(LEZFR) FRELSEERN

BH . NPT IRE 2 SR AMRAR 7 01 5 B A AT AT AT N R R
YE#: XIGENS 2RI sKAZE B T

E—i
HRA1ER:
a5 B R R, SRR A SRR I — 7 HAE R 8] B2 ff T TAE-A ISRk R H
S50, B R AR TV 2 R R T A4 i Rk o R AT R i LA
EZ N, TAE-ZEWG Z A i — Dk . X (B30 70 TAE M 5 4 TAEH A 2 1A A L5
WS R R o BAEEE N BRI HRRFETFZANEW AL, 7FE T UAES Sk

UIRE
RSB 9 0 B2 A T 57 T 50 B SR 2 B T 0 5 O A R 2 4505 A R S 2 A 1
94 £1 T WA L (Day et al., 2009; DeRue & Ashford, 2010). SATTEZH i i 5 BE S
WA S H U, WA H AR AT CER R ST, TSR S % G A 7
(P6) MIIEIEIBHE, FIHE RIS BA AR R B4 . 3B L B AP 7RG HF 16
HE? I, AN T L SUATL S R 75 15 T A Al 58 R T 1 PR 2T 2 S L ST
SR PR 4 S BB PO ) CL (R A 7R A1 0 2 75 4 2 55 JE 5 L e
MO B . S AT B AR R RRE, IABFTORA MG 0 IR? 2 A
ER BB A SRR, A RRAR S0 B 6 2 I b TR SR B R T B R
[EIRE -
A R T R SR I B RL, K  B A T ARBTR RO B , R RRA E H R EA 5E

HHWE . BREN 1A AR LA @, FATE —[R1% .

I —: 5 BT F S -5 07 A ] 2

TR IZA o) AR A, AFRE R, AR A PR FRAT T B SRR A OC SR S B
B St BT LRG0, U 5% B - T AR S5 U 72 4 H ik, {H7E Hammond %5 A (2017)42 i #5
AU S AN R S 2/, AT B O R ST AR v T AR, 20220 7 e U R 2
P4 B A N R 520 . Hammond %5 A (2017) 15 404845 B 4\ [F) 38 2 R B9 F i vk 73X A
)R, ARSI ST SRt 1 BB AL

A3 Hammond 45 A (2017) /S0 5 R,  BARIRATERIRG i B0l IR, =

1



ARSI AR S A AT AE S A AT TR H A B U AT B A DA TR B e R — B o IR N ERATT I A
X BE A B R A0 B A N R A RO AT R85, DA RS e NS RO, Rt T SN
MRS, B, EX Rl RIVEERERMNERZ KNS AFERBVERE X
SCHIF ST 8 BRI E SR B U S S A R, 15 WS “1.2 B8 QU8 5 & O AR ER A8 7 )
(55 470,

Ho, RE\EBFRSATSHHANFEER, RETHNEMMETH X TAESERS KT 4A
RIF=AERm . BRI 22405 S O AR B8 3 B0 0 FTE AR b Al IR L &5 SRR J A
b, EAGH IR RAE TAEIS F24E% ). 1540 Blanchard (1999)/fi%, “You can be a leader as a
parent, spouse, friend, or citizen” (p.3), MAEK H A F WA R S n K4S, FF HIXLL 432 BAH
LI ) (Bataille & Vough, 2022). FEF i, Hammond £ A (2017)45 & 5 AT 0T 52 SCilik, #4405 5 4y
A EE Y R BB YUR A E S b, S T BSOS S A R R . BRI T, SRE H e
SR EAERL T, TR AR BB TAE (identity work)idfe, MR B HHA AL
Jiti CBPLAT A

HApARS, Zid FEaHE YA Bi(Hammond et al., 2017): 55—, JER. HESURR LR,
eGSR E S TAE, TR TS N FE M S . FOYNAER A FEN S L2 A LR
Wi FR) SIS K 22 F bR R GE, AT — N R 2L B FE A A 2 0 1 3 9 N ZE B b= A5, 51k HE
R, BUIR R SCROR S S, TS WD L8 AU (oM S B RS, BREREIRAT N 35—,
R, RIVATS: 50T 7T 2R R A 2 BT SR 1 5 B RN A A (R TR R IR R AN . MR
Az A EAEBAT A THRIE (unplanned) . 52K (major) Bk % 5 (challenging) R AL I, 525 5 5
AT FH R AEE A ARG RN AR AR, O T 5 03 15 S A R 2B FAR
b, BUAR B our T B 4y 1A R R FE R H SIS 4T 9 (Hammond et al., 2017; Sandberg & Tsoukas,
2015). ASCHHTF AR EEAE, IER A LRRHE, KR A 5 S B S R
A, =, S TAE. MR BORfere, SN RO R AT — BRIV 5 TAE, B
S B A7 A R AN SRR B AR IA A, AT SR S S N R R ARt BB 0U, X 9is &
fISEit, RINBARKSISAT N, EAKB T, MEAGFITNIEEG ST N &R
R, ZHERRY, SEENAAXEE4ELE5HSSHRRNERE, DRSS S0 R XK
BIEFR, FEHE 50H K E B A T B 3 R SR R RAT N B SR BB -

Hix, RESBFEMHRER, BEXRSHENRRNSHTE, BURAISATIMINE,
Al B RG4S & 4\ [F (Bataille & Vough, 2022; Hammond et al., 2017). 440 5% 5 In&E B4 S &4



g5 H O R PRI g, T O OB Dy RO ST 5K g AT R T BEURIN ST R AR K R
PERE 508 4503 B O B U, AT AR A 3 B 0 T B FRA B 22 4%, BV BRI 405 & 431\ [ (Bataille &
Vough, 2022). #HJ%, 24%153E EINE EGS S0 il ae ™ A2 2 AN SCIRIN, B8 AT RERE A 55
AR EE HARMA IR, WM &S S0 T 3 R EZEE, RS9 5 0L
(Bataille & Vough, 2022; Hammond et al., 2017).

REUEBEITIRCMAONSLE —BH . EBEFRORE WG, & H (spillover) Fl 575 %
(compensation)& BN E ZRIHL#] (Edwards & Rothbard, 2000; Ganster et al., 2022; Kando & Summers,
1971). Mo, v H R R TE PN 2 8] 7= A AR AL (Edwards & Rothbard, 2000). 78 A S 5% 1
i, BIAMALE ZCRE S [ 1) 5718 5B A 50 HLAE T AR ST 10 400 5 £ 4 D\ [R) R 28080 47 = AR A7

S, ATRRZ D RPN RO TR AN Fia A A 55— T SR 2 R AR AE —
AN AN 2, B $E AP T A (Edwards & Rothbard, 2000; Evans & Bartolomé 1986): H.—2#
AN CEFEOH BT B B 55— AT e ki SR Uk, ERZ R — DO E I,
BRI (8] 21— AN QUSRI R IR B A4, H 02 3 55— AU Ia K2 i, 5 REfs i 2
NBhr. 7 RFVEEN 2 7 (Edwards & Rothbard, 2000). 8 2 TAESE A B R 2L 5, AMAREGE ST
LA S R PR R, TR A K U AN 2 . FTBLE R, BB BANIEZIERE
Jill, S SN R B R . XN BRSO eSS, BMRE R b 2 P 7 A s, 8
S et AR 40 B AR, AR A A R AT, DR AR SR g 14 0, AT
PR “ORFMGRIE” RN

ZE L PTiE, AR S U AT B A A R B, A7 T 5 AR G T D % P DR Bk SR A R AL
i, B UREE I S 3N [F] o

HE=: [/ “GEXEFBFETFELIR, FEEMTEE FENEIT (BRI
), HERTFE G UG 128, HALREBRFTHINGTS, BB BUE?

JEH RS XA A, ARERAEE AT, B AT RIA ARG HE, R4 T IEH
WIERESE . s b, AV A A% O AR, S0 2R H AR AR 0 0 F0 AR 28 2 K&
THFEOUTHE B H B H TR, M AESS A0 R ERERFEMEEE, FE8eE E2 8T
T D TBUAE S5 B 3 i SR 1R IRV ARk il IS, el o PR AT A £ 47 WA [RD PR 77 R a2 W R ) B Y
#E(Bataille & Vough, 2022; Cunningham et al., 2022; Hagger et al., 2010). B4 FEEE, A2 1
XA, JREPAE X BRI, A ER I INE AR A, BN “1.3 R EE

e

FO ST HINE: ShEPE AR EIR TR B CGF 4-6 10,

w



HE=: HEGHGUNARESLIEFEIFIFEHR, RESEF L SR E 2
LAEBE AR U A ?

wnfEprid, SRBEHARIBEES TR AR, BEMNRARANEE. Wk i s, W
B A R A AR TS A R SCH SRR, SRR AR B AR B TS h 58S T 2R
Ay, BRI “BSEUE? 7 1A (Day et al., 2009). TAEREIRTEMARTERE . A BT 5
TARAES MSEHLTAE HARIIAE ST, IR “IRAEMUT 27 7 RO, e BT R A AR AE A
AT R B R AR, BB A A ? 7 1A (Fleeson, 2001; Huang & Ryan, 2011).
MFREENERE , T 5 0 AR AR E P e ik, 2 Bl 2 AR AU HL 8 g A A8 1 44 T A2 4
‘(Hammond et al., 2017); TAERE SR RarE, 5B — s B IRD A 2 ST R Se BRI HET s Thie R (A
SENE SRR, A e R IE DR AN G R I SE A G T ), A2 — 5 I 1) pAY 38 6 A £ A2 A2 £ (Fleeson,
2001).

xi ASHMAE. TIERDFFRILLE

& X B Y 10 7 Rt
R kNG AR S A ok E X SR A E? &
TAERE ANMAPTERI . AT e TARESS MSSBL T AR HARII e | Feehttt4? H
71
It SR T AMRLENFIANAT b i) S AR ) A A4t ? ]

PRBNFE TR AR RREIAE: — I, TAEREJIANRE BT M S B A
o hn, S8 v ) A BE 0 FIAH SRS B A B T 39 it 3 5 AR A0 S AR s, AT 52 i 913 &1 13 A
[ (Day et al., 2009; Lanaj et al., 2022); i3 (K4 72 th 3 W H AT B ekl 5 (1) N\ 58 e 2 o 40 3 3
(Judge et al., 2002). 5 —7J7ifi, WS NFE MBI TIERR . MICHIAIRE, BARmS
SRR T E, SEIMBAZIGT A G ER AT, AR RAT N B Sk A B T 52 e 4
6 J1(Day et al., 2009; Hammond et al., 2017; Lanaj et al., 2022). fEAHIFL, ST E 3 INFEFSR
PELEAM AR ] 20 IEAHDR(r = 0.11, p= 0.01),  SCRE 14505 B A DA [FRURE A5G 1 0 A5

U AR, AR SOG4 2 A7 THD 5% S A1 30 o B0 405 B A TR R R A R AT, B
J ARG BN AL B FEAE A BIE R, IR QRIS Rk 1B H 2 RE 1 AR Ho
M e, A, ZERER, WA, AWRESMXTEE /T HIME L CEBRERD BRI TE f i
FBEFAE XA AT AR, g —MRA B R, A EARREEH—DRER. K

13 2 W ARSI T B N AR VAR R A, HIE SRR AT AR R R 22 M oG LB M1 —
T, AT BT (7] 52 34 R R AR B S5 F A R 358 R R 52 (Hammond et al., 2017; Lanaj et al., 2022). A
SCRHENA M A, KESLS SN FRIEAME N Z R AB, RILRTR 4
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AEARSRAT T 7 15 R 8900 7 ARG THE, 16 WAB N “4.3 BE AL SRR T R f5 B
(5 20-21 51 ZL5¥757 .

IV SEUF 3 S EF R TR U TR RN E, HFELG IR
A ER R4 ?

BIRE) T — AR T HES M MG TTRR R R B A R A, JAT 1 DUR LR B

B, EERAREITH, BT RRERERMA X 3 PR F 75 R E AU, R’ —RE R
FIFE 3L R (consensus creation) B A ¥,  1E /& A SCIHIHTE F 5Tk BT 7 (Hollenbeck, 2008; 51 R & 4,
2017). (EFRR SRR, SR LT A B A, W SR R P AT SR A 3
W, I 5 R R alE AR IR 55 e Sk Fit 2% 4 (Hollenbeck, 2008):

B MINER R LR B BT, 3R AN [R5 AL B AN R BT R4 R . SR 5 1
FIWTFE, AR AR AN R e T P& ok, AR IR L S e R BRI R R, I
B FRAFR . i, Liang 55 A (2012)4 R TR ST 90 MEREE T (RIRIA I A0S s
DA TAESEEAIRAER, WA R TAHLR M7 =0 A S (BRI B R & A 1)
TAFSER . FREAT AT RESR T H LRI, FEMBIRANSE BB =& A AN FE BT RS 2R

55 AT R R T AR B RAR AN X 73 32 RN e AN RN 7 )4 P AL A7 AR X & B R AR
ML AR RE 4%, 2017). RANZITVEMIWETT, 5 E 45 & AR BT R A FAE I A %A
Rmraett. IFH, s TASEE AU ARE, s 2100 2RV IE R =R AR E M. AR
(1, IERX R RM T . B, McClean %5 A (2013)7ERF 7T 11 BA b 57 T3 & 0f B9 HR A 52 R )
R, Hrh AT REAEAE AR T AR S ROAE FIOL . — D7, B A S KT RO T A TR R A 2 4
M8, PR R TR, 55— 07, Bos M 5 /K- P T fe kB P B A2 — AN R0 76
WA RIAET, T EE M 5 TR, AR R EMNACHE AR, BRI, HEE N
7N TNt P 2 81 A I - £ S O i N = = N A e A £ S s = TR
SRR, TR E W R AR, BIBAEE K P e S . Qin 48 A (2020) B 7T
B, AT B A A PR TR o AT O AR, 5 R AT B RSSO AORAR I, G
WK = TR AL AR, TG INEBAT e AR, 2R R A LB BIRSS f 75 2R A R
AT e R S I A e S — B A S e SR LI UAT . FTRVEH, A SCIIRIE Ty U ax g
B TR AU o

B gk, AW REAEFEFAN AT EMNFNERNARE, FFEERFRSE
AT ERNRERTMAR, £SESET TSR — 2 (Ganster et al.,, 2022). Edwards #



Rothbard (2000)7EAMATTHI LR SCRE R BIBAE Y, SXRE U TAR U & AR R AR, “may
result from countervailing positive and negative effects representing simultaneous spillover and
compensation” (p.183). =R AN 3 15 W 17 0 18 5 I AR 5 i 4003 B 0 D[R] 89 D 5K i PR 808
ANGR AN SRAB L [FI I A AE R, IR 3 A 5 A AR LR, A RO 2 B A B3 1S O
ASCE I SIS AR T AR R, AR m AR TR IR AR RO S AT REAHEAE T, TR AR b
1) 9 ST VR SO B AT RE R A, D BRATT DX 70 A A A R S A Al 1 BB T iR

=, SUE R, ASOXFMERNAEEBAENFETREKFE T J5 A R R IS R
BIRMZEREAR B
Journal (AMI)HIWEC, & TRXAEAMMRE—3E 22 4>, Hirr 63.6% RIS ML H 22 & A R AR
BRRAMARE. JFH, KRSEBOCEHAGE T RARB, S B BN AR . THAR
et 7 ERNAR RGO, XORER 2 5 S AR, RIS 32 3% 5% AR O IE A G i iR (n
Wanberg et al., 2010; Love & Kraatz, 2009). ASCHIMEZER S K2 H0 7 LR L. =i 52T —
SEARSRIRISCHR, AR RT A Y, 2 32 RO R A A I s AN 7 TR0 B AR P ML, 0 A f 25 2
PRI LA o
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EEARFERKETRTAE . 152 T I SRS T 2R SR A0 AR U5, fAAEH N
% JIT R 2080 R R e Ak A5 82 T R A AN — BRI R, A ST 51 N B AR 4915 B 03 DA [R) AR A 9 PR AR
f, RGBT AR R, A R o T PR RSIALAE Y B SR, R R AR — B
FilEk. B, AHEFRARIA SR A — L MBS SER, i 7R TR, 4R,
REEAIEHE, RAIVRESEE - Hitie.
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=R 2:

ARSI AR B Bk = AR EE Rl . A4 80T B DA TR BEAR REREHE HE Ah im) YN A& REE A
N ENE? W TR 1, MEE RO A a8 5 548 3 2 1)+ 22 5275 (Ashton et
al., 2002; Tett & Burnett, 2003), A &1 H 32 TR MRS 27K 1 (Goldberg, 1990), IR E#E52 K H T
TERIPE A 2+ (Costa & McCrae, 1992; Judge & Zapata, 2015), X i SCRATTEAE (15 2 5 UK
(Lucas et al., 2000). A4 AMEAEREHBURHRE, 20 BIRIEHIRE )L ERMMTTALER? 5
G, VEZRTE ARSI AP — 5 TH R S5 0 CAE R R BE P, (5 ) v A
KRR, WA REFHFR KA (P18). &MIES Tt T —RIoh ) —7E — e 12
FEE b AT LY/ 0 T R R e R AR, X RB LS, AT RS AR R R 1 A A R
ML RRRKR? HEE TR,

5] 7 :

IR B AR AT I IR, FRATT 250 B A 1) R PA TR %

I —: EFEI TN E L1 T AT -

F—, EREAMERRBOR T RRIKRIE . AR SRR, 8 RN B 15 AT A
B Oy N T BEAE, FRATT R AL A AR 51 g 57T 5 A 1 400 B 473 DA [ 2 T G R 1 T AR
FEARLMAMZ O, SSEEZREE LARA SRS SAE, 23RS A G
oI5 HAM AT 1) 28 17 2 8] 5% 2R B 5], A TR AR i T A 52 i AR ik % 1) 22 2[R 3 2 — (Hammond



etal., 2017; Kando & Summers, 1971).

B, EAMERR RS AR R E

B, ASCEFSIHREMIATERR, SRR S, g HEBRITHE AR REM
FRAMBRARPI PO X 23 FF . ASC—IFaamtie . R T REEWAma TAE, HAi SOk AA e A A
JIT R R R R SRR A 5 e AR S RO, IR S TR A E R T AR B R S BA AT, AR
7 338 (consensus creation) ] F i (Hollenbeck, 2008; % KB 5& 25, 2017). fEMKAk a1 HI45 54 A0 &
SCRATE AR 2 Y BIURSFE (Lucas et al., 2000). #E32 43715 (Ashton et al., 2002; Tett & Burnett, 2003). [
FEBHIEANRE F /KT (Goldberg, 1990)4% % J5 T I 225, RENSARIF A e IX 70 U APHILAI A H . BTEAL,
ASCIEFEANAVEAE A &, US4 ST 5t H i .

HR, EFESAEHORTRE, YR SIESCIRE, R RRXAMERMERE 23
SO ERHITIIR . Judge 5 A (2002, 2009)MZRIRTE LT Y, FERTLAME A, SRR A K
ST IR R AR B I, BRI ORI o ASCUAN R PEAE N T3 &, AW S 458 1 3 Fr
AR ARINA, AMAPEAHS BT & B A AL B AR Bk, IE RS Bh 4T DASE AR
ety 75 FONEXS B i I8 i) S T K BE S, A2 AR P h A BRI 15 W20 “4.1 BLg vk
28 =i (35 19 50

B=, &Sk, MAEHERATHRBIE KRB EEANSERTRE, REANENFE
HERZER. BUATREN A B T hHAN, R X SRR R M A i 55 A B T 5K
PE SR ELLEHLR H AR T AT NIEE ), T E S 8UR (social astuteness). A Fr i
Cinterpersonal influence). M %%fE 7 (networking ability) LA E I (apparent sincerity) PYA4™
Y51 (Ferris et al., 2005). BEUif$AE 32 5 O I A TR PR 2 1L B0 S, JF e R it
EIEEST. BEIEHIGETRAR MR 08 T =0 H AR E ORI SR A RS LA R B
(Kotabe & Hofmann, 2015). = H 68 I N REEHIH] B CRIrh3l, @ RAGHEMAT . Bl
MNFTHE, AhEPERTBOG £ e L B RAFHIRE S — AR UE, (ER =SB RE Y
BRZES, AEWE Gi. —J5m, SBUATREMLL, AMETEERR T AR RRZ AN, B
o X BURER I, Ui, 5EERAMEL, Stk T RA S E B, T ARR
RN BURSE R £ T EZER, ATV R RBUAR RS AR ), IR 4
ARE S PR — M

Ae K

i ShEM S BUATKEEM BITRE IAVELE

P XA DA PSR ZER
SR PEMIBGATRE | # i ] 3 BE R B AL BN B BE A D | AR IR PRI A BB AT X 2R AU A R I
SR vEA B FERE ) | #R I A B R B SRS NBRG A X 2 il U R I




Besh, ShrEz BT DARE RS AR AT 3 X 4 FF R K BT R R M SR AR BN, R A S AN E
MIARIEFE M. T r kS ks . BRI RE BRSPS AR E R ORI 2 5, FE s 3
—ANTH, WIHES R EIRIER . BLESE NG, e, AR SR R RIS, A
BB T SRR R T A BB . B i B 3R 0 (0 AT LA BT D 7 A B A A S s 1
4, Wb NTEF RN FIAE S S, B0 AR A RTAH — 0147 79 (Lian et al,
2014; Lian et al., 2017). 1 RARS AR ZATTHSRGH R, EMEANZERE, SSHEZLTH
70T SR B SR 4 AT BEAE AT 1) P e = A SR AR IR, TTAE PN 1) P v B 7 A DRy 5 B R o

MR, IR RATRORE],  ARRAITETT AT ARE— 25 0 18 H W) B SRR AR 43 31 S I
HRIOAARITE SR 2 . S5 b, FEJRRR M ASRRR 007 sy, BATCEM 7 & LM, =i
O FE R R — AN RIS B =, 15 W0 “4.3 BHFCAR R RIARB T 10" (15
=B (3 20-21 70,

HE=: fEZEHE “IAAERTEE — 7 N Z5 I L ERIRENTFH, MEFS55A
WX BRIG BT, WA FSIEBLIIRE. ” (P18). EBREE TR H TT—RISH Wt —
E—EFE LA LI RS EFHERENRR, SFHELT, HHEESHEEZHELRE
BEHIKMEBEFRKER ? BIEEHITRE.

B, BICAatTd, AhaPEIFARE RN B RIS S, X ERATA HR .

HR, ASCHRH ARHM ARG T B e D BT SR E AT AR AR TR 10 S A 7 4
gy, RBAVF T — MR RFTAE, AR FRATHEFUA B T O I )

B2, HRMABERET —MRBFRRE, SRR TR> AT REEFRRE? MR EH
e NATPERS AEOG I SO AR AR, XA ol R AE JRATTHE— 25 B . BRI R, JRATT =507 Bl i
TPERAHICI 22 SR, JFS He iR R

ShE e ST AT AR AR AT, B “RE” MNEEN AHKERHEREM. 2T
FEAA DSBS M PERFAE 2@ L 52 5% (exposure) Sz (reactivity) #4542, M AATEARIE
515 T (K47 94 2 (Bolger & Schilling, 1991; Bolger & Zuckerman, 1995). Frif S @ada ke, Mtk
AN R YN R CPNC IR PN SES s R Y st S 4 S OVAC R R DN
mAEE . O EAMA MR NTE L B S5 AR R, JE A E AL B RE, L
] N RRAL BRI R NI ORI SO S AR R A . R, BRI, il ) Hod i —
BT, FERIFERBIBL. EAMRIRZTE, SR GO R EE S MAA R AL r=-0.07 (p
= 0.17), WHIENABEZERFARRIC R R, ARG T &b MR i 6 5 e F A R L R,
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AR RBLEZE 52 (b = 0.04, SE = 0.20, p = 0.83). IXULEH, Ahrmlthssm £ i 5 B S 4F X — T R
MAEARCHIR IS T, AR,

AR INSIE R AR RN R, BRI T AR BT R A S0 85 = LA
fERE, DA REXTSEHE (1% 3% (Bolger & Schilling, 1991). Bolger 1 Schilling (1991)#5 i, &%
52 N2 A E o AN AR AL Y RONE,  AFFR BE AT BARIN Ok =3, Wml DU ek b —ANJ5 T, an
®ov PR. IH, ABMIREFRAR L, NN A A AL bU 2 e R B B A RO, HeAE FH 56 5 (Bolger
& Schilling, 1991). AHFFTR —Fh “ [ N 22 AR R (T 78, SCUE A AE Ah [ 1 G e 5 i 4515
K 07 THD 2% B S AR RIS R, RIS R0RE), Tl 4h i e 67 T 2 B S ) LR S A R A
TUHE.

*iv RT MBI AREMRKRR

PR S

=3 %R
| VA GEAG AKE - Tk s 22
PR R IR e ENERE o R

BE, BAMBRT ERBATHRMHRARE, DAasHEIRME. @il Erhe, JATKIN, 7EL
B JE AR AT B ARSI P AT R — 7 T RLZ S R TR RIS BRSPS RN
FERECR, WD AU K BE RN R A . R, AT LR 5N 40 5 A s S i AR 31
T R E B K B F AR AR, HsciBd T “ RN 28 AL (RYE0E, 8T B EE RN 1R A
7. Bk, AT ASIREE M E AR, A T IXAE, 15 BN “4.2 SEEHRT
= (B8 20 50
SE IR
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40.

i

Il 3:
VEFZ R B A AN a1 ANAE AR B SRS AR 3 B In#8UE (Lucas et al., 2000) 145 B2 AR T

P T NS SR PRI S AR T30 K BN BIURR ? X A AR KXl A SRARRL T N R AR T 5
K EFEZ T, SRS AT R S N EAE AR AU R T AT O RES Dy HL A R 1 R
Weak.” (P6) IX— A RM s AMERI . WERZHX TR F 8, X —AmrFRESEHEN

“HIR”, BT TAESET I RGEES, EATZ B R IFA 2 MR, B EASUE A 4w BLs2
A3 1 S ] ?
[B] 5 :

AF R VP B L SR ) R A R 1) R S B 1 AR e v NS AT, R A AE R A AT
-G 3 1 e

LA A, B B SR, FRATREL, AME AT R SURAEE B EmaUR, BERAH
BFAREAR, HRANFRARWEK. Bk, MIrrERRE. & CRERE, =it
PRS2 S22 W IR . AR VERGE AT 0 RS MR B m A, TR I AR 00
WEZMER AN, e FH LB EEA AP PR SR$E7R %44 3 (Grant, 2013; Gray,
1981; Lucas et al., 2000; McCrae & Costa, 1987). ik, RFHBUEE:(reward sensitivity) 24N
KRR ORHE. MR THRE S, @A m ) AT e Uk . Gray (1981) a4, mish
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[P PR A3 2 5 5 Lo 48 M5 5 S ok, RIS e CBRPIRD AMA S Z A, 3 A&
55 HEX BRGNS, E i . SRR AR B A A E SR REARAN R BRI 751

UESE 13X — W s5 (Ashton et al., 2002; Lucas et al., 2000).

A

Introverted Extraverted

/

[J Susceptibility to reward
74 Susceptibility to punishment
i AEMERNS a1 R LB (Gray, 1981)

ML EDF i DA, SR S RATMER R IERE LK . 152t T /AR L
AR S RFAE, A BATTRE S HE D9 Z P R SR b sk U A R RN X 2y I, RTINS SCRERE 5 B MR
o BAKTIE, MRAMRPER T E X RS S R, EahimExEsiitE, 2E2RMER
75 FR B T 5% B A 1 B IR AT R PE A T A s B AR B B, DRI B S AR A A
S, DUHIORAEOGRIA B, BIPANSIT R O, BT B 40 A (Halbesleben et al., 2014;
Hobfoll, 1989). [Alt, *FF A HIKIMGE, FEMARNRIR, S o FAF R 5 Uk R4 B A
Mo 2z, mAMATEROEEE W5 S EINBUK, FELhfmxEf s, SREEIEZH
G b B IH T A 0 AT BE 7 A8 (1R SUBAI AR SR 2 S5 as b, A S8 B R BT Ay €, DA
MR EEGIR AL, BIP A SR AMRAIE RN, SR =403 B 47\ [F] (Bataille & Vough, 2022; Edwards &
Rothbard, 2000). BUATHEFCUAE . Z50H B X MALFE AR RN N BERS IR i MA 2 5
N [F A2 FZ (Dutton et al., 2010). [Fltt, X FAMAIRITE, EMMENIER, AR EFA LS
AT T B A

PRSP o B S A, AERRATS AR XS T ISR . RIS,
AR T “wghrte” M ARAATE” FRE, (BRI CHSCHERE, DR A RES TR 2T
HRFPERD N PRI — 5558, T B EOR S 5 TR 1. EYCAREAT? BEH LEHL “ Sk
A AR DRI ARG HE? AP L AN G A

By BR T RIBURE, AR R KRR B L e EREAIE A2 A 52 A (sociability) MR BE KT

1 Gray (1981) Tt 1) “#& i (punishment)” S5VF& & ZHETUH “#k”, & e —8H.
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ARSI ANAREL, @At N2 5 2 B2 b, 55 T4 58 (Ashton et al., 2002;

Lucas et al., 2000; Tett & Burnett, 2003). F H., AL TARS AR, EaMEER N B 3% 5B JR R

B/K-F ¥ =(Goldberg, 1990). [, FEMEChET, FATMAEBUENE . L2 VER RS A =7

TS V8 A ] P AN A P 2 IR G SR F 5 03 B AR 2 TB) 50 RIS PR, 3 L “1.3 AAi

FEEFAT GUF WA AR AR HIR SRR #r (56 4-6 70,

e = PE N
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B 4:

TEHRBIS TAEAR L& NBRAHIEH(Yukl,2012) . 6 R BEE A& At 5 N BRAH 2?2 Brbhs
A1 1) P () 495 S 5 T DAL I o ek 52 B T N FH T 5 B A A A B b 2 DR b 7 A B D 1 A7 T 5 B R
T, TR TE DI GG 2 AR BT & X Rl S B T AT 4 AT REAE 4 7 67 T 5 B s 5
L85 A B PR R AN 7835 0, AT BE 00 3= Bl e 52 Al 40 5 TAE PR AN /) (Parker
et al., 2010)? X FfHE T 515 O Z AR WA FE AL 2 275 M2 AFAEAR A 1] (¥ AT I Fh 61 i) S B i A

GRS, DRI AR AT 32 21 B0 70T 2K R SR R B BUDN DRI BE A BS54 0 SR NI AR IS e ? #F

14



SAR# MR AR N
1R

R VP TR A ), XS ) @ BIR 240, X RATT B e SUR A H B A4 BUR L
AN ] EHEAT S 12

18 —: BESEFHRESNGIHK? SR T-FE GBI LTI T EFIEH
1 B B S EFSE?

CRTAE S 2 RORAIE PN PR ) R DR 2 NS PN 7 P Q7 A T
TR NATFE SR BE 8 o0 B ATE IR i AR (Lin et al., 2021). BRIk, R ER R AEAE S RE
B, WA S B RS R F, BT S AR, R T ARSI I SR R RE
FRITENE . V52 SR BE A2 5 ANBRAE DG, BRInAIT AR . I gemd . WHIRIIRIES, (HX
e S5 b AT e R AR KR AR NBRAH SR S S, B0 2 RO S AMBIR L A T 5% IR A
£

Hk, BAVERERIE S, NS ST BE S AEAN S BT T AL B o e Sk, b i
FEEFAFRIR A HRE, WIRATEE I 2 B RIE i i 8, A T4 [ A 57 5K e A Y 5
Wi, JRT “ERER T BUMHIBEFIENE, TASCRVERE RN RN, BIAIREKEESRAE, A
PR RS2 A0 B OB CRAAR A 28405 L el 545 5 10-12 DO J 8 L 2 i f g [l 520

BT =: HIELETTI 4 AL L B E S EF AN H SR T2 L EHI e Al 7 v I
L5 MBS H B RIS L EHI PR AIE T ?

SR ), AR AN ) — LV B SR I RN, FRATE R T 58T A e R A
RARERER, HHLESH “1.3 AKX EFF 59 S0 NR: S AR RS ER 7 #85
(55 4-6 1) A BABTSUE AORRCAS EE AR B8 s I AE 1

I E=: BEFEMRS TN B EFFEGE, FTEEREREFHENIR R EF
IR OIS TAERI G S ?

AR XA R LERAI T TSR 5, S E R R A — B andA IR 3
A TR, RS aPE CRIIED BIAR A BE S (ESHE S ERES) SRR EUK,
K E A M AR AR R IR AL DA E, IR HAS B TR B 2 AN B SR AR 1 98 SCRF(Ashton et
al., 2002; Gray, 1981; Lucas et al., 2000). K, FATA RSN A BN S FAEA UK, i 52 2
B R F AR LN, A GHRAE QRPN TAERIE DL, IR n] Betk L.

K, FRATET T R SCIRAT IR, SR XA ) AR AT — E B . an RAE Re % U IR AT

17 AN G T A AU AR DR SCHR, 15 7 a4 B 1542, ARSI
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B 5:

AN AP A AR N JE b, AT S RE A A A B A TR R TR ST A A2 55 ) AR
K2 AR EIRE m b A% B nT DL 2 i B T K BE SR, 3 R AT B A
A, {R#EA B RITH? TR RA FEY RN ?

EIRE :

A R o A AN BT WL R, AR T AN R EER N . R RS, R
PRI T 5% B T 2> B SR A0S B 0N I, I IR RE A R AT s A« mdh ek
FRE T UL Z G U FE R, N TR E R, X B SR SR 2 A R
(Tsui, 2013), [AIIF 7= “ SRR E BB R TR BE B SEER " (7] REE MIR4E (Ghoshal, 2005).
X — i b, FRATAE B WAE VL2 — 8 . B AEE N I VP iR sk B W Sebr b, B
FEUA SRR, RIS “HZ ORI ZR PG AT BRI 7 (K R # 2l B) Rk Bk . 7E
HEUT NEI T, RNEBPIERE T AT EESE (abusive supervision) FEUAR 521 (1] 5T
Be. IMARFEEHAEPR I, Ba2hEwEMFHELNDEEHE D, FEGIX G THFE
EIWE? WA, WIRBFRRE R, WEAGPSLEMAALR S, AMUZBH AR, EAEEKR
%, AR ORI .

ORI, FEEERTR BT, “B IR MARTE TR IAARE” W ABAERKE,
HARREMNT— LW RAFHERER. WA RS, FBREGHAMCHAARN, TR
S fiH ESM BT EWTTT “BE T IZ AR I ZR P8 W] RE R AR AR THD 7 e ] S 7 pR AR SR AL T AR 4F
v “B ZINAR AR TS W BE BRI ” X — RS E T4, TE KA
FRRLRL. Bl Qin 55 A (2018)7E AMI RIS R, F5REE BTG E £ LAEh ik =
H S5, M dEATe TAER N . BRE), Ju 58 A (2019)RH ESM M5t T71%, KEBAE
OBHDP _F B 5t A I 1 A B AT DAY Iy B RO B, 3 T o A P o R e SRR AT 554 5

MFAT N ER, ERFRECERHAT T SRR TR, PR E T ERAA
16



(daily base), FEKMAAFHANFEREIEGHR. EIEM L, CERIERNRRNEEE S MU
BEE, MERGREEMARETERE “NMMARETENTREMASG WLE KFL, SHeEH
LESWMPATRN? FAREEHEUESSELE T REE SFRFKTHASILE CRIER
KA A37

B8 ERICERBEE, JFREP AN Bt R KRN AT TR, AT R, Xt
RS E, AHKXEFHERZRETHHAR, B0 RREEMEAFFIT AKX
—RNAFETEMN, KRN ERBNAFTE.

AT RPN, ASCAH AT SPSS Heft, SR PR Bt a5 A%t 67 (78 HE 1) 461 4>
DNEEHEAT AR R B A 2, 0 ST g A A0S B 43 A [ A R A 504 31 B
P, AEANRE R LT R S5 R &R, S SR FAE XS B O\ F R AN B2 (B = 0.19,
ns), SMEPERIETIERAEER = 0.01, ns)o M7, XU REEFAFRUSE, S
Ja— RIVOG B O NI . 253080, DU SRE SR 0T B A R RS2 AN 225 (B = 0.21,
ns), AhFEER T {E AN (B = 0.03, ns).

BES BRIV S, RATER: AXHLRFAREFEIFAENITATE, ATHEE KRR
PR NMEREEL KRR FEFM. RATH A R TSR ERENMAE AR
IR X AN SEA S S, RS SO S R B — T, YT P v A 1 A A0
T RENS JE L AU BN T A SR DR D 00 T S S SRR BRI, o S 40 B 47 A [ AN 2540
AT ERR A . ERBIRE, XA AR Seoh, IEanBATHE A i 52 2
K, RXRERRABMRXEFMHRER, FRAGFER ‘RN £XNMIES, AEKEEFR
AR RS RIS R 7R, AEARAM R BT D T I A RO AT D 2 B0 i 1 AR R
fF, TREVFER, RN BN FAh A A 9 SE B3 5 X E A R R BT
ZRFH. ATREEE LR, 2R R BB B 5 5K A KRS P A R
FEHE.

Sebr b, BATERIR B EAFE LS TR, Bl % R X — R, (H R TR ANE B
o ERX BN, BATRX X — D IRAMEAT VI8, IR e i M T SR AL A

AR, LR ZEHARIIRN 7 i SR o 5 WAB SR “3.3.1 KRN i Ly ik sy (5 17

SR
Ghoshal, S. (2005). Bad management theories are destroying good practices. Academy of Management Learning and
Education, 4(1), 75~91.
Ju, D., Huang, M., Liu, D., Qin, X,, Hu, Q., & Chen, C. (2019). Supervisory consequences of abusive supervision: An
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BN 6:

WTRE 2 & 30 VEEGRDRTUTE S\ R EINVEAH PRI, DRI R 2 b AR SR AR AE AN ™
A WRAEE S mRATTE SR EWRE MA A E B Ot 29T . HRIN N E DM
S GAREZETD 58 SMA B RIT A ATAZEID ZEFKRKAREERIET . [,
i A B N (R U G ] 5 e 3 40T AR AT ORI ? AR B AR 44T 4 (Lanaj, Gabriel, et al.,
2021). #HBHATH(Lanaj, Jennings et al., 2021) 141 F 7§ B (Cunningham et al., 2022) Sk 2 51 3 A g
TERER UL 3 A &R, AARAE R SCHE B “ Bah o Tkt 5 3R 28 A T BALE &, X seal

HEVH B R ILAE O A FANE S5 7 TH (Bass, 1985) 7 540 547 N H AR H ik = 58 7™ (1)1 1IE

20 7:
e 2, 3 HERT AR,
[B] R :

A R I I R AR B T AR, (IR SRR B A R I e R

JE R X — 35 WS R FER . B, S S A IR USAT R T B
RSO R, CEMR) 2T, 3R T RS UESR SO (Ashford & DeRue, 2012; Day
et al., 2009; Kwok et al., 2018). #5—, ASCITIRHYE fI7ET, HUH 5B FAF W] 520 455 & I\
[, ARG A AR BT R . U S A RIS AT N R AL, AR AT
REEEY. B2, OEER 5 F A FHER ] (3500 5, BUSLIRATRIRLHIR 13X #4314
3 o

R L, A5 BAT TUAN T TR R S S 5 A RN B SAT IR -

B, BERHAKE, AXNBEFEARHMARERE R, RENEAERESHELHR
FE A FXNE BT AT IR RS RAT LM . A RSUSAT Iy xt el e st @ A
BN EE AT ARG LR 140547 9 1 Ge Pk (DeRue et al., 2011; Yukl, 2012). ik, £
BOFAT AR —NEROIME, HARHRIEM ST N R BESED 55 5 mAFRER, &
FHEMGT G N FIFLE R, AT e SE 24 RUS4T (Hammond et al., 2017; Lord & Hall,
2005; Rus et al., 2010).

KK, BEEAGTAMBEFTMEARRA T ARRHER. Eted, T E
18



o Mo B A AR AT e, BT R R R R BRI AT e N SR bR . LA STIRAEAE A 2 Rl
TR PAT NI BRAEZE, Wik v PR ASCESMHHBON 21 Kotter (2001) )/ BT & —
Jri&, 2% Rosen 55 N(2019)Ifiid, 70 e 3L A AT AN AL AT AT N AE N bR . MR A
(B WU SN A, RATAB ARG, RS e A BT iats, HZHAME
P57 TR 5 AR B R A AR 2 — 2.

RV IRBYAFTARIRILHEL

SR FATATH
Stogdillet al. (1962) HAMEIT N
Consideration
Kotter (2001) EH BEARGRITH
WF BHAFITH
DeRueet al. (2011) fE5% 71 BEARGUTAT Sy BUBER . FE 3B E
KERF Consideration. . 253455
ARG ARG RS ERT
Yukl (2012) % Fm TR BRBEAT RN
KEFM SRR ORJIES RBL R
ARG PEAEAE, REBEARE BRhAIRT . R
SR MM S, 1R

TRE AR B 1) B IRAHEAT Ty T BAT N EEHR R T A B AT NITEE, RE A AR m A L
VEGUSAN N & AR B (Lanaj et al., 2021; 2022). Rk, J5ifeHh 41 HAH OC SRR A SHIELES S, th
REAE — & R L A SR AIE S0 B 03 DA [R5 A R0 AT A AR S M S AHAIE 4 S HF

B, SRS \FEBREATRATHANER. L8 T #3055 0 1A R LR
i, A S iy B B A% 0 F  (Cullen-Lester et al., 2017; Langj et al., 2021). i {47
FOMINFEERE, ML THEHEE, 9T O EREN T O H oA 3 w1405 B A 2
(Hammond et al., 2017). [, 7ESS S 6 A R B m 1 AR H EL, U3 R 3 2 A AT
Ko HARRE:

F— SAFEBE B AT NS, AL 2 5 5 3 E SO — 2047 9 (Lord
et al., 2010). WFHAEH W TS, AIgea it M7y, BT R 58S M 2R 8,
AR SN B EORET . S S MAREBSE R TR, SU3EIR O H SN
SHEBARNE, A A REME 5 S A R — B 3 AT AT DRI AR A0S 4T O (Lanaj et al.,
2021; Lord & Hall, 2005). #H%, 7ESS SR A FBARK) AR H b, Q15 b i 5 905
—HHIAT Y, B I A AT AR A AT

B B TRWRAT NIEEESN, Bl FE 2 5 BT S B AL B R (Markus & Wurf,
1987). FEAG AT JyMIAR HEAE U AT Oy EAR W] LA Bh 9l 338 S Ar s 4P IE T S0 S 4y, 2
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X2, AR Hb ] A S b e R A0 I B U R BE AR S “RREE R #EAT T IR
Bro FEJEARAEA b, R4 e P — i 7538 B RS SR WA (R B SE A ML 4 Stk .

HR, BRERAREIMENN R R RS, BRI THR.

REE TR TS AFER, FSEEETETENOLHUMERA SR, BT
ST B DL RS 5 6 53 TAESURIN £ 5 2 (R R I # R (Hommond et al., 2017).
(A, MOUFH LGN FKEE R, H TR S B F R G 5 B S 1 6 R AR AE
FAT et
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Zero-order relations among daily variables were
computed by running group-centered single-
predictor equations, with standardized variables
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Kenny, 1986; Spencer et al., 2005). X &ATEARSCH TR % Heak, 51N AR & Af o STk
A—B, RUA SRS AR SE 730 Bln, AR A (2022)7E R 7T 1 Pkt T E R0 T
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BRGSO RIREE, PHSAREMESC R CUHRE U BRARD , thRIFW EENE WHEE
A SCHRAS— S 7772 (Hollenbeck, 2008; #RAFiME, 2019). & fim A B HIX AN, 5 JRA Tk — 20 2%
SR E AR R

TR P 5| A FRAT TR R A SR A 5 90T B A N R AN RT3 AT N Z R R R AAAE R U Bk
Fo BARAMAERER, EMENZEIR, S SRS R J7 B0 AT By 7] 52 AN R 2 (B =
0.06, p = 0.131), XJF AL FAT AR H AT FAT N HIFE B AAN 22 (4351 B = —0.00, p = 0.955 !
B=-0.02, p=00942), LLEZEREH, EMENZER, AHKEFHSMFEMINE ARG FT
NANAERERTRAT NIIAAFAE U BB U BISC R XU, AT RRBOEG 43 U BLOC Rk B G I
A SCHRI AR — 5L

R, FATAAERET AN EEHE B EEBSRRNF AR, A EARIRHF I 5 14
I EEINT Ve AT TR FI A UL B 7 iR SR it A SX A U BLSC &R, 15 B “43 i st A2
AR IT 7 #5822 50 .

B, AXEHESM fILEE,

LU, AR B T R SN AR B, BATE WL DA _E XSS 3 A ) ) [l 52
ESM XA 55 3RAT T 7 1] RN J2 R DL S ) — R Bite Wi B 75 3, iz 8idim Wi 7 Ui ade 5 2 AR S
XS TE R SCHR AR S B 8 TR DA S AR A B R R E Y

B, IEAIRAIE R B REEE 5wy i R BT B, AT SR A R B R AE M R
U0, AT 22 B A7 T 2R B S FL S B A A [RI A RO AT 8 88 TS I - g MR R
T 9T, ESM 2 B AR R J7 i

FUG MR U T 5 A A R BEG, AT TR FE G N OUFFH I MERE, RESMENE
T IA SCERAL R A — B, ESM BT FUBCR I — NMF A RS 2, AT DASCER AN [ J2 1 A 080 O 73 Hr i85
JE RS RS

PG FATELAEH ESM SR IT TSRS ME,  KIDYi% 7 5T AFE — 5 I Ta) Be N B R AN
(A IS 1) ) D0 AR L rhoY AR R MR AR B, RERSAT RGP O3 I S g A ST S A
IR B GAT HEANE N R R RERZIMAER, JEHE S FTAMENE R, S1EMIR
(Gabriel et al., 2019).
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EHAMGUT? BLAh, ASOA A AN IR YESE (91T

Kotter (2001)#2 i} 1A R 34T N — 0%
AR E? Hbhn Hains 25 (1997) F1 van Knippenberg %5 (2005) W 4TS 4 St & .
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group prototypicality and leader stereotypicality. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 23, 1087-
1100.
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AR P o T SR ) UM A AL

B BEGRTARIBET A2 TGN Kotter (2001) #J A R4 N-F =4 74—— B2
FIT-Z?

B, ME MR R, HEAGUGAT N ANAR A AT ml EAAERAXS B Kotter (2001) #7242
T 50E. 1E Kotter (2001)1) 4k, & HRIR N A MEMIAT N, RERE 7= AR Ak A mT T
4 (“Management is about coping with complexity; it brings order and predictability to a situation” (p.2));
M 4005 A2 45 % X A% 46 (1947 4 (“Leadership, then, is about learning how to cope with rapid change”
(p.2)). At —ChERER], EMAFFRIATG, HINFHE, LA A e o) @45 ;1T 40
FWAFEBE T, BENG, AR MENSS . A ST PR AT F47 M (initiating structure) 3=
TR R RS TR RS IUEHET . MR A R A H R B AT 9 (Stogdill et al., 1962). M
AR R AT A BRIAE TR AR AR, TR R B BA L B A AN 2R S 4k (Bass, 1985),
£33 B A AL 52 (idealized influence) . &% 5 ¥4 Uil (inspirational motivation). % /¥ & (intellectual
stimulation) F14M4E 4L &R (individualized consideration) 4 /™4 (Antonakis et al., 2003; Bass & Avolio,
1994; Cai et al., 2017). X HAHAITTAT 09 PR AT AR 1L S e Kotter (2001) i 2 SCRIVE BEAIAI S«

FoRk, ARSORAFEFEA AT NI B0 FAT JyoRA B Kotter (2001)/227% | Rosen 48 A (2019)
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RET IAP BISZAEWF R K HEAT K, Ml ATHE H: “Initiating structure and transformational leader
behaviors mirror this distinction between managing and leading activities”, EFRIX /N B HEWSIR 1T
b S WA R AT R B AN T T . FRAE B R 4 T Kotter (2001) ) — 70k
FRIAU AT N8 AR, DA R R AR AT AR B U AT S AR B S I, 1 1.4
T BN RS H R ST o B (57 50,

B, AP L FEEL TR HRME IR ?

AR T — AN ER IR ST RETE, RIS AT A AR E A R AT KA R AR 7 (¥ 1R
A,

HEWHIZ, AT AT AL BRI, ER M ZARNFMERMHEE. A3
AT TR R T HEFM T2 7, XA FTREN TR BIBARIZSEE . AT NG AR
Wi () A5 547 9 I iR (DeRue et al., 2011; Yukl, 2012). 1 4% -S4 SOk ik i /2 <40 5 % S8 E 4
FE2? », J&XTA S AT N BT S A RS2 B R 1 P 4 (DeRue et al., 2011; van Knippenberg & van
Knippenberg, 2005). L4k, AR FAT AT HEERBRENZ N FEE TR 0. RTHERSS
TR AR, R RS ER M TR, AR TR TS R, B
FFFRERT LR Z bk & flin, SR B mRS STk, Harris 55 A\ (1997)K H T & /& 2
4TS 25k Sk 4% 5 %k, T van Knippenberg #1 van Knippenberg (2005)4: 1 Ja 8 i1 i 47
SHMEZS, ERM T T IEIEMERCRAE 8T &

LM, BATHEARIRIE A IR ST IR XU 4R R R AT T 3 848 B 40 56 Rtk
HARFE R

o, BEAMFITAEARRERE, FEESESATEARBERKBOIR . IR
A SN RG0S A F BRI R SUSAT N, SURAT R T B 3 A [ (1 S
Jiti(Hammond et al., 2017). 445152 1) 401 5 B 3 A 5] 52 2] 471 1] 5 o S ) s el T R A2 784 (A vy
PRI B, 4005 20K LI 1 4005 £ 43\ [F)4H i S i (“putting into practice the various components of
one’s leader identity”; Hammond et al., 2017: p.491), RIRI Y 2 858 D [1E T FAT N,

Hk, ARSI N, EINE G A SCRH RS # B EERE R T . AT N
BARAT LA N R R, HRUITH B A REMGIENR, WRAEMERIICHE . Mk, Wi
BTk, A0S B AR AR BT R SRIC IR A& .
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FEBIAE R SR T RRENE S N DR RS, T AR B 4

b R B AR T SR DL FRATN At A dE AN 4 . T BRI 2 PN BERIR 5T B HEAT T
BE, IR 2o = ANEHI AR B R EHE AT 172 P R0 Hr DS EG S5 4518 2 RTS8 AT

EHIBRIEENERIEE R LR REER S LR, F HRSHRBEARBIH . &
Jo, IEHIRRRIG A AME S 4, e 42 U BURE Vi S B ) 225K (Grabiel et al., 2019). & 25 1E
within-person 2 XK E AR, 25 5yt URIR 5% 2 P BBk il AL, R0 — AN 35 i 2 28 1) ) A2
BRERER I AR, MRESmA R AR R, A SEhR B R AR BARG R EM K. JEH, R
5] R HCHE [RIVR I ARG S ™ 5. 3 T A SO A AR R A i Ak, BARREL T 70 I i
(7748, (HRAMR IR PRIEAAFAE R T 2 M . FF H., Grabiel %5 A (2019) 8 #fi 5 H “researchers
should recognize that person-mean centering does not control for potential biases due to transient mood
states, affect, or discrete emotions” (p.985). fhfiJit58i, “when all ESM data come from the same
source, controlling for emotions or mood can help address concerns about state-based factors as sources of
CMB” (p.986). XuiH, BIEHATAED IS HEAT 7 rbe A, WHRIRTCIER T BRI 28 5 Rk 1) [R5 22 1)
A, DR B AR A ARG 4 . FLIR, I RIS A IR 4, RES SR I A HERR 1 2
KB AR AL MR AR B, DT SR AR AR AT RE S M A0 1 2 (Weiss &
Cropanzano, 1996), T1fif& %4 X a] REXS 4 S AT M= E s (Lin et al., 2021). PRk, AT 45 H AR
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FIVE ARG 4, DA 5 S0 3 P RO AR HEE .

2 ) R R ) JR R R IR R B R A S — N EE B AMREIS . e h, SIRHEN
HE RS T 2 2 2 M) 40 5 3 {0 H A7 2% 80347 9 (1) B 2 [ 2% (Barnes, Lucianetti, Bhave, & Christian, 2015;
Courtright, Gardner, Smith, McCormick, & Colbert, 2016). 4405 #1527 i B MR, 24T
TURFE, WA RN BT ATRAT O, EEMIM AT N EEED. Kk, ik
5T 2 RS2 M e G R R B ACARRERIL A, AT (6 AR ST R AR HE B B P A e i,

I, AR = ANl s e i 7 2K R, regi Rk 2-3 fox, S5EAE
FEIX =AM AR R 45 R — 2

R 2-3 2T BT (Ef =AMl E)

FF 5 HINF HEEGFITH BEHSFITH
A 1 A 2 A 3 1AL 4 A 5 1A 6
AR T 451" 451" 5.19™" 355" 5.07"" 3.34™
(0.16) (0.16) (0.10) (0.63) (0.10) (0.74)
AME A K
F ¥ 0.09 0.09 -0.02 -0.05 -0.03 -0.09
(0.13) (0.13) (0.08) (0.13) (0.12) (0.15)
Eix 0.13 0.13 0.04 -0.05 0.04 -0.08
(0.23) (0.23) (0.14) (0.24) (0.22) (0.24)
4z -0.03 -0.05 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.02
(0.09) (0.09) (0.06) (0.12) (0.10) (0.14)
AT SN A (AT —R)
ARG R —K) 0.16 0.08
(0.06) (0.04)
A HAFAT RET—R) 0.16 0.13
(0.086) (0.05)
FEURR 5% E A -0.06 -0.06 0.03 0.05 -0.02 -0.01
(0.06) (0.06) (0.05) (0.02) (0.05) (0.02)
B R BE A -0.05 -0.07 -0.07 -0.03 -0.09 -0.05
(0.09) (0.08) (0.05) (0.03) (0.08) (0.07)
T HMINFE 0.19" 0.21"
(0.06) (0.08)
AR KPR 22 0.58 0.58 0.47 0.30 0.67 0.52
AMETE K
B AR 0.12 0.10 0477 0.44™ 0.42" 0.39"
(0.18) (0.18) (0.12) (0.11) (0.11) (0.11)
TAE-FEEX B -0.06 -0.07 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.10
(0.15) (0.15) (0.09) (0.07) (0.10) (0.07)
oL 0.07 0.17 0.14 0.33" 0.30"
(0.18) (0.12) (0.11) (0.13) (0.12)
B 5K BE FH 4 a4 0.25™" 0.11 0.07 0.14 0.09
(0.06) (0.07) (0.06) (0.08) (0.07)
AR K 5% 2 1.67 1.67 0.58 0.44 0.61 0.46
Pseudo R’ 0.03 0.03 0.29 0.47 0.28 0.46

i Fﬂ&%ﬁ’\]%ﬁlﬁﬂﬁfé%iﬁ, 155 B AR HER FEARE: N 4wn=461, N iun=67

“p <0.05 " p<0.01 " p<0.001

SR

Barnes, C. M., Lucianetti, L., Bhave, D. P., & Christian, M. S. (2015). You wouldn’t like me when I’m sleepy: Leader sleep,
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i 3 FUERIIE . XIS — N BRI, ASCRH BRI R, DR iR
A1 1 B AE AR o 55—y B YR AT ROSE, AR LE RO S R 4R <R T I R A AR A T, T RE
FEAEVRF, DR Rl (i e A el s A (R R B e B PR —
[B] 5 :

R SR S I 10 R, XA () OGS AT G T 2 ZRR e SR AR SC I AR AR E AR . T

IR AN LR, FRATTDRISE T V2 B S0k, R 01 TEBRRISK R I 7E 1L K (2013) L
ALK (2016) MR 5K Z2(2017) UHR A R W B RIERFEBURE,  LLME 2 —H I IX0)

X FASCHB RS, 2 5 IRE IKR 5 — W B 5 0 b A SRR SR 48 b A (K 15 3
NLo BRI BSERE, — A ROV 252 BIFEAAR S 11 15 (Baron & Kenny, 1986; Edwards
& Lambert, 2007). 58— B YR 15 10 A 80 RIS AR B W RS AR B XS AR R M E R,
MR XDOMD>EAE Y KRR TR Mg/ i s 48, < — MR
W— AN A2 BT L% (Edwards & Lambert, 2007: p.1). ZEBIIHYE A (R 5 2082 4 X A1 W IAS
HAER @ M RX Y P2 A5 (Baron & Kenny, 1986; Edwards & Lambert, 2007), #1F 2-1 iR .
2t H B — A7 2 (a) K SR s BT b A R T RN, T e s b T — b7 2 (b) 4 B A

FEELINI

w

M Y l
w k

E1 RBIERATHBAFTIER
X B780; W. B8R M. 7B, V. AR R, EESE. REwkeh i EmEy
DL 1a ok Feom  (HJEE 1 Rt 2 Bis 06 & W AR .

P 2-1 AP R A AT N s (A SRIE: X ZR%%, 2018)
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RGN P ISR, 58— B BRI 5 1) o A RO 5 2 TR TS A B R 800 R AR P AL,
ER G B S SOEARR . XHMERFENXHET, Eig EERE W X XDOMDY Kt
BB CE—BBERATRRAER) , TREBRE M X XWDY HIRE BN K o

R R R TERD o XIRSEAQOL8) IR, = AT B AL T2 — B Bepl i 5 iy v Ay
SR T A P e B R AR R R A AR, T S YT A B R T SRR o A A A A AN A
x4 BRAR B HES R B A (p.549)

RIELLEND, AR FRERE T BB AR, &%, Wit EE, A
SRR RS X AUE R EF TS H AR B RFRIT R P BT . RS9
BT B N R BRSO S RE Al SR U R B AR, R T B AT
M A RO AT N, B A RO o 17 470 ) P 368 e 2 e 7 T 5 o S R 8 B A A TR R R
MG SE IR 1 70T 5 S A S 4005 B A TR SR S R A0 A7 A R v A R0, BB — A Bt 1
U AP S

Hok, ASCBEBESE BRI RN AT R EFH TS HARRE R, e —rBk
WA R BRERRG . wFiEfath, A7 S — B B i =5 (1 A RS
I, R = AN JCHE s (Preacher et al., 2007; XIZR%E, 2018): (1)X>M HIE R AT W HUE 1A
[FITAEAE; ()M diferseii Y Q)BEE W HUERIZL, X>M->Y HRHEBS A28 . AT =
AN AR 2 4% X AN IR 5 H A o

ERAERNZ, ACEATTHRH XOMDY /R, XS & s —Hr B
BRI TR A RSB BRI . WERIE b, RATC LM 1 6000 R H @ T &
BrINE, TSI A FAT N TNSSAE B, “BRGit ARSm 5F %A B2 7 h i E S, 3
N TR AR E R R, ZXAFE T AR R AT e B2 (K2R 58, 2018: p.550). HRAEHATH)
Bk, A E F AT B A R A R AT N I T RRE,  FE AT 3 A ) P N Y IE, T
FEAMAVEARIS 0, IEFHREZ TS, &P E AR T RE R A RE . Bk, 7ERs 3, kAl
AR AR, T B A A A RS AR

i bpnd, FATAIIA SCHIRR R & 158 — B BOoR 5 B b Ronz, - Rl bR e 3 BUFRIENI SEIERS
B —EH. B, MREEARBEDL, FATAT L — BRI
SHE R
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BN 9:
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S B R T S BE S W] BEAAAE FORRBR M o i UORE e 70 B ORI AT 5 TF
B R »

U REYG R TIPS BER ST S A E AU E B A, X — R BATR —
HE IR TR L, 3 B SR <41 BEIRTTERA A — R (58 19-20 T o [FIR,

FATEAHRHAE D THE (55 100 MATSE B 2 s —BO il B stk AR 7).
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SRR R AFE R ) . @R R ORI E AN A, I HORE SR s R T 4 1R
TR G, b e o fE B KR, AR PER I E A R E, IBALEMA N 1A
DL AR S, 8 B O iy 7 52 2
[B] R :

ARH R AR A ROIRBE AR . R E MR AR, RTINS AR T, FEJE
PRl B AR I A R 1 AN R AR S B Tk, SRS . JF HARIE DR R AR, K5
T, RIFW R ARG BB R A AR, AN R, AT SR S 7 2
B RN EB S nl, EHBIINE Y3 T Simsek % A (2022) &k % #£ Journal of
Management EF), HTHESUMATSLEE R E. ZHZCHENE, FFREACRI,
TR SEER A 7R BB BUS BRI T
B, ARBA SO I B EE WA B W Ak (audience) . FRATTIA R ZH SN HE 20 B AR ST

WG 7 -
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FR, BATHEFE AT LR 2E 23 4] S5t A0 FF 5 B S RF IO (AL SE I A S50y St e o [T
RN R, U R AR o P 2 e e e 52 1) 47 T 5% S 7 5 A ) R e A
FESUFERS b, AR SRS AR HEAT T SERUPE MBS0 B OUE 1O BN 25405 WS SR 4.2 SIS
ANER Y (B 20-21 50D
SE R

Simsek, Z., Li. N., & Huang, J. L. (2022). Turbocharging practical implications in management studies. Journal of
Management, 48(5), 1083-1102.

B 11

Hogrtg =)

(1 Bda o B/ MERRT I AT 48— 07, ansCE I p < .0017, WHIH<0.117, HilG 1
AHIE

(2) “R 2 BEAMENTTZE G FHZS A DANE A, i AMA RIS R A B
B,
5] 7 :

TR X A )

KTHE—AW, FAUFIRE SR, NECR RTINS I 0 BEH0 H BUE #A A% T 7 i
BH, X—®#HCO2m iR,

KFHE AW, BAWER VRE 2 RO IMERB T ANk RIAME R E R A R, 1
RAB AR 12 T,

HiBA2=0:
1R T 24 BE S RS AN D VRS B B8 ST N R I IR 3 2 R MR 2 7 T R R A o A A AT

N AREESARR AR, ARG, T RNBUN. R L —RIR M A Pra R,
IEX 5 JF HOR Ry 1] RS R R . 30 — S8/ R, 7 BER AR S5 3 — T . BT
Ho ERMPRE R, R 1 GRETARRECOMATE AR RIE R, [ 2 (R A

). WA 6 (MEMRPIE), X=ANREGRERfR. U =ARE, 7 EMRA 148858

st 12t (E—R R 2). ERSURRIESCT, ik 1 ERIEE 2] 182100
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o ASBR R TESNAMAITSH, SN2 SR B BAE 2 5, 58 AT e AR ket 4
FLRERIE BN B A IR AF . T IRSNFIPE I S L 0 SRR BT 2
A REAE TR P BRI S5 B G000k, W 38, — Bl s SCRP U, V78
st
IR

e B RAT R TR MR . % T8 1 BRI, AL G R —ROFH & X
ORI, RE— AR AHEAT T BATBERIS (, AN TS T I SCHR. FLARR T ST 1.3 6
T EETA 5905 S AR ShAYE AR (30 (3 56 0

=R 2:

AR A S ks (B3 3D, RIREULEE, FTVH T IR f3 i) G40
FEONED A8 18: 21 58, M= GEIEARS ST MR FEGFIT ) L7 21: 49 5¢
SRS . SRR RS, B A (ERREFGELE) A7 13:35 56, Wil
AIPAHEZ . ORI, TREWIMAUCI R, IR G A S e ) LB AR F 0 2 I 1) Ay
HRE BRI R, BEARWME, (HIFAEATTRE. N T kiR ORI B TS M R B AL — R
W ERBEF R, RIS E FIERTE R, BRI AR SR TR IR T LA . fRTE SO R
JBRE 7y, XS 1B — iR CED,  ASHIE FORR 4 O 2 b BE A I R A AR AR 51 Rk % H
R IR = AN R0 o F USCUR S T B 1 U B — NI AN A SRR, P S 0 B 2 i P e AR LE I
[ R, R P AR RO A R R R R R R
[B] 2 :

JEH R Y e AR AT R RIS E D, N TR Ik — R B R AR S R R
PR BT 3 (R 00T B A7 A R R R AT D (RS i 0 10 302 A2 T 4005 2 MRS PR 38 BIE T 17 e
) A R e FA . RSB BLHIRR G, I S — RS AE 11:00-15:00 JF78, FIIFE 13:35 S8R,
B R AT — R ik, AREFRAIM T LR IRAMIE

B, KR AT, R TAEH AR B SR E A 124 7 BT RIRER
IR BURHEICR AU T 3 E4E 10 ADIAEH %R, A TEGE R B A X AT L8552 5
W FEVEFIFAEET, RATAS 535 7HMATE LIEHERM LR, K0 (O)ARZ5%
(¥ EPERT IR, AN 8:30 - 10:00 455, A/ bH T # b TAERI, A v P[], H
KREHNIE 9:00 LPE: (27E LUERT, KREHSH5E TR, B FAEH%, RAUERIETE R
ARAMATARIL LA E S Q)FIAAF G, MHrS5E/TELLIEHEAFF%S. LZEL L

67



L, BATERR 7:00 KBEE, JFRFITRESF 12:30, [FIN GER S AN FEEE b A1 )
o %, LARBPHE 9:07 B, JFHEE A RGE T E BV, REX)
AR IRTERIPIRIL, HHBRILEFI, BATVOVH RO Q2R AT RERA 7 IXAN . %
KTANFR VAT VEGE N2, 5 25 B AE Ui <3.3.1 KBTI 5 R fh SR S AR 3636 4 (3 17-18
5 .

B RIEEE, BATERT TEA LB 70 S TR Ui WY 1 I — I [ 150 B ) e 7 2 1 1]
A, AR IRATIZ AR R R R, 33 WAB TSR 4.3 BF FEAS 2 5 ARSI FE 07 1038 73 55— BUAI 26 DY i

(52200

=R 3:

MREHER (E—REE 4. BEUFRIR, FERMRE 7HNHERREMARAL R H
AT PIAN R, XA WA EHEMARE IR A, WTRHEH AR RBUE N =4,
I AHR REORAE E=F . AR MA AR BRI KRB AN IE PO R EAR R, fRAER]
SHAIH T — SR UE . AN P AE O R B B 2 A N A AL 2 JE R R (represent group-
mean centered relationships), XANFRE M. (HIFEAMANFRRE, WIREEHEHIENRE
gitly, AU BHNHE O G EET EAA R RO AR R . B, FATR AR A
EAREE TR, AT EH N BME R O G, BEARMCRE R, TR R R
BT Bk, AT G IE COBSER) R — MR MOE RO, AR A B
THEOP A AR YE . MRS E AR £ Mplus IR E A ZE R, 7E Model
[¥1%between%%within% #i5r R 5 &4, ANEL s KR, £ Output #45 I samp.
IXHE Mplus B0 AT B E B S H A A A 50 R ORI IRV HE 50 2R 4L
[B] R :

AR B AR T S A

A PANE R PAH R BB S P L5k 4 Mplus i E — 1B, &
Model /7%between% FAlowithin% #5773 H 5% &5, FNeEEZ KR, 7 Output #7455 [
samp, A Z)itE T IMER IR BRI IMEFRE R E o, MENR RO UK E R, 9
FHMINFEL FEAGIIT N REGMFAT . PR ERES . PR SR MR R
PG ONE (HT—R) BRI N (AT—R) BEHGTITHN AT—R). R (WD, IE
S R, MENARRBT THNE O MR RS AR AR R N IME. B
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BB TAE-FEE X A e, BEUE R R BRI B Ra3.1 fd gt CGF

=04
whh, PUREFIE !
[B] 5 :

ARH VR # T KO EAT BB TAR RN RT, R AR S (sl AR A i Bk
(T, Ay B2 DAL Bl AR SCRIE R RERE 1T & IS I 23K

g=%

HRA1ER:

HER BN S B S PR, 1% 1 PEE NBOORFR 0 il i A AE S IR 4
201

VAR IR I B HE R AR . RAEF TS, RSO EE AR DT BRAE T SR R IR O R AR A Ok
R INAT SCHR TR AN — SRR s, R 0 5 A B ) e B s B B e . AR, R AR R
WU G245 TINR B AL A o« VEE SR IT 1 AP A& I 5, HE B A 5 IR 7Y
Moo (1) “EAURATT S O A R B 4 - 52 BIVE RS SRS E 1Y AN ) ) B2 (Hammond et all.,
2017)7, WIE T HEM AT DIk N A R (2) “BURAEMFIRS, ATREE R T4 S LR
ZRPREAE -+ 3% ZFPRFAE A2 A1 1) PR 0T ) T2 BERFAE -+ 703X — MR, AN — A B
L, RUE TAMEPE R DR I AR . AR IR AT [RIB EE RRE L CARE T R ). T A AT A
CURTIEIBY, e TP R Q0T TR DT S AR R B B S AR, AR ORI 0 B L5 AT AT
L JEATIF U S Ay, R T P 2 T BT S A 5 A O R s T ) B A O R
Ji@ W) 2 93 55 T A IR R U 7Y o I Ab BEANIF 0 SR 1M 0 SR 23 T R I BE K, TR S B RUIR I R T T AR
B, HMmESSEEmR M a2 “B” KiK.
[B] 2 :

AR RO AR N E AT IR E W, 2R WA AT SR N B AR E R . 21 it

AR ARSSSCER A B FTR L, JRAT TR F A Bl R R = A 10, 20 i ]
— KT W 11,

TR E R, RATE— PR Hammond %5 A (2017) 15 SCE#A, R SCESAIRHAA
ZE SR AN AN AL R, AR IR H B R TS IS GE R 227 25 288
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FATARH AN FE BTk bk . B S RcA M dE . R AR AT Ak
e P R T AR B AR Y . BB BT

o ZHERR NGB SUIREA P SR S N RIS RIT N FEERER, A4S
IHA IR TSI TBHIE Lo X T -F 55 U FTRI T 1k T K EESUH 2 41, ARIF Cleisure) . #E[X
(community) FI#iE (church) S48 5 anfal 520 40 5 & 43N 1R LA K45 S AT 0 vl AR 3 1Z HE 4k
Wig. IERFAERSZGEME, MEFRMEMERS R MR E S TR E TR, JEH, fF
FWIRH “ X ERE Y EWHAERKF/E(Hammond et al., 2017: 494)”.

B, ACLLZER IR T, BER X TAERSEm, Ik MEREE R A&, B2
Hammond 55 A (2017) Bt IR R SRBIF T 07 0] o SCEAEARSKRBE T )7 [ H ARt “Future research in
other related bodies of literature that address cross-domain phenomena, such as the work-family interface,
may benefit from ideas put forth in our theory (p.494)”, FfH#5H “Examining personal and situational
differences in noticing work-family-relevant connections and disconnections, as well as potentially
developmental aspects of them, might shed light on work-family experiences (pp.494-495)”. [Xitk, ZA7
T ISP R XS B ETSCJE A5 TP 5 4 o [T RIS R AT TR T TESE, P RRH i B % 2
8, AN HRING LT F (S % 28

%5=, Colquitt ! Zapata-Phelan (2007)7EH 4 M FH PR, —RSHEC R R TTEkER 1 e
B&1IF (theory testing)Z #b, 3 1] LA BEAE#4 2 (theory building) %2y, I H AR 5] AR A8 B EHiS
R E T RSO A,  an RSk SR WIRAR 7 AR R R R, A SO 2
—N AT B IR UE A ST . T A SCAE 5 AU AT B A R B IR 2 T, 45 S BARIwE Ut
Bi, #HATE BRI, MR R R R E T 5.
= TS AT B BRI IR ?

N T SR A1 DR AR A1 i A i A R T A O A 4 A I AL, AT — PR N TR
TNARAH R STHR o« A SCZ P R A1 ) A 9 B S ok A, EE AR AR

B, MEKEFAMG T FERE T APREH A KA & . Ashton A1 Kibeom (2001)1 it
RTUNKE T LA B SR 1 1, RS SR B i R AAVTZEAS [R5 T A SR Ao e B
EHEIN, Bk, SmtERBERFERNRANE “HIMAFR” (Social domain related endeavor)
TSN B B BLRL(Wilt & William, 2017). i & 53 32 BG4 (/24T 45 J7 THi (Task domain
related endeavor; Jackson & Brent, 2017); FF/t: 32 B 5G3E 19 2 8 7177 i (Intellectual domain related

endeavor; Soto & Jackson, 2020); B AP A 45 i T & 5 2 (prosocial aspect) Fl 44> 77 H
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(antisocial aspect; Soto & Jackson, 2020), HAKK.3 3-1 ffizn. % TAOCE R EELEHZ 5 AR

AR RN, PRIk, AR L T A AR &, B R BB I AR

# 3-1 RILNMEARIAE FE 1) 32 o iy

=
Ho

Dimension Extraversion Conscientiousness openness Agreeableness Neuroticism
. . . Intellectual N
Domain/aspect Social domain Task domain related domain related Prosocial aspect Antisocial
P related endeavor endeavor endeavor P aspect

S5, I SCERIEETAT R, KT NS EENE RN A (R R, T e, sk
Y0 IR 5 (a0 AN N [ = A 0 AN = Y o =T8T AN A TR T E 2w
TR REAE B AT X 73y 2 Pl TR AR A MRAR PR A 5O o FLAARSR

56, Champoux (1978)7E [ iR SR AN RURIET, BHAfFE H “Individuals are viewed as behaving in
different institutional settings and being able to make up for deficiencies experienced in one setting by
engaging in more rewarding behavior in another setting (p.403)”. Tfij 1 i 1t ) 22 il X — 5 i
R HARE AW m A AN AE I B 50 5 AR NG AT B R A AL,
L BN AT RE A A SR AN SRR o AR A 10 P PR N A 388 81 7 T 5 A I S D0 B AR FE T 3 B iy
HERIIPE, PR, SEINT e A 2B 9 5T IR N

FU, AR A SR AR AT e AT, AE S AR AR AE AT B T RE Y SR A N BT
TS AR Bk, AR A2 A B I 2 [ A S /D A BRI FE . BRI e P T R e AR,
A RER A GRANSRIE RN o RSN ) PR3 A SC RE TR, 2 BEINE AT Byl R Bk ik, A
I BE A AT e A A N R T IR RO

Wm, T A K E AR, L BE T AE 1 FRE 1R R HH AT B 4y DR AF R B O R
U5, AT DB A H T B 3 BEAT BRI, D A B (Marks, 1977). T IR & W ik
¥, BURTUS#H H S KB RE & /KT (Hobell, 1989; Parker et al., 2013). 4 i 14 95 A 2
rRE R /KT, 2O RO I S A AL BRURIE AR S, B B T AL R BT UEUR R R A AR AT SE I T R
HEAT 5 ) 22 5 4% %F (Hobfell, 1989; Halbesleben et al., 2014; Parker et al., 2013), £ L {F4¥ils & H 40 5
ft, BEM P AETRAMRARAN . A S, ARAM AP RS BA BUR A BE R /KT, 2 RO A7 i 5K
FEFAF AL BHIRTEAR S, AT N AT RECEFF DR AP SR B I BRI, BRI T By, ki A 2B v X
JIT PR 2800

i LR, AhAVERAR AR B BRI LK e B KT = A BT AT RE B N X 2 S
VR 60 57 e S D 2L (130 7 2 A AR5 DU T SN R B 4 3 R, S5 A A ST B AR UG
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55, PR WA 2 B L AT
=\ I PEFERZ TR ?

W AT ST, ATV KGR, R STt AT e L A . SR, T
AR B O M AN, BRATRIL, HSRITMEIFAE R A SR wE FU 5

B, ROTVERIERGRAR A KI I, M0 ASCHT 7T S 5 B F A AN T 32 202 NPk &
FRI SR RIS MR T I B L RE LI, EPREHT T E LI NG5

Hok, FATNFESR UL, B @R ST 0T i 701 2 e Ay SR i BT AR, ik
RN B S35 M DU R AT U0 10 Sy, DRI 6 391 P9 2 YR 5 0 i R B 1R 5 40 S 4 A
7. B2, FEHEBEHNERTZES B, X723 #E(Baron & Kenney, 1986).
FEREAT V75 R NL O B TR IR, 2 22 B A i B 9 20 B B2 i TIiA R A . AR, A SCRTF
X It RSB AN SR A RAB SN, L5 I W R A2 403 3 28 1 110 97 T e S P AN 405 By D[R] 2 TR R 5%
BRI o KA ST IR RN, AT 22 3 1R A7 T R BE A AT B A A R 2 TR R R RO
G MR A GRAMNBAR RN, 90T 7 28 13 1) 0 ) 2K B S A4 B N TR 2 TR IR SR RO IE . BT SC
AT A R R T R, R AR AT 2 e P 1A T X A A3 B 43 DA [ 22 TR R 5% 2R
RAT A AL

SR, oS DTk AR A0 T 7 T 5 B Sty R (R B A6 AR ARAR IR B S AT R
T B S, TR A 2R T i KA 59T SR, SRR AR Ty i ) i
W, AR K KA . IR ILIE A, e H BAA s R TUER, TROSEL &
R I K BE R AT, T H IS5 IEKIBS G INFE, (LR BIHPAFE IR
o IRANGARN A AR T LD I R AT, AT B . AR R R
Bl (&1 3-1) BB sy yd I A0 i) PEALS 53 PR AT 5 7R HY B 40002 57
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] 3-1 A A AR A 7 ] R R R 7 e

B, R UANEFER TN AR, RINA EFA G iEE R 0L RN B
e, AKX 5 “K5BTE 7 Rl “IRAGRIE” LT I GE -

g EpTiR, AR AMAPEIX — NSRRI E N ER, REBSIEM TSN R IR H T8
JF, GEFHAKAMAEERE, FRHERR T AT RN MR 2 hl e BRI RATEAES
TR A e N B e R A A S RGS B, N BATE EA AR A B o [FI, AT SO
LI T #EAT 7B R, Bk AR SO “ 1.3 St S RE S ST B AR A 1 it A R AR
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JRUHER T — AN EHMER T —NET ESM BF T & BRI EE N . SR AE PN 2

W 1, WA B FRATAE AN TR AN R At A 128 B B A] e A0 S S By DA IR B VR A T H R 2
2, BUCKHEE FUNE] main text 112
(8] R :

A8 AT FRAT] %0 AR 1 e M @i, S R A A T — 2 R B A ST 7
RS DARPIANIEFE Z ARG 2R

— HEFEIG RGBT AN LI B8 055 07 oA [T B Fe 7 S AR 2

5 QU T B A R B R Y, S A D A7 T K A R S S B A A R, R T
FOXF BT SR BE A 5 405 A B TR G &R (AR (Hammond et al., 2017). 44153 AR A €
W 3E — 20 T FEARATT R 22 T3 A7 T 5% BE S A T P 0 A 22 1) 55 s ERF (Camipbel | et al., 2006; Lanaj et al.,
2019), BRI AEFAZLKAEAT S f (o (Baumeister et al., 2007; Hagger et al., 2010), i 67 1 5 Gz F4E 4
BT SN, BIP2 A R RBT RN . fEX Ml e rh, EERFIEHLH AERIE (Edwards &
Rothbard, 2000; Rodell, 2013), P bFRATHR 4 25 S 40 T 5 3 N R BE AR A S 2 - TARAZ ELBEE, k4%
HIRFEEE A&, 7B T AR 48 ) B T SR B A S P B T FE A B

T N AR T A BT SR AR R RN UL 2, RE DR Rt AT T 5% QU8sk i i S F
FEAE A R AR, B AT A AR MR K HH 4T A 4 (Edwards & Rothbard, 2000; Lanaj et al., 2021; Rodell,
2013), UL 67 R BE AR PR m AT S AR, BIPA A BRAMBARAR S . DR, BRATTRR 4 i A 40
SHMARBERMEE-TELTHEE, 2% Rodell (2013)1Ifiik, EFRIMEAT N E, e
G HEL T HHFEFA )5, FHE N TAESUR PR AR Rk FE L

FATRAE S 1 18 SO R SSH 7r, Hn BA TR FE RO BIE IE 2 BRI AN R AR Y LA,
B “2.3 50 27 A ETIIBL (55 18 TD)

v BRELEFHE main text 1,

FEH AN 53— AL L XA, AR SERATRE (K ESM BEFT/EABTTE 2 Tl SC
(5 18-23 T “2.3 BEIT 27 #r) , IFAMTE UM TSRS Z ISR R (55 9 T “2.1 WU
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WIKH
BSHEZ M T —/ANE ) ESM BF9T 2 B IR ER L] o BRI, VEB R IE k%

A -1 I EAE . EE NN A CSGTERZ leader identity /KT ZAR4L . {H5E ESM HF 5T
ML REB i H R B AE within-person LIRS JfH., #2H] t-1 WEAEZE ESM B FEH — ik
Lo ANEE BN AZA RS 71 B SEIESE R
E1RE :

P S TR B B AN ) B, AR B — R G R AR RS A, FEMLIRATHE
I 7 B AR, A BB T I SRS

HARENEBHAKE, MR 2 b, RITEFRRTHRSERTENEN. ZEEH
7, BAM—RAXRNETHASSAE (BE+FF o JEH, RAMIEERMZR, ERHPT 2 1
s, fEotr “unFEREMS (B ENEERK ELD) > B3RS, e (R ENE >S5
PHANE CRAIED 7 MR, BRTHES d1 GI—X) HSESSMAR, BEH7T 1 (&
B MESSMARE. H2, R 32 FIESRY, 505K F 0 35 IE W 2w AL (B=
0.30, SE = 0.13, p = 0.02) MIFRFMB= 0.39, SE = 0.18, p = 0.04), HRIBFRFRINATEFHHHARE (T
4 KM EAREE (4509 p=-0.03, SE=0.11, p = 0.77 1 p=0.09, SE=0.11, p= 0.42)
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% 3-2 [N d-1 A -1 TS B A IR AR AT 45 R (W 2)

EE %807 RAb WMEFH AR CFFD
A 1 A 2 i 3 iR 4 Fi 5 A 6
=] 267 267 3.017 3.017 3.86 2.7377 (0.64)
0.17) (0.17) (0.22) (0.22) (0.19)
BRI R
F-H(JH ) 0.21 0.28 -0.09 -0.02 0.01 -0.07 (0.12)
0.17) (0.15) (0.20) (0.18) (0.18)
Fix 0.15 0.32 -0.15 -0.01 -0.01 -0.17
(0.25) (0.21) (0.31) (0.26) (0.22) (0.17)
Sxiti 0.33 0.34" -0.05 0.01 -0.10 —0.06 (0.14)
(0.19) (0.16) (0.18) (0.15) (0.19)
EEig 0] 0.04 -0.00
(FT—) (0.11) (0.10)
PREMNET—K) 0.24” 0.23"
(0.09) (0.10)
BT SR (BT — R e L) 0.25° 0.23
(0.10) (0.13)
FEHEMAFEL) 0.21 0.19
(0.13) (0.08)
ERIN5
74T 57 Bt S 0.30" 0.39" 0.11 0.00
(0.13) (0.19) (0.13) (0.01)
HARE
H IR A -0.03
(0.12)
FRAD 0.09
(0.12)
MENFRE 0.74 0.58 0.591 0.44 0.54 0.31
MR E 1.27 1.2 1.82 1.82 1.49 0.93
Pseudo R? 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.04 041
e FTRE R RIS UL R, 1S B ARMER. BEARE. AMER N = 42, MER N =307. Tp<005 Tpc<
0.01, ™ p<0.001

i b srg, ROMERERKSES S HARR, SAEXESEE—~ 5 R+ IRHh—~
FSHMNR (L) WRABNREER. BT LA AT — 35, %
TR, A ERE T A A R AN 4

2 Ay 40 B ARG 18, FATTN A Bl S R AN A dE JATB R, S 3 3 B 3k
A HT S22 R & TR0 7 IR RS S 00, BAR BRI R

HAE, WAEEF ARG, “ESM BEFCIHIMR S 02 B AL S /E within-person 1 f#74%
27, (HRBEHIALREK t-1 WEHE within-day fluctuation), &R HEFFFHEREE. 1F
Gabriel 25 A (2019)45 tH (I AB#E, “This decision depends on the research question: Do researchers want to
predict the level of the outcome contingent on specific events, or do they want to predict change (e.g.,
morning to afternoon) contingent on specific events?” (p.986). flifiTik— 45, LEFREAEFHNRE
RIZRALRT, 324 t-1 MIERAER; ML AEERURERAPR, 24 1 WUERSRE
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BT . WA Il ESM BT AL E B AR, 1l Watkins 45 A (2023) s /£ &£ T AMI (16
SCHR BT AZM AR AT AR R R B R . 7EiZ 0, GG E AR & (capitalization) X pride
AL sy, fEF4Ed] T FRIER pride; Mi7EALL capitalization X} knowledge sharing f#j7K
SRR, ARATIE A 4 ) LR I (Wattkins et al., 2023). ZEASCHIBR R, BRAIROKRT
FEW— R LI ATEREFHNSRAS AR K FE(eve) 1SN, FIHRHEE Gabriel %
AQ019)MEW, HEEHILRKN -1 NEERATET .

H, BATEUNEFTB ESM BFFURZ “Hah) -1 WEE” W SE — s, (A
T B BIEEN t-1, FRERLR BT R R ST . JATHEFC A AT — R A ) i X e
FAEXS A RGUT BN FFG B TAT NI, B TC IR 91T Bk A U AT e A
FRME, #ZB) 7T RN GUR SE SRR R AT (O Rt 2R A TR ZET ST
KET) , AEEENERAZRT, REEEHR— REONWEME. Bk, ERAITTT IS
THE— RGN EAE, JFHAEDTIT 2 Th B Rk 55 v A 0 D)2 00 B () B e R i — SR G L)
MEMEE AR R, B 2 BRG], EE T — R LRSS S 0mARE, SHIE
R b 22 P B 7 T 2 = S 2 A R SR 1 90 L i B FROFEE (B= 0.30, SE = 0.13, p = 0.02) Al
RAMB=0.39, SE = 0.19, p = 0.04). 4533 5 b (¥ 1 FRAE o I 35 M S 0 L L FR) 903 S A R (B =
-0.10, SE = 0.05, p = 0.04), 437 & ERI5RAM 2 25 HhIE [ FE e B _E 4005 & A [RI (B = 0.49, SE =
0.09, p = 0.00), fAIHIZFKEEFAFX . ERIGTT S Ol [F S A B3 (B= 0.21, SE = 0.12, p = 0.07). Jf
H, A0 5K B Sl i AR A SRR o b R 40 B A R B ) RS e A S Y, LA X1
73 79[-0.08, —0.0002]#1[0.01, 0.39]. EIRBIEARIHRF T RN A, BIPIER LRSS
IWFEZZBH—RRAER A THKEF 4R .

i bpTR, AT, FEAR OB AL IR AN B, AT R R S o . [,
FATAE S T T FEAS LSRRI TETT W DXL R A8, 7 WABSR “3.3 HFFEA SRR KT T

TR SR BRI = (58 25-26 T1) .
S5 R

Gabriel, A. S., Podsakoff, N. P., Beal, D. J., Scott, B. A., Sonnentag, S., Trougakos, J. P., & Butts, M. M. (2019). Experience
sampling methods: A discussion of critical trends and considerations for scholarly advancement. Organizational
Research Methods, 22(4), 969-1006.

Watkins, T., Kleshinski, C. E., Longmire, N. H., & He, W. (2023). Rekindling the Fire and Stoking the Flames: How and
When Workplace Interpersonal Capitalization Facilitates Pride and Knowledge Sharing at Work. Academy of
Management Journal, 66(3), 953-978.
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=0 4:

BESREF Wy ARSCHIAT SO J& T 5 — B B 1 i v s R o AEAR IR N, 15 e d th
iy, ORGP R BT, PR BT R JefR I Sk R U N AR SR A
ST, IS AR P R T,

[E] R :

e IR R A XSS, ARG A E R RTE AL .

B, — MR TERE — Br BO o T B s A B RE R R T B B R, R B i
WHYEN, POV BB “BERR FEIS & L7 (KR, 2018: 549), X i Fs 2 fr) [X
43is strictly a matter of conceptual framing” (Edwards & Lambert, 2007: 17). PElitt, HiWr—NF5efE
@ TWRMh R AY, S S R AR e A, AR SRR . BB BRI R A B
RitE, WHER WEHETE X>-FAEER M KRR, NiH X-M—EZE Y F 35
R TEWEM, £2EE “REATMEANAEEATERRERN, WZXAVRERRTH
TEMPNZEZ FHRRNGREE H]” (N7R%%, 2018: 549). MR 1 PRI BB X
W RMREERET M RX Y FEAERN, E23EE RFPNRRERRFANRENEREE
ZEEWRPMER” (XI7R%, 2018: 549). #4E L, AHFFER A Sl R EEEIRE LT S 1A
[ 5 Wi A6 R AT A B A S (REAE S 5T R AN R AN R PR AN J7 1) A S AL 5 A 45
SN PEYE T T SO R EE SRS B AR R SC R, MRS T Ui R R~ ST B A R~
A RCTFAT NIRRT 55 — B B s 19 (0 v A RO AR

R, AR ST B ¥ B FOU 2 445 4 5 — W B 8 15 00 v A 2805y 2 143 ) 2l 2 SROPIABE 491
. BREARE, AT HEE—BBATR R RN, TEER=A4E S (Preacher et al.,
2007; XIZREE, 2018): ()X—~M KIRRWTE W BUERARTZRLL; (M W% Y; (JBEE W
BUERIARN, X—>M—Y KBS . AR =AU IE R AL X AN B B, 7
A

e 1 A ISR AR T S0 R AT S FIEMA N ZE IS &R . Bk
Kk, xbm A EIE AR BT, G SR EE SRR P2 R IE [ R R AT B A e Ah
PR AR RIS, ST 5K B AR AR A 2 O 7 ) L 1 40 B 4 A T

i 2 FEMENZ IR, TS BT B 03 A A 1E 18] 520 (a) A 54T M (D) 3R A 34T N

e 3 Ah g AR T 1402 4 D 10 A7 T 5 S 405 S A A R () 2 AR 4 AT
()AL AN FAT N HIAIFE RN o X T b Ve R S, fEMA N ZE IR, Sl o g F ARl i 52

A B A7 [ 15 R S i S A AT N AN AU AT s X ARSI PRI L, R MR AR IR,
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I R A L I AT B A3 DA R 7 ) S M A S AT N MR JE AT AT 6

PR, S ERAVR IR U “Jeft b Ay, SRS PR TR BT, PR R A o
7 B RARMB, R T A BONR . XA MOy, 0 SR A 40T 5 A
[ R 24T SAT NI R0, 7084 R 5 T DR R RAMBAR B AN 5 10 AR R ORI, (45« 1Tl R R
=83 B N IR] 7 DK AR KR A — U B A R~ U AT A IR RAR AT R A IE
PR T AR 2, RIRIE AR R IR e LR W, A L ZE 2 )RR i B (Preacher et al.,
2007; X455, 2018). KT IX AR, XIARSEN(018) M EiGE:  “BA i A & 5 %A L EHAT
AR RIS, BN TR AR B AR, XMFR R AER T REAR 237 (p.550). [FIHT,
fEATEIRE],  “REFRATRIFNRFAZLEAB AR REA BDERHERREKHER X &
&MY FEERRAER. NGEHABNE, XMBRRIFARBER. XREAHTHAERER
FREW), BT TFMERTRIFARE " (p.561). 1M1 “HF T OO ZE I8 1522 5 35 sl
S5 AR, T AR SR (RS A ) (p.562)RY, BT DAFRH AN AR B, S HRE “ AR
WERTT LIAME Nt B 15 0 vh A e ZE TR 25 1F 7 (p.562). PRItL,  FRATTHE L b A ROREAR BEAN SR
%, TR SCHER Y -

WA, B SCHR PR S ZAERE SRR 0 P A RONASE R, A SR A RN, T A B
PR RN B F . Leln, Watkins 25 A (2023) 5 & ELEEAR AT RONAR & (B 1 AR 2)
SRIESEHER T R AR R (R 3) , A HE iR T -

i bk, ATy, ASCHRT ORI & T 5 — B BOR R A i A RS R, (H RO A AE
ANT7 AR R BB AE A3 S RN A A RO AN B2, BRI A SR . JF HL, X R R
FEEAHIRTTER SCER AL AN LRI, FFA S ASCHRIWE TR AR i SR 1A b A AR T R
SHE R
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TR0 T U BB AP RIERUR (09850 A 50TT R A2 kb BB 2 0 5 B S 3 2
SN, RIS, R G, B B RS, N,
TRAkLE e — T

1R :

AR RS A T RIS, IR B k55 ORI S 1

1
EEBUE MRS, B 1 MRS S 7 R 0350 . <4005 30 0] 22 3h A& 11 sk~
H G H AL ENE” XA R . 2 NER.  “OUREIIRERE AT XA i T
859, R B CERVIEECE AR, TE AR SR N Rl “ELN K E R
G, BAmmBEEKTHSE N RIEMGERHEFEE D MREEKTFRSTEE, EL M0 KE
HE, AT REIEMAEREFEE 27 XU A AR
[5] R :

e R R I, AR LA SR E R R XE R EINERE, R
ARG IX 53 1032 5 BT AR B N

B DR AT BEVO R B A OCHT ST 48 1, A IMARAE A S #8 T RS, BEWTRE Y 1 IRAF I
A BT UR T R D A H e U BE R AR, AT RE AR R AU AT R IR AR B DA P SR BT R
(Halbesleben et al., 2014; Hobfoll, 1989; Marks, 1977). [X 43 LA ERFEIHLAI A TMA B & H 5
KA, T REE (energy) 1E & — F 85 22 1) 9% 5 (Halbesleben et al., 2014; Hobfoll, 1989; 745,
2022). Pk, FEL PG EEEEAE T BRI, ERe R K I 0 2 B AT BE DA A R AE T A
o RES 35 WA AT 13845 %2 5 (Lilius, 2012:van den Broeck et al., 2010; 14:3114%, 2022), X1 58 J& & 7E TAE
rhR FE A S A £ DLIEAT R VR FE S SR SR (Parker et al., 2013). A%, X TRAEE KT R4S,
MATE L Py U K E E A FE T B J5, Sl BE N AR T A 2t — 20 T AR R R
(Halbesleben et al., 2014; Hobfoll, 1989; Parker et al., 2013), M~ T LRAFACEIFI IR, AATHEAE
EARFHA T

PAERFRATR “ 913 REE /K- FrEefE iR [y, JATEXHE SO 7k, 151
BEh “1.3 UMK EF 5O IAFE: ShEPE AR TEE " 57058 6 T —B.
SEIIR

Halbesleben, J. R. B., Neveu, J.-P., Paustian-Underdahl, S. C., & Westman, M. (2014). Getting to the “COR”: Understanding

el

the Role of Resources in Conservation of Resources Theory. Journal of Management, 40(5), 1334-1364.
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“XUTIG” FoMR. O FES2FR, 54(10), 1234-1247.

B2 2:

B A 250 ORI U BLAE PO T AN FE 04T, IR BCREILARTIONWE T 20 n ARARMBTA T8I
TR, TEREA R BE M A RIS RIS T, IR R R & BB
[B] R -

PEH USRI R W G SRS AP L AU BRATTREHT S 10 28 56 BURE IR T Wt 7L
2, FHAFTNHTWABIFCZRIRSCR, I BSR “2.1 BRFOBER” i (5 9 7O At “2.3 #i

27 4 (55 18-23T1) o

i

O, 3:
TR — 4. i, “Zhangetal, 2020”7 Mi%i& “Zhang et al., 2020”.
[B] R :
SR I AN BN B B B SRR TT, RATFE SR A BT AT AN L 7430, AT RERIIE

SRR R IR .

20 4:
i, PURIFIE!
B R :
FEH U S B AU, A B EA TR AR R I SCE RE S N 5E ¥ .

FErEe
HBA1EL:
BIFEE R E, RTEEERFEHZOZE -1 WS, PEE AANGE I E W RS

Mk BRI : #—, BRI, AMUTEERES] -1 TS mAR, BHEEES -1 ’EK
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PUFE, RANEHABAS R, B, MEEEH T 1 WOSIAE SIS SRR, BNk 7 vre
FHHEM, BUESGERMGITHER LA ? 5=, {EFHW: Watkins 55 A (2023)#ifE HART
AMI 1 RS s Tz s R A A T i S AR B B R KR . RO, ARREAE
(capitalization)f pride HIAZALH SIS, (&M 7 HRMER) pride; TEALS capitalization X
knowledge sharing FI7K-FIIs2maRS, ABAT4 A =M R M £ (Watkins et al., 2023). 5Zfx I,
Watkins 5 (2023) JF&A UWMUL: i H AR (capitalization) % pride JA4L M,  BLAL
capitalization %} knowledge sharing FIZK-F 15200, FH HX s SCEmsetl & 17— t-1 il
AR WX R SR R, AR /0 7 B RRRE DU 2R 0 B 3 A RIS i, P b
CBI 1) BISS Sl lm] . HE—2Bdh, R AN ONFEH TS S oA [F A RO AT i, SN s
TR -1 A RSSAT N, BV R ARG R AE R — NI E SRR, foRAES] -1 /1
S, A8 RVE T E st K. FEig E, change XT change HISEIE, b level £ level 54052
B A5 T5 ZE R R B B MR 2
EIVE

AR H TR AR R R

MR R B IAE, HhANSEATS AR E SR AL AEXERLS RN 77 . ATIEH A
AR R N B MR S BRI A ARG A, AR o A AR ) A e, 3 e 1 S O R SR B T
IREZMER] . HRFUEEES 1 X— L, FAMEE BIARR R 2 5 J LRI A . AR
AT LA s AR e Wi s, JRATFEBL R S R, 007 B2 WA N BE M A7 40 A0 1R E 5 R 3RATT Y
W Ao

(1) BEEFIERE -1 &1 (within-day fluctuation), 628 1% 5t o) Bk g, TAE=
B B s RSB T o« IR0 Gabriel 55 A (2019)F5 B4, “This decision depends on the research
question: Do researchers want to predict the level of the outcome contingent on specific events, or do they
want to predict change (e.g., morning to afternoon) contingent on specific events?” (p.986).

(2) ACHWHFTI @, AEEEH -1 R s EF I (EREE ERERFE) ME5R
SRS PIANFEIIREN . MO FoREE, TS0 -1 MEUE, CAMNEM R A 570 5 AT P se
Wi, PEHMEE, AR EFAR TSN FEREIE S AR EE . RATX Study 2 FIEHE 2146
R WECHF 7 EREI AL X B RATRAEEGA .

S, BRI A NAE A AR B XA [ A & —in], (R, X
FRATSE IR ANBIE FESCHR A S0 T S ) 1 AR AR F o JRATTAR B R o R A B TR SR
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R DTN SS F1, BRATARH 2 AR AN AR R . P R

HRA 3 ER:
GO0 E RVER I R AT O TAR SN AT R 2 8, LR R QIR FE AR Fe sk e s SUEAR B . AE

BAEWSCIE M =R PR B L I B b, RIS SCHR I AR 78 70 o X BEAR R 5 0T 7T e T A
Zi. XIWEFAEAN AR BT a2 S0 PE R WBTEAT B AR SN BB, B e 13
EHrE.
EIVE

R I OAELD TRZRESNIEFE R ERIREL S, 1ZCRAIIHRAREE. EA1H
SIRBAN B BONT B2 H

il
=

BT RIS KT, BN R K s AT IR AE AT 3 5 TN [RS8 i 3R AT A A 2 A
B, USRI R IR . X2 = A0 VEE R AP AR R
=1

HR T fA %

VR B 2R i U 5 B A TR B0, E =40 8 I B0 5 A AR B (R I E S B AL 2 . S5
B IR IR E——IA T AR 40 R B b 78 IR ——91 3 SN R R AR R B Ol
NET) BRI JEERE CHNS) — SR8l AT 8. TESHTHR S, 1EERRR R
“—J7i, WUFFELEL] L P FEFEAEEE SRR R E R R R T A, [
AT SN R (IESCE L0, IXFERIRIA 23 18 B 0 TS0 AT A A< T A A IS R 5
R, X S — e PP el TP R B 5% T Ml HMBAE B o) o F @B/ T LA 188 A A B 43 A
A PG R, 018 SO R IR I AT 2, U H R i S SRR AR/ v 05 B 4 DA R AR A
KRR CUACA xx, BUEEAEE x0, MAZSERRIIAT . AR R R o Hi A
AR TP VR UIE 1) R A AR IR ) SE 58, AT DA T8 SO AT AR ST IE SRR T
Bl R :

AR I R A B L LIRS B AR 7 1, Al TR e A AT B — e AR I 5%
JIHAT o RGOSR, BATEE 7 iz, EEAGE:

1. FOHT D B WU AT S A R B e, R ATZ IR A I AT O

2. 7S R e G L “REAELURIGI T MO X RS BIERRE, MR IiE”
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. FLARIE ISR 5-8 T “1.3 Ml FKIEFH ST H AR ST AR KSR A

“LA YT B INF S RRAT N B, UK 18 T “2.3WHIT 27 B ST ARl 2 Ak

=20 2:

AR IS

VRS -2 P T BEIR R TE A2 A3 38 0+ A SO SR 1 VR . RN B AR S i 4 B
W CREAFE—RIPE R ILEISD . Bk, AR ZEER: QDR (RIKEFE) b
AR (AT EHINED BRG] o A4 T ™75 A2 R A e 35 0 1% [l S RE A% R I — e R A DR 3 ok e
B Bk, REERZFPESTHE R R, RN H R SRR, B0 AR SR ) ol B ?
Hk, IEMEE i, RIARILER R — e CRES =8B, HEAAEASE SN =
ANTTHNT R R T AR SRR, Flan, s i3t T AU A G e IR, e
EKCP S MR D T SR B A (0 BRSO (AR, RE R AT AL SC & S i A 0 2R A I U SR
BRI, AR = A5 TR S A IE R LR E Y 2 SR AR R A AR 2 B ATI R R ) < fi
B T2 AR i K BE A5 AT H S A R ORI R XA i ? R iXseiml il, 1F%
A DA R HEAT SR N RIS

PP R PR Ve EE A AR R AT RN M RTIRR R B, SRR i & (A
SPAE AR S RE A X B B GRS AR, a3 SN SRV RE A Al R A A SR IR S Bl B R T
NS Bl B B R B o 2 15T 58 ELRR TR AR BOR B IR IX AN AR ? I R MAR . G

MK VS HEIER KD, BY regulatory focus Z5.

N

WO

[B] & :
e B AR N AR R A @R = . R A AR E s, FRATHE LT J7 O 1A AR Bk
P47 T B

S HINE MR XU, R R, R m o AR S T . A MU A
XA BRI T A R S R AT ST S INA S 2R R. B, KRR
=TT R AR . B =, RO SCAF AR R OR B AR B AT SRR ] B T S R A
tr, BAAT SO SN s R A G TR ISR MTRE R KT, R RSN AREL, A1 AhE
R RN, AN EE P MR RARIL. B0, ReRE RS FER
ABR 7. BRSO LA 56 T “1.3 Ml HREF I ST SN ST AR R 5 1
IR A B S AR AR O

Btz 4h, ERAGRE: 25 HMTEREFIFHRIXA TR, BEAMATHEE?
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RTREAE, AT EAN, B TAHRKIAMATE NS 24, B EIE A H AR R REY
A E MR, R R A 2 X M R R o (R IX AR B AR AR ORI R R g
WE, WA M RERE G ALEATAEF ERFRAREL, FECH AN NS
3K A R A A 970 T 50 S M AT B 0 D[R] 140 5 I 200 AR R R el 0z e 4 A Y 11 2
FLOFFAT” BN ARSI ONAI IR — PR R AL 970 5 R S S M 405 B 43 DA [ 4 9 5K I
RO AN TR AN ERAE RN A AEAE I — AN EED %7 (IBERREE 6 TUEIECE —BEECE =17). 5
B, FERKWETETT FIES Sy, X AR AT e M AR BT TR, B B 27 IR
Ja— B

B 3:

SRR UL, 0T TSR R B AR S UE I R AN AR B R B T, AR LR LR VR R L
) [0 20 22 B8 SCRROA (R AL AN 58 4 — B i =40 VP R 10 ORE,  FRERAR AR AR vt
B ke B B i) I, (HIROAEE T 75 2 e SO SR I ™ ¥ Vs . AR 2 Al
AT S5 LRGBS, AR T RS R B AR A% 2
8] R :

ARH B B AR AR E AR B 2R E W, BATERRE 7 RBE CERZE, f5lk
ARAE G DL 2B AP R, S0 T R A P EAE R T, A EBST ‘13 U RES
59T BN SR EPEARSEIRTER” 5 G 56 70, iy BN CHERHE LN

REEN:

R ELS R AMEN, CRRBHWARPIKT, EXERETTK, EVUEEMR. [
sk H
[B] & :

FEH IR 22 22 I R RO L BRATI S, ARS8 32 B QAR SCREWS 3RAS S & 2 T (1A

FEAN A RE T, O T RN AR o S R L, AT N TR AR, SBCCERRAR
WK B, BATIRERZZINZOR, XMSCEHEATMIE. B ERZ: 38—, &% (L%
) ekt TR ER, AT 5 ARy, IS SRR B T, IR R AR AR

AN, S AR SORT U IR SR AR X AR I A 2 38 =, SR SO S Rad, Mk 2 B
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BRI, B B SR ES 24-25 T

FN, XTHZAGIHKMTT, AR SAHKEOH P b, W40 S RIR #E AT
THER . JFH, BTAHERLKE CHCH, Bt AR EEER 7R rER. Xz
B B A SO S ATy, A —— bR T .

BRUCZ AN, RTWEIE 2 BIALEE, AT ISR, HBERARMEZIMGEE v 13t
i, FATEREIGHTTE 2 AEAN e b 2, AR NS TS . —J7 1, WHFE 2 RAEVFH
LR S AN e SR BRI B, FAE AN A I A ST AT SR, T A 6 A I AT A B
$to BAASRUL, ASCHTEZH M IINSMaPEIE AR &, S DA TR b o TR 9 2 IR
H 28 3 0 DT 2K A G A R A AU AT O A — B AL, R TE T AR OL T P AR
JITIRIRONE, A AR 0 7= AL R AR IR AL N . T AT 2 B H BIFE T, AQES A7 2 e S S BE AT RE
FENFFTRAON, AT R A TR AR . S — T, FRATTEAR ORI 2 I AE S S B AR AT
K, FRARASCIIRAENE, BUONIRATIE 2 A B Re 8 I AR T R B A ST AT 92 ) Rl
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