A AT BE AR B B2 ) BRIHT 1B RE SRS
— 7T, SRR, S TS TART
AEZHINIE, T2 A & A g2 ] G
BHAT . S —T5iH, HOFRARIEN R TN
AEZ WYL AT, AT 2 W2 > 1Y
Ao TRIAE, A0S SR A A AT i AR R B 22 1 B
BB . AR, JIRSE S 40 5 R BRIL Y 51 T
i R BT T 2 IR R B A R, AR
R R AT L AR D 5

BJE, mBE R LMX AT RASR Ak EA 46 S x) T
Mg T B BIRCR . — T T, BB 52 1 )
T LMX S A A 5 B U R R4
KARMAR, T2 T 52 BN R A AT 1 818
T AT AR B & TAE D U4 5, A4
THHAE TAR P RIRNE S o 53 —Jrm, SO RFEE
Jiite LMX ) B3 T8 5 45 32 400 04 L, 2k T s
HAR A —Fh A E I IE 42 (“a father figure”), FEIM
Z R Z2 0 [ 22 R IEAN R B, SR A7
V5 ok gE ML A, R AR B A BT R TR
(Pellegrini & Scandura, 2006), Graen Fl Uhl-Bien
(1995)45 H T2 PUIRLE i LMX 51 T AYFFIR 2
Ko Han: AT ERENTAERE, B4Rk
L, AT 2R SIS X SRR i
FRABATEMERE . A5 . B EREX H & AR,
A BT AT QR B P AR T, A B T AT
>J B 59 BB £ BE 5 A N T AR 4 (Liu et al,
2011; Shalley et al., 2004), HASZE DL 53 HT,
FEATAT LA S B A R 0 3 5 B T A Y
KE MR AR RO VE D, T LMX DU 3 5 A PR oG
FORFEAETERA R . IX I IR BAN S R AL
IR FR o LMX AT LAyl 555 i S 40T 44 ) 75 THT 140
SN, A S W s AL T 5 TR ) shl. IR,

FRATTHEI X = XF T 5t TR A7 5 28 HAE
Mo g bprik, TG DIT R,

BRI 4a: ARG T | ST 0 SR 5
SR RHPE TAERIX T 0 TRl e s —
Y2 HAE BRI o 558 405 A 28 3 0C & FIG
JA R R T 7 A L, 7 R 0 B 1 S 4 5 R
ARG B T, SRR TAERIS 5
TR AN ) Y TE ] 5C R B 5 B (4a) .

JERTFSE R, B LMX 44 5K LMX 4 i T
XF S W, 2 ACHS AN TR Y R R (A
Scandura & Graen, 1984), gt id LMX B & KT
RESS 2 M ST S AR T ) o B4, J& 5 AT BEXS
TARLMX 4, iR 4a FEA AL YE?

Scandura 1 Graen (1984)TEWFFE A B, 1AL
PR R LMX B 5 T 45 5 52 314005 01 ) 52
M, BTk, FATAHIR LMX 409 51 TR Bl
RUSHS 1 52 0 ] RE s T INEUR . R INET AT IR, &
LMX 1Y 51 T ] DL 3 T Z2 i 55 I 5 IA AT, DA 55
A S Y 5T B T AR R, TR LMX (Y 5% T 0045
AR PR, 45 5 18z 2 B iz 75 X T
AN3E TR o AR LMX B9 51 T — e 2 2 5 19 Pl
SR, AT G B A R B8 ¢ &R (Graen &
Uhl-Bien, 1995), 7£ 51 T AEAES5 A0 40318
T, AN SR A A BT SR g A AT, BT 2
AAATT 3 SO0 B, T 2 M B T B
SR UL ), AT e A i sh ML 5 1T
Ho WU, EARGUEX TR LMX 0 T
2 ) B BEVE AR LMX 19 52 T 235610 7= A= 2 1)
MR o AHEEZ T, A0SR SR TR AR Y JE A R 8
X, HAEDTH LMX 5 T2 3 [ B E, 5
TS H R 2] 42 5 EEes, AT
g 2], B, B Mo DL (B

B R AR

GG B EISF

G AT

b1 i

TR

7

.

ALETNAE S

K1 B s il



10 44 WERN A Jed e, KRR SR BT TSR B R R A i ) i 1153

BRI 4b: WAURIGNS: | SR M OISR KR 5O
SRR E TARR BT T 5 TR RE A e =
S HAR BRI o 5540 A B S e R M
A ST AE FAR L, 7R bl b1 340 ¢ AR AT
AU R BT T, AT B REE TAER LS R
TR BN 7 B IE 1) 56 ZR 5 2 (4b)

3 WFIE—: GSFRRIETTE TAERM
5 sl )

31 HAREEWRELRE

3N 3 A S B REAS TSR BN . AR
K 7 19 He [6] 75 15l 2% (common method biases),
FATINGUF AT T8 P R IEISEE B . F 8 815 451
FANEME TAERI . NAESIHLRB R S 7] 4
AT T JE A AT A o — 31 120 X4
S—TFE & T s, Hrh 96 X 32 [ &% h) 4,
B % 80%, Hih i 30 A, TJ& 96 A, It
R 1:3.2, TEREAS 1, 30.2% 98 HAT 22 244
28. 1% B B A 270 4.2% Bl A 1+
AL 14.6% R B A AR LT SCHE(22.9% 1 6t
PAl) o BRI N 26.8 %, SF3H TAER
B K 3.8 4F . X LB UL M & . HEARPAEE—
AR AN DL B R R B O R LRI S AR
JEZ B RE A — LR, AR EE
BLUL—XF e — T @ s sy, BT A 2
M ESICR, B, RATEA LSS L LB AR
TIE MR, iR AT R T ]S AT Sy b X A [
TIEHET I
32 MEF*

H T WE 5 B R ER 43 1) 4 34 1 B ] Ah nig st
&, PIUTESE FHZ 0T, X nlE d 0y BT A 2% B &Rk T
T [A1 3 ) 3 #8 (back  translation) (Brislin, 1979, p.
431), HARHLUE, B—2 B SUERE ) BB 58 5 4
FIA 1 In) 4 2% B R S, R o — A5
BRI TP SCIR) A LR LS SC . FE R R R
— LTy, 4 B A S AR — IR
WHE . 738, A T ARIEA S 1Y SO IE P R T i
P, ATHEAT TLUF 3 NP BAIEL, 58—, 3R]
WIE 1 AT SRS A B2 BT T 0 45
(4 H SCUAS IS SCMUAS HEAT T R 3 o 55 =, FRAT 13
W7 £ 5 )G A 400 4 A IR I R A
TBMRBRSHMEHEHIRNE RT3 &
Ja, 14 83T 5 4, T8 9 )M nEHITT

T, B AT AR S ) 4 B 8 SRSz R,
Z, FEEASEY, AT —LmEKEH#HITT
R, B Ja AR R T A W N4 4% B AR GE 18 9k
aneiifiie

THEGIE D HMZAETF5R (A0 Liu et al,
2011; Zhou, 2003, Shin & Zhou, 2007), T& {14 i%4i
Tt A TR TARQDE AT R, XOR TARR
BB 5E o L7 B £ (Liu et al., 2011; Tierney et al.,
1999; Zhou & George, 2001), T SF&W 5 TE
FEfil, XTI T A%, Bl AT R PEAN A XS 2
WL 4G 25 B9 (Zhou, 2003) . % #R K ik [l Zhou Fi
George (2001)fr4wifil B9 813E 71 R4, ZBIEH) Z
WG MBI H, W X4 TIRaeg it b m
TR HR . FEAN S, #3R1Y Cronbach o
4091,

FESWEIFHEIERI: IR Zhou
(2003)FF ¢ 4y et & 25K 1 T T 451 5 () ) A vk AR
R, ZimRAHEE 6 MWH. SEuRE, Bl
i, WA A H, . “FRAH F R L FlE A
1) 5 R BR 28 R T TAE B[R] 8, P TEA I b,
1 ¢ i Cronbach a & 0.86,

BUFRENHL: L Tierney %5 (1999) 8 AT shlL ]
B, WA SAH, WRIZKH, . <FRE it sl
AW i B  CTEARME S, 53R 1Y Cronbach o
4 0.86,

TR S R O 45 22 5 X0 i TANE 18y
M (4n, Shalley et al., 2004; Vallerand et al., 2003),
A RS TIRNER . M. #HEKT
33 HEHH

BATRHZEZ R AR, B EHARE
filAs g, Hyoe FEpmE e, e hhila, #
BRI 4 DSBS,

34 #HR

R 1 WORW S IE bR AEZ, DL A AR e (]
A E IR o ST BH RIS TR ) Ak
EA (= 0.261, p<0.01), R¥E 1 15 FHE,

TR 2 P ES R R SR T 1, 9T
SR BIH P AR R BN 51 TR0 ) A bR oE [T 9 5
OB 2.3 (5=0.26, p=0.012). TEBIR 3 XFrpfrfE
FH AR 5, N AR B ALY IRl I3 &R %L (B=0.46,
p<0.001), FRHNTENPLIES SOH M TI/ERAZ
e 7% TR 3 ) ik B v B AR, ik 2 153
T HIIE,
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F1 WAL, FENSTEMNHEIXR
A i M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 151 0.38 0.49 -
2 AR 26.83 3.49 -0.25" -
3HERE 3.26 0.89 -0.13 0.28" -
4 U R I 5.31 1.10 0.05 0.09 -0.04 -
5.NTEBAL 5.48 1.04 0.01 0.35 0.26* 0.37%* -
6.1 T A ) 4.90 1.20 0.25" 0.01 -0.01 0.26" 0.48%* -
e *p<0.05, **p<0.01, SR
Fz2 PAYEEARFER
_— LT — R AR =
B t B T B t
AR
LR 0.05 0.46 0.04 0.37 0.07 0.68
ezl 0.33%* 2.91 0.32%* 2.91 0.29%* 2.90
HERE— -0.16 -0.68 -0.16 -0.70 -0.29 -1.39
HERE -0.23 -0.69 -0.16 -0.48 -0.45 -1.47
HERE= -0.14 -0.36 -0.13 -0.34 -0.47 -1.38
HEREN -0.21 -0.97 -0.17 -0.80 -0.33 -1.72
AR2 0.09
IR
AR 0.26% 2.54
AR2 0.06*
AU ;
G R 0.08 0.79
WTESIHL 0.46%** 4.73
AR2 0.17%%*
Bk R? 0.09 0.16 0.33
BiEF 1.55 2.33% 5.34%%%

e *p<0.05, ¥¥p<0.01,%** p<0.001 (RUBK )
35 itit

W —3RW, SIS IE T TR Z, H
DT AN Ty R, IO e TR — . TR
ma AR, NTESHALE 2] T A RVE R, SR TR
W20 DUTAEXS VPRI T N RS R b, AT
G AE S > HAH R J7 ke R, 1 B E B 2 N
TESIHL R Z Tk, T @ AT EE SR U8 1R
GUF—FERA QIR R SR 51 T, X421, 52
I — 2822 35 1 BRS 1 IR FN PN & A — 21 (Amabile,
1996; Shalley et al., 2004),

SR, IR HLVE B 2 AR, TEOT
()BT I A 3R B e % A 3 ) 4 T A AR
WIRAFAE R R Z BE R I X 5 SC R T 58 =
WL, fEAR ST, 0TS TAER

YA S BOREAF B o H, AR AEAS 4R 5 — st
A I R R, IR LLE #5305, KA 8
TR TAETAEPRIE BRI, itt, FATEH T
WF9E =, LR SR XT3 TS T 1
Wiy, I E— L SRR AT AR B

4 WFFE L ARSI S LMX 1Y 1

41 HAREIEWE IR

TERFFE o, FATE T 21 DA —p
] il Bt W e AT R ST BT
W AFRER . IFRPLRSE . B &l PESEHL
Fy o FRATTEE T 202 X <G —TFJE S 1T AU
2, Horb 194 X5 (96%) & 1A R I 2 it o A 2%
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BeAH, 415 50 A, T8 194 A, HHIZ2 1:3.8,
FEPTA A, 43.86%F =247, 28.17%4A
W22, 9% A 12200 LA 18% A AR T SCHE;
49% KL, 51% R T, B BFER R 27 %
I TAEAERR S 4.6 4

WAFgE—, FRATHL T AT i P Sk il A
i, TIRIYS LMX 53R . BIFaeis k. O
FRUBE TAERI . AR BB T R Xt
AR SR B B 2 1 N e B R A B B [ - | B R
ik SN R o S A B N R PN R S E DN
vE . TR 5 Z M il 5 B AR, T e
A0 I b ] R AR AT A RN AT — R D 3 e O R
1TV o
42 ME

T4 B30 H 2R Likert 8B 8B 3%, 7 253147,
MIEAEFE A E) R 73R &) FATHIIR—h
1) 2t e ke i AR 3 g RN A S B AR PR AR R
B, H Cronbach a 4350 0.95 1 0.91,

BB S FRATARAEAAA 555 A\ (Cheng et al.,
2000) I % B K XG0T 1 A R T o R
ZmRALE 9K H, Bl <Ry A SRR E 4
ARMALRIE S o "TEARTTH, @ FH) Cronbach o
4 0.74,

FE—HMRAXHAFR: KATKA Liden, Wayne
1 Stilwell (1993)Z il /) LMX 38, 45 7 05 H .
A RPN TG ZHIHE LMX &R
Gerstner & Day, 1997; Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995),
RE s E A, <R LR T RIRAE TAE LAY n) &
MTFE, " 5T —F, AT &S —1 5 H
“NRELIEENIR G ST KRR B T Likert 28U
[ (TR 5 T Y O RABGF ). TEAHISE H, SR
Cronbach o 24 0.89,

TR E . R D g5 2 5 X0 5 T Al
RS2 (41, Shalley et al., 2004; Vallerand et al.,
2003), G RAHSEE TIEMER . N BHE
FREE . T Z AT A S oY, FRATHR S
BHAANIE ) B IRBBENATEN o

415 15 B (Supervisor close monitoring): Hi T4

S B BT R A i g 3 AR R 3 (Zhou,
2003; George & Zhou, 2001), X it Hiths ] GE R m 3k
IR . BT LA, FRATAIFSE S0 S W B O T fiff i A Y
SR L T2 ) S R A RS o R W R SR
FHIJE George Al Zhou (2001)HF & I, 35 6
ATH . FATESR T EFs H O T B A,

RIS H, . <FRA B feas 213 1Y b e SRR
BEIRK. "TEADE T, R Cronbach o 24 0.87.

B FT B B # 3 BE B (Creative Self-efficacy): K
2R ST A5 R R VIR ) A AR AL TR
1& JJAH X (Tierney & Farmer, 2002), H &AL HE R A
XPat s S AR KBS0 o SR, 78 S HT a5,
XILFRATA St 2 iTie . B, g & e
il 28 g X5 AN ) IR ALCRE 09 I R Y 2
Tierney Al Farmer (2002)H & wE3R, ©IE 3 W
H. BRI &EHW . “ReHIRE TSR
Mk, TEARMGH, #3RMY Cronbach a iy 0.87,
43 HIESH

WFsE—, AR Z EIZ G AR5 R %,
BRI AR RO R, HUOR E R AR
e h ZEHAZ BEAERI, 128 A B AE I Z 01,
AT Fou i) A 8 RN E AR AT T ok
4.4 R

e, FRATTE AT — R I EE M T BT ke A 5
GUF RN E TAERM , 97— RS R .
AR S5 I T AR A3 ) A e T2 X R BE .
TR R R E PE, W R S B B R A Y
SR, ARG X, — ST AR 5 AT T AT AL AL 3 (West,
Finch, & Curran, 1995), ¥4 LISREL 8.70 [ 55iiF
PERZR T8 /R W], 5 HAMTEABAA L, /15
4 R PRI RIRTHT P TAERBE 40—l 2 58
PG R . AU AT S A TAEBE )5 8 4 R
LA BE B (xXdf = 1.54, GF1 = 0.93, NFI = 0.97, IFI
=0.99, NNFI = 0.98, CFA = 0.99, RMSEA = 0.05),
Z L3 3,

& 4 SIS E AR 22 DL R T A O T L R] Y A
KR, FFREEERILS B T A8 S i EA
KKAR(r=10.30, p<0.0001). fBis 1 735 550E

AR Z & mH kA s 3 Ak 4.
Hd BT SE —AAIR] . AEZAE T, RATEAHY
H FRAL RSN S W B A s il S B AT R

M S WTLUE H, SRR TAE R A brifE
mH RO 5 T Al A BEREmGE 2 ) (8=
0.28, p = 0.002), 7EXF 1 T-HIBIE 1, 4Sa1HET
A 2 PRI AN Y 9T 2 W) A W 3 i A8 BB (56 3
) o 3 —25 1) T B AN A 56 (simple slope test)Z2 FH -
e B R 5T A AT Ja A 78 41 2 X6 A0 1) 9
TR YA R, v RO A0 A X T A R 4
X FERON A SR B AE (B = 0.06, p<0.01; B =
0.43, p<0.01),
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B

2 45 &

»2,
2

Hi4E Aiken Fll West (1991)AEIY, Fefi14: =
A RS 36 P 22 (B 28 BN o DAL 2 AT L
FH, 523G SEAN R TA L, 5225
o ARG 1) B T T A R e B . L, AT LA
ot R R 5 A 40T ) B M TR SR B R T
() A A 3 g 1 5 e RS 25 R VR, (R 2 15
Sl Tato

YR 4 TR . 26 1 28, FRATE 4w A &
AR 55 228, A F B 5w R 3R (A
FRAE M TAERBL . B S LMX); 4 3
H, AR B S8 BN 55 4 2, A=
HACHAN I, NFR 5 1, FRATAT LUK I = m 22 B
ON I B.(B = -0.25, p = 0.038) . HR¥E Aiken Fl West
(1991) g g3, FATT i — 25 HE AT ] 31 R R 4G 536
(simple slope test), %553 B I A Y €515 1Y 19 20
o, SR BT TAE R PR T B TR ) AR
FHA BRI (B = -0.28, p<0.01; B = 0.49, p<
0.01). 1= BBURISH S RGP L rh, FE 5500 A5 i 45 55
(B = 0.19, p<0.01; B = 0.04, ns), Hr A &
LMX 4, FRNARE N T HIEWHE R =&

M HAE, FRATF EACELSH S/ LMX | 45 B
1 ANbRAEZE, TR o3 2 RIR A2, 2 1 43 J31) i
ZHAEAE .

ME 3 FE 4 v, RATATDIEMT R E W, T
HA® RSN LMX MR T, SUFRaHE T/EE
PRI v 1) B 4 1) B2 A A B A
R, RIS 3 SRR, X A KR
I LMX B 5T, G050 TAE R Bk
(1) JE A TR 450 3 18 52 A 2 R HA 3 A T K R
M, PR S 4 15 2050 IE

5 Sifie

51 MREMENH

FATI BT 2 ) T B S A 36 A 2 A AIF 58 B R
WGk, BIATE S, FRATE W E B —LL 780 21
I 5T ] TR EORCRS f 451 TTR SE A
FEHP RGN T 5N 8 Z B AF AR U 1Y 5.3 6 &
(Gerstner & Day, 1997; Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995), 73
Ab, AT T Zhou (2003)1 [|1 )37, il 7F S 25
Hh I I IF 5 35T 5 6T 5 e 51 TR 3 ) A

x3 WIEMERSER

Models $ df xdf GFI NF I IF I NNFI CFI RMSEA
P PR FE AR A 90.93 59 1.54 0.93 0.97 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.05
R ] 355.83 62 5.74 0.77 0.87 0.89 0.86 0.89 0.16
SZHEAA 2 415.34 62 6.70 0.75 0.84 0.86 0.83 0.87 0.17
SRR 3 414.06 62 6.68 0.76 0.84 0.86 0.83 0.86 0.17
XL D] 2 AR 1110.56 64 17.35 0.37 0.58 0.60 0.50 0.59 0.42
FA DK AT 1218.21 65 18.74 0.44 0.54 0.55 0.46 0.55 0.35

T SRR 1. SSRGS B SRS M — R, SRR 2. S r R S BB SR R — A

FE; ZFEEER 3. RO E R R IR 0 T TARQIE & M — R E, WRREEE . R QR A R |

5 PRSI T AR

x4 WARMFEIT, FEMZITEZEMHEXXE

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
15 0.47 0.50 -
215 28.05 5.71 -0.08 -
3.CS 4.93 1.13 -0.01 -0.01 -
AHERE 4.33 1.25 0.02 -0.09 0.05 -
5.SCM 3.57 1.28 -1.50" 0.07 -0.01 0.07 -
6.LCP 5.10 1.10 0.14 -0.15" 0.34" 0.00 -0.18" -
7.AL 3.54 1.35 —-0.18" 0.03 0.09 -0.02 0.85" -0.15 -
8.WC 4.91 1.05 -0.13 -0.06 0.15 0.02 -0.07 0.26" -0.01 -
9.LMX 5.14 1.12 0.08 -0.12 0.43™  -0.06 -0.20" 0.77" -0.20" 0.27" -

. CS: A A FRALAR R, SCM: & Wi ; LCP:

p<0.05, ** p<0.01

A AT R AL:

RIS S WC: B TANE 77; LMX: SiS-J i S e & *
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x5 RITECENMZ TEAEASRER
- Step 1: il A8 & Step 2: R Step 3: JETTRLN Stepd: =T A H. LN
A
B t B t B t B t
AR
ezl -0.03 -0.37 -0.07 -0.78 -0.07 -0.81 -0.06 -0.69
o -0.16" -1.82 -0.12 -1.39 —0.11 -1.31 -0.13 -1.58
HEBRE 1 0.33 1.13 0.27 0.96 0.24 0.87 0.26 0.93
HERE 2 0.53 1.43 0.49 1.34 0.47 1.32 0.53 1.49
HERE 3 0.38 1.10 0.38 1.14 0.38 1.15 0.45 1.40
HERE 4 0.27 1.28 0.26 1.28 0.27 1.35 0.28 1.39
BT B TR A% AR 0.19% 2.27 0.08 0.96 0.09 1.00 0.05 0.55
A0 W -0.11 —-1.34 -0.29" -1.86 —-0.29% -1.91 —0.31% -1.99
AR? 0.117
FER
SRR 0.28%* 3.17 0.25%% 2.92 0.09 0.71
J AN T 451 0.24 1.54 0.21 1.35 0.33* 2.01
K Al S E 0.16 1.14
AR? 0.02
A5 S B0 39 FH< Jak
T AUBERR 0.18% 2.25 ~0.02 ~0.15
LT 451
A5 B) Br BH <4
FoR R A R
AT 40 45T -
B fi%xug’t 0.25" 1.74
i 53 A8
ST BT R = 4
- B 53 3 4 < AN —0.25% -2.10
T4
AR? 0.03* 0.04*
R? 0.11 0.18 0.21 0.27
F 1.96" 2.82%%* 31155 3.01 %%
s +p<0.1, #p<0.05, **p<0.01, *** p<0.001, B 1
0.8 ———— A Y 4 S AR PR T LMX
’ — — — AU T AU 1 === AR e LMX
0.6 /// g.g- [ —
= 0.4 ,// 0:4_
-~
. - = 020
0 Pl S_02} I >.
// 0.4} \H\\
0.2} [ — ~0.6} S
S
04 —0_?: \"‘-.
1 2
: . . ST TR
I T fes T BV LI
2 SRR TR S AR A R A T B3 LMXRELE, G AU TR SRR

il A S A XS 51 T A ) Y 58 5 R



1158 i Bt}

EE ¢

45 &

------ BRI FIELMX
0.20 - — - fIEAUR S FALMX
0.1}
0 AN z
= 01 h
£ 02} o
& 3] o
04 -
0.5} e

—0.6L

Y RLHE AR
K4 IR LMXAEOLT, 0S8 T AR LA A 2l 45
S U X B3 T A 3 ) B9 58 LR

(model) Y o A EE G AL LIV ERIE, JlA Y
G FHEIS K LMX BE, SRS AE T AR
rh R RIT E 2R B TR e R ) 4R T A9 5 e 2K
N7 SR BILI DA R AR ik AR i i R AR BT,
B FRIE H R, FoAT— 2 — 20 iR b MR
AHE T 0 45 TG0 R T BRI B 5T 340 2 45 3 ST e R
A —ER R K&,

B, AW — R SE 5T (field study)fY
D7 PR T B A3 X R B A i 1 rY AR
Wz, 5 79T IR DL A G e . B —,
A 5 3 2ok 78 B S5 2 ZUIE Beorb 56 E AR 45 20
(Modeling Effect)X i1 T3 71 i FRARAE H, )@
T 4t 424 2] Bl (Social Learning Theory) o M 44t 2
NS, AR g2 2] A AR b AT B B Y
B3k JJ(Bandura, 1977, 1986). #ATii, RHB4> S UEMF
FEUEHR AR B TS0 S0 g, 9 = MR AF7E—
FE MY SR BRPE, B SRR iy HL TR B S0 S5
AT, SRZAMERUE . Pk, AR E A B
FEHYA fa 40 FE S IR . HOR, B Sy pE SR
X — R A Bl T FATT T G b 3L A S0 X O T 2
Wil F) o 5 LIRS0 OG0 m SR A T 4 1 48 B
SR, TEAHE ST BAER T ST 3 A B () TAER I
(BRI : B J7 2R B)X A Ja8 Y B2 MV AE A 52 el
T X 52 i £ 22 2 70 S0 AT J& R A 5408 1Y 1
BURRAE, Pk, W IRZF A . BRI,
DU AT DU A W (o 2R B T 2R ) H 4
SRR AT A, A A B R 15 B 4
o X—RIMN T — DS IR, w1
BAQLE S W E S B, ST EE R —
MEFERITETEAE T . SR MER 2220, IFAS 2 i
MERMD, WL —RINMFEEMENEA . 2
N A WAOE R R RE 5, Il Hab 4%
BRI NTESI L. AT R 2 i T INTE

SIHLAE R . 45 SRR NAE S HLLE B T XT3 1 A
TS 2] By AR R A TR RUVE I . R U
AT B P e B SE T B T AE N TESIFL, A
e 7 A . X 5RNTZ AT SR —2
1o SeRipE R4S — AL NTE SIALE VR IR EE A 3%t
BT B3 B H A A8 B (Amabile, 1996), {H 2 S2iiF
WEFE 45 R HAF B A — BN AR 4518 (W0 : Shin &
Zhou, 2003; Shalley & Perry-Smith, 2001), —&b2%
FA KR X — R AT RE(A . Shalley et al.,
2004), {H2EARFXTWIFEAIE R —BONE L. A
WER T AR, R NAESHHLT Th A1 44t T 52
UE S HF o

] T G s AR IR A 36 A A A X A
TRTERCRIE? Bk 2 AR 3 I T XA )8, 25
RRW . BIAORT B Q3 ) S 5L T
A BITE ) Z ) B AR OC F A TE Il 38 5 VR o ok
SRV, BRI 7 0T TR 74 R A
RIS, HT @R iR . XA LT E&
Ak GIATH LR ARIE R, PR AR 455 K
2 B0 N 2 R A AUR B T A T RS ) 1
(Cheng et al., 2004; Farh & Cheng, 2000; Zhang et
al., 2011). 44K, FRATIFASIE B SO BURAL T %5 21
LU, FRATTATE SR AR B R 4 KUk 23 X6
HF R AEAFIRFZ M o FoATTK HLIE B A9 2 76 R
GRS, ARG WA KB EN . —J7
T, SRS €50 AU Il 2l R I IR A 2, B
VT SRR UE ] 13X — s AR, 22, WA
F1, 2012; Aycan et al., 2000; Chiang, 2012), A4
IR 58 4 1Y 2 F A D T A X A A
Aycan (2006) DX 43 T ik 40 FUE A 40T, il FE 8
TR AT B TR EE AR, 2R B T A
o Xt i DORI B, DA SRR G A )5 i JE AN 2 4 5 7 5
VR4S ) S R Y TR B, 56 VE T R R AR A,
T A T T 2 R A, ] UL, A A R =
T A AR — T BERGIN T TN R A IA
A 2, HAA S IR AOR, 25
THX BRG] 1o e andgX Al i 25 st gk K
THH S ERB AR RHAER . 33X — s N FE BT
AR, s I T A T RN HG AT BA R 51 Y S £
B3 7 — A I A R 2R T A S AN 3 ) R
FEAC B KA 455, BRI IR TR0
TS 7, i A s g <= R Ep il . oy — 7 T,
FEFE AL S, BT R Y 3RS e g 23 T N 28
o EA SR T AU BE B Y 4 45 (Hofstede,
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1980), MATEYE A7 EAR He e e 3. A TP O Bt
T, w7 A A, A Sk R [ [
A 45 G4 22 —(Tsui et al., 2004), Aycan Z5£(2000)
MR R . AIXTTF LGS, fHE ., s kEE,
B Y B T8 BB A2 5K a8 3 XU o Farh 45(2006)
WFGE & IR . AL G SO Ak T LIS 55 s A 4005 X T4
WS R, Fit, R ECeT R T, 5
T 1) R 800 2 BAS 25 T Bk, 4005 190 )
PERR S AT B IR0, B2, ARA
Bl 0 05 OB R G A S R4, E s AT
TR A0 T 2 AL R, S B TR 3 A A
TGRSRy — e [ A7 A R 405 AU, T B AR AE
(VB FE RS I, LF, AL 40T g I U A
SR R TR Lk 0 AT LA S 0 198 2 BT A AE 1
AR (. Meade, 1970),

i, AT LMX 98 A BB ATT% 75 Fl ok,
R 50400 3 AR g L RO A R R LMX — AN
RIS 0 T AN s, W ETY, 4
FEHH, AT A B A A S i R EE T,
TH N LMX AR LMX A R T
AR B s o BRI, X LMX YR T, 4
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Abstract

Since individual creativity is the building block for organizational innovation, there is a heightened level of
interest in individual creativity. With many influencing factors, special attention has been devoted to a leader’s
impact on followers’ creativity. Drawing on social cognitive theory, the study focused on the influence of the
leader’s creativity on the employees’ creativity in organizational settings, and further incorporated Leader
Member Exchange Relationship (LMX) and authoritarian leadership as situational factors to tap their interaction
effects on employees’ creativity.

We conducted two studies using two different samples of leader-subordinate dyads in China to test our
assumptions. Data in study 1 were collected from three Chinese organizations including a college, a hospital and
a public institution. A total of 120 employees and their leaders participated in the survey and 96 (80%) pairs of
leader-member dyads provided usable responses. The result of Study 1 demonstrated that the presence of the
leader’s creativity was associated with the employees’ creativity and intrinsic motivation was a mediator
between the two constructs. The data in Study 2 was collected from 21 Chinese companies of various sizes in the
industries of construction design, electronics, information technology, networking, software and consulting. All
202 leader-member dyads were invited to participate in the survey, and 194 pairs (96%) provided usable
responses.

The findings showed: (1) the presence of the leader’s creativity had a positive association with the
employees’ creativity; (2) authoritarian leadership positively moderated this relation; (3) LMX interacted with
the joint condition to affect employees’ creativity — more specifically, the effect of the leader’s creativity on the
employees was stronger when both LMX and authoritarian leadership were high than when LMX was high and
authoritarian leadership was low; the effect of the leader’s creativity on the employees was stronger when both
LMX and authoritarian leadership were low than when LMX was low and authoritarian leadership was high.

Different from other studies’ focusing on the leader’s management activity, we demonstrated the implicit
and potential influence of the leader’s creative performance at work on the followers as well as the influences of
some context variables. By doing this, we expect to enrich the social learning theory and leadership literatures.
By discussing the interaction effects, some straightforward fashions were challenged. At the end of the paper, the
limitations and the future directions were discussed.

Key words Creativity; LMX; Authoritarian Leadership; Social Learning Theory



