BEWNEMS A EIL: ISV S5iaR &
IEF' M’

(HAREKF2FEEFE, L7 150030) CPEARKFFHATFIE, L7 100872)

H E CAHAFAREIZRERMAMFOEDRS @, KR, AT EPIZARE AN F T i
ARG KB A0 5 B AT AL AL, AR R T IR AR F B A R AR SRR LR,
EFREHE ST A LA TG F I8, BB T AT R @2 69 38 A,
Hit—F WA B T R A AR F 4R EATA S T RSN, mE, /B T RAR
F 0@ B AR R T 8 69

KR AT @R EAuE AR A4

1 3]

i

TE 45 md AW AL G T, Al iy B 38 BRI S 2S5 0 H 28 KR .
S @A) T BRI 7 T B IRE B B3R RE ). L, IR 7 N
FEAE A AL 4 AE BRAR A SE b 512 )2 ) 9% E  (Dong, Liao, Chuang, & Zhou, 2015;
Hao, He, & Long, 2018; Hill & Bartol, 2016). A I KEMFTERH, BT IE LR T 5
TS5 RFERBIANLZ, 7T LEOR 51 TR NAESINL, dEmigrt i TR E TAES BT N
(RERL, WRT-#E, 2017; #h262%, B0, 2016). fildn, 51 L& (Biemann, Kearney, &
Marggraf, 2015; Kim, Beehr, & Prewett, 2018; Zhang & Bartol, 2010). LAE%i% (Amundsen &
Martinsen, 2014; Harris, Li, Boswell, Zhang, & Xie, 2014; Lee, Willis, & Tian, 2018) FE# 17 R
(Amundsen & Martinsen, 2015; Dong et al., 2015; F/KEk, B#7, K, 2016) 254,

BEIRVFZ R FUER SCHF 74BN T AR R, SR T A Tt R 0, AN AL 4503 (1)
A REIF ARG RN G W 1) S — LR RE U, AT T Re 2 5 RIS AE R U RN, )
TR AR R (Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014; Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013; Li,
Chiaburu, & Kirkman, 2017; Lorinkova, Pearsall, & Sims, 2013; Wong & Giessner, 2018). /41,
Martin, Liao 1 Campbell (2013) AN, #ACSSHTHER HERM S BREH, £LE
HEIN T 51 TR B AN E PR (OO, X 2 S EUIMA TAE R K £ Cheong, Spain,
Yammarino 1 Yun (2016) )87t E B R4 M E3E D 7R B R TAEE, X5k
T RERLESK, SEETESRUNIFEK. Hao 25N\ (2018) thABLH TGS 208
A 03 TR A0 T B, DRI 0% TR5 22545 ) TARLAIERH 3 SR, X 51K 7 R T2 T
VR 26 3k — PR T R TER M, FAU S K IR TH N B RN, Al Re2e 5] K
FE R AAH N o

TR O W FT S AR 4518, BiF 708 RN S e 3 AR T AR 403 )G 251 7= A T T G A TR 2
XA H HITRE T 1 002 78 7 R B 53 9 i) 25 SR REL 28 7 A R RS, A T 7 &2/
TELL R T TAFAEA R e 35—, DA B 40 3 1 T 2808 R Ik 7 Dy S B0 17 o6 = A7 Th
AR, AT R FEAE LA A 7 MR AR B A3 AT 237 AR TR MR . DRI, 2R 48 R A R 40
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T AT SR BV AL, E T4 AL 4915 1 B AT 5 R SIS FH B A B AR s X (Sharma &
Kirkman, 2015). 28—, #RBIFAR R PUHET EAE ), SRS HA REAGE H] T4
SE ML AT o T HEIR B AN Z WA U AE AT M 264 TG R, 2T
IR 87 88 o) A 2R S-S AR AR 51 P B e, T 3 — 245 ] 8 PR A Y &0 5 A2 AR I A A )
@ (Lorinkova & Perry 2017; Vecchio, Justin & Pearce, 2010; Wong & Giessner, 2018).

EEXF OB T PR AR, AT TOR A CUR J LA T I IRIR : B, RGEAERAL
TR QTG FRO AR AR, S 5 PB4 54 & BORZ D ARFAE s FLOR, 6T O R A SIHIERE 5T,
A SCHG 53 B AN T 5 A7 T AL P T2 RV, D BB R 405 47 T 50N ) A FE S8
PR, MRS DME R SSERT LA 18, BRI TSA RAERIL 5, B Rl B R O 405
FEATAN R AE S A BERAFEARAE F B e L, DT F 7 45 S AR AR e A T R AL 2 5] K A
RN B Fk T HISCHI AT AL S, AW FURER H R RO TR G 0 T RME T 7T )
Ao TS P b R R R A R, AT 5T I EE fe 0% 5 BRI 5T R S B BB T e 2
KRR CLRAEA R S5 T e SR R0EA e o AT g R 45 AS TR 03 Y 57 T 200 A 28 ) S Tt %%
B R R 7 o

2 BT FHIBEAE

KT AU AR R AT LLEHIE] 20 thad 40 FALLR T2 5 MREH LR (e.9.,
Lewin, 1947), SRR FTH IR IE R BB T S . (B T HRAGE A S S
5 MALT R ARSI, P, $RU B AT Se 4 S A R I St A5 R
D58 o AL R4 S AR &t Manz F1 Sims (1991) 48 H i, A AT A X Rl S 5 Ak
UEIURN O LT BB, JFRRZ N “BRSIR 7. J54 Pearce £ (2003) HIHFTL, FEZC
5y BT RIS B Y A0 T i Bt b, OE SO AR A T N — B ST i 4 3 7 SR . ARATTIA
N, BT R AR R TAREE., ARMSMNSE Bk 8BS NS .

J& EE BRI TT EEM IR 5 SR 3 A R . — R ESHRBAIA, 1240
T A4 AERI AR 29T (Hackman & Oldham, 1976), 58475 i) 51 T3 FA M ST 14T R
it #% (Leach, Wall, & Jackson, 2003). £ 445 A FI 7t 32 225G 33 405 an4n] 1) e 3 LR 5 DA %
WAl SR BT AR EAR SRS, 0, Sh i TREM S TR TS5 0RERRN
FILE. Sih BB\ E & F 4% (Arnold, Arad, Rhoades, & Drasgow, 2000). & /U HEAZ AR
i1, EE 28 G N A B R AN AN PEAN (Spreitzer, 1995). 1AL I\ 51 LXHRAL
() 320 BEAR B R 45 4 22 00 B L IO VE S B 2 5 3 T Ane] 8 SCAAX LA S G Am] AR PP AL 1) Bt
T BT A, BACEFE TAER X AT . B AR m 0 AN4ERE (Conger & Kanungo,
1988; Spreitzer, 1995). JaHARIAH T, 2B AR R I, BAUSLPR b2 A0 Sl AT A it

SO G O BRI I SR G B, DRI AR FE A0 A AN AR 40 T (Menon, 2001). [RIF,
A TH AT 3B S B2 AT R HE T S 5 T O FER AL R, HA B A SR X,
SERITZAUI A AL IR B A IR A RN IR 34 . 7RISR b, B4
WS TPIRILA, R — RAVRESh A T BB AT, dEmie & it TN ESIL
K BARAT NG 58 T 8 TAE R R N ES 5 YR RIE T IS m S 5 L
8T HE R 92 I vE S A ) BE S A5 DU S 4ESE (Ahearne, Mathieu, & Rapp, 2005; Zhang &
Bartol, 2010),

T IO T 0 A AR B, AHER I, BT IS 5 & G AT 77
FEAERX ], BA H SR RRE. 5%, SRS E okt m) 3 THHTRU =5, it
TR 72 T AR A H AT EE ) (Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014; Lee, Idris, & Delfabbro,
2017). AL FERAE 2 TR o B RS, BT A T2 8l 7 01 T e R H A e
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BRI ST, HEmigsR R T HREHAE S (Vecchio et al., 2010; &, rse, B,
2014 ). B EALLARA 0 T B IRGUFHE IO ST I AR — HIR, A
AT I EE O3 TR ST (R AR A S 42 T RO AT HAE, AT T AU B B RS B S T8
AR IERIAE, AR T8 SEI S S O FASE (Hao et al., 2018; Zhang &
Bartol, 2010). [Ty, DAERFFAMKN, RS TIGEMMEA NE B E0 TIESIML, A
M5 N @R SRS (Lee et al., 2018; 3kfE#, =K%, £iE, #5H, 2014). &)q,
PR S B A TS 5HE RS, 50 T2 A7 R %R PR . BT, 548
G T T AN, SR T o] BRAR A T A0 D T AR . AN R 7R N R
il R BTN SCSSTA B — EUN D, R 8 A RE T I B AR (TS FE B AL LASE LA S 1) B b 5
DU R e AN 51 TG R0CHR AT e = A iR BRI FEIC (Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013).

3 ARG SRS IR AL

H BT B 7T C AT UG DS FHRAR R AU A 3 (1) A T 28 (Cordery, Morrison, Wright,
& Wall, 2010; Wong & Giessner, 2018), {HJ2X} “HAUR ST A 23 7= AR A RN, 73X — [ i@t
HHME AT BT (2025, TR — (] R IR B TR T R R e, o HEZ) 43
PR BRI e P 1A RS o e A WA A T AL 2, AT S AR AR 4
LT R IR VS LA AT LU G A AT 55 0 TR « A (o IR AT Y BEAR S 3G, X =ANHig
G BRI RN (A0S DR T AL 4505 A7 T8 (1) A PE I8 %

3.1 MEAEF TR

AR T (1) FUTH N, 22— 2 S MAE TAE SR BRI, 3X 1T Re & i T4 B0 8 W AE
BIRIHFE (Cheongetal., 2016). FAKIMT S, X EAFS N TRAN A BT B4 AL AL 40 5 F i
SO SRR . AR5 IN T AR (dual-task processing effect) J& & MATE [F) N B 4E 52 %
Bl CARAE 55 I = AR A RN BE IR0 FE, X 38T AME N AIBE I FRK (Rubinstein, Meyer &
Evans, 2001; Langfred & Moye, 2004). F&T XUEATS5 00 LN, 24 51 LR & $E 2 Fh AR
S, T RE AR LE AN N BHIRBRE, IR0 RAME TAESTM FE% (Levy & Pashler, 2001).
X EE AL S BN RN, BIASARME DRI 58 Bt 2 R T 45 A RN
AR, B ot RS AR T RS ER: S — ML R A SN B,
RIAN A BN RN AE 22 PAE 55 2 18] 2 8t 6 T e st i () 93 JVH #E - (Temprado, Zanone, Monno, &
Laurent, 2001; Langfred & Moye, 2004). AKNBEYE )70 BRI FE 2 3R TRIERE T Hx
O TAEES, 0 TR TAESTR 2 R T PRI

AR FERTRE SR T ARSI TR,  FEAMA TAERE ST RGN BE K. — 77,
AR B3I 7B TAENE, TEHREAEEZRE MR TR MTHE, £
Fh TARAE S5 T Re 2 i 2 TN BN Z [ T3 (Mills & Ungson 2003). AHICHF TR, 4455
PR TARAT St , 53 T AT B8 TV AL B 22 F TAEAT 55, A AT o LA & P 445 R
GIE LG TAE (Deery, Walsh, & Zatzick, 2014; Humborstad, Nerstad, & Dysvik, 2014;
Matthews, Winkel, & Wayne, 2014). 53—7J71f, o1 TAEAMEM SR TG, BHLEEAT
i TAE PSR, [R5 e SR AT, XS b B n 1 R 8 TART S MR ik, —i
W E WA AR T A TR TAEN B Z4%. #lan, Langfred A1 Moye (2004) A
RTAERAG A EHE R G, MATH TS N AR 24 tBA S8 . Magni F1
Maruping (2013) tHiAA G TAEARMIZATAT S5, 75 ZEAE ) 8 PSR 1 [F) B 56 B L AR AT 55 B3R
1T, METAERI N B E A SR E RN RS XCEAT 550 TR, 53 T AE [F I K $H 2 Ff T
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VEATSS A AT 55 R 2 e i i, Al RE S R 3 T8 AE BN R0 B R A ORI FE o IX PN B B2 YR 1)
43 HIORH 3 K6 38 B R T v oA 0 TARAE S5, B 3 8 7 AR TAE G i B IS
(Rubinstein etal., 2001; Temprado etal., 2001). SZUEHT 7T E X HZBLAT 51 K 1 SUEEAE 55 0 T34
NEEAT THESE, 40, Cheong %5\ (2016) ZE T ZHLRIRH, M SHALR L3N T FEFH
RN TARAESS, g RE RN AT 25 T BN TERK, ST E TSN
F%AIC. Cordery 55 A (2010) (PRI 73 IR AN AL 40T 2 15 0 51 TN IAE: 55 B 28 PRI AN 1
SEME, RPN TAE A BN, XS PRKR TR TAESR. Fit, AT
FARE FECT BT Z Fh TARE S NAE, AR T T8 TAES RN

MR E , BRSSO LUK T 51 T3 WA 50k ), ERMMNE, BTN
IE AT S B A T A Y 2 R . BERURAT S BT R K B T R B A R A0
S, B EER G T E S0 TS, AMEZNEERKEES . TR TS AAEME S
PERFRTE AT RE 2 TH 6 2 T BB, (G R 8 vk L T HAZ O TARAESS o MR A 47 1
RAONE N LEATL AR, A BT B 70 2 R0 3L B A i B AR AN ) SR RN, Iy Tl e 3 Y
AT I S T s e R R

32 fEER

PR T 2251 R 01 TBEN ) BEIRTFE, nlReth o B0 TAA GB35, X 6 &k
L E AL R TR, A OB A BT 3A B G05: 5] R R I Fh 47 T 280 o
I (role theory) AR, /MATE A HHARE E #1 2 (it 75 22 58 Bt AT H A A
3R (Kahn, Wolfe, Quinn, Snoek, & Rosenthal, 1964). 4/ DL A& FH A\ f) A (0 3435 F 2
KIS, AAITEEA R A Ot A, Rt AEfak ). AT aaie, Mt
R AR A A UL B0 A U J1 B ZSRIE (Rizzo, House, & Lirtzman, 1970). ff oy
RFE TN A A TR FI L SRAFAE A — S R, MR Mk 77 f e
R DU ANATE € s o2 M AT 451, B T8 R B B S B DL I 92 TAE H brfl
A 1T A R R AR B ORI T 2 0 A A LR 03 R ) (Rizzo
etal., 1970). DUMEMBFFIRIT, k)1 20iE A TR S B R, I8 25 B4 ) =2
#aJ#% (Bamberger, Geller, & Doveh, 2017; Schmidt, Roesler, Kusserow, & Rau, 2014).

€ BRI A R AR AEAN B A0S 7 T A0S SR P S — T BB 0 B A0 T AR T 5%
20 H EEFRFER I, WA T T AT R 0 TAHE 2 TAEMEORER. RTAHT
S AR BB A TSR, AT B AR R AR AR B AR B S5, X R W ) T
Vet REUR TAGE RSN, H58, ST RSB TEMA G55 THE
BN AT A8 B TAEPAT EA 1 TARE S5 2 4h, R BRI B AU R P58 1 TAE
fate (Blhn, B EREAT TAERSD, ARMEZ YT IR —H0T5e2 51 K R TR
b2k, Cheong %5 A (2016) W\ 01 TAEFZ A RBA TTAR AT S I, B M tofE 552
S 3 T IR A AT 5 AT, b S EUR TR Ao, Hik, BRI FH RSk
G RN A COBORI () 55t o AN 40 i v T SR A ) T s DR T, e Bt TR H R4
S, AR EE NAEW a2 EdE 7~ (Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014). 5 T3 5 H 471
X TAER BT E 1, X $E T R A EBRI R X (Cordery et al., 2010; Lorinkova et al.,
2013). Humborstad 1 Kuvaas (2013) FUBFFTHR, S81F &S 1 53 TX A,
P2 SO TRETI A SR M G BRI, Xtk 7 NER A BB . &5, kEM
SR EXIN T R & B TAE ARG, X 0] A2 51 T RSHE H AR D YE N A
R, 5k T RILMAMEOHEE. SZRMEZ (2018) NS FBRZEUNEK, WA~
&R T TAEAT MR IS [ AN 8S g, 3X 28 Gy s i bt TAMA TAR SR a3 n. & 2 1Mtk /)
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SAWITFE 0 TR OB TR, 291 AR SERRIR I B K . R TAHAE T A 6 Jgd i T
VERE BT &= R BHIRI O, MM TAEfE B g B SHE Ak — 0 R T
XIS, Bltn, &5 K. BRI EHE (2014) KL R T A EE il mn, bRl
SERE CRIEIAEES, X SEATR O, &P EAR (2015) tBRBLA G E
12 FEUR T TAERREM SR, FfFEEAC T R TR S Kk, Mg smTges
SUR A T2 OB, FFFRC T T SE AR K

B2, BETAEEE, BRAS SRR T B TR A GRS, s ok,
SXof B T SE AR SR SRV LE 1) B S o T DA RO 9 5 T 9 R AT S AR B AR B 25 FE I B T
R, HZR T BTG RN R AR R I A SRR 20, 1 0] §E -3 B0 T ARG o0
DTSRRI G 3 o IR ARSI AT 51 R 0 T A (R I N AERLI, A B T80 F B &L
ISR AL, B TR B AN RE0E A AR 8P 1D 7] B ke S 7 R Y A I

3.3 MRS FHR

FTFHBRAS S (implicit leadership theory; Eden & Leviatan, 1975), & T2 pixt45
FEAT N TR o XA TR Bk E 1 5 05 8 S AT A IR A SE A, Ik
FoIR B T TAEZS AT A (Foti, Hansbrough, Epitropaki, & Coyle, 2017; & o, #iE Lz,
2015). CAE WA Eis H W RSTSEG R BN VRO AT 2 A R R A (Carnes,
Houghton, & Ellison, 2015; Hansbrough, Lord, & Schyns, 2015), i #ri IR FEHER R T N R4
FHRAE AR FAT SRR T EZA/E A (Aktas, Gelfand, & Hanges, 2016; Lam,
Huang, & Chan, 2015). JUH X T4 B0 80 S X Fh e 25 55 U7 AT #% FIAL ) 4% 326 1) 491 3
TTARME, 935 NEX AT, #2x BRERE 5 T80T 3B = S 5147 N ROBE
(Labianca, Gray, & Brass, 2000).

IR 38 H N — AT A R4 7730 (Zhang & Bartol, 2010), SR #AX
R4 T EOT BE AL A TR SR BUTE AR A4S 773X (laissez-faire leadership). X 32 ZL& KA,
XA T NAFAE — e FL R AL, AR IX P M- A8 T 1) 52 T RO A5, IF 8t
Jih b2 T TAEZ 580 EH E 5% (Wong & Giessner, 2018). #Rif, 244555 A T ARG L 7
TR AR, 53 TRl Re 4B 8 5 0 H & STAERIHEE! (Hinkin & Schriesheim,
2008). FEXFIELL T, 3T HRAREACHT R B EERAEELE, 38U THE U AT HRAL
I [ 5t/E (Humborstad, Humborstad, Whitfield, & Perry, 2008; Maynard, Mathieu, Marsh, &
Ruddy, 2007). DMERIBFFTRMA, 240 TS FEBOYIUE RN, 251K 0 T— R 7
HAEERAT N (Buch, Martinsen, & Kuvaas, 2015; Skogstad, Hetland, Glasg & Einarsen, 2014).
AR, 24805 & R BGE BN B FUHEN, 8 W A X S TAE AR, X
FEAR 2 TARHHARBUE 55 BN FEBIAL, I DAt T TAE# N . 111, Lee, Cheong, Kim F1 Yun
(2017) N4 FERR AL 23 1) 51 TAL 346 H A AT TR X B4R 55 AN BOSBREUF A EALIE 5, X
Al AE 2 PR 52 TORARTE TAE SRR M 1955 77 o SRR AUt — 20 S0 RE T AU S T 2 S8R
TARE IV A, Biltn, Wong H1 Giessner (2018) 3T P Ra 45 5 FH 18 K W T J& 2 AT 1 1)
HENEH, TR URAT N7 A5 AR € PRy, sz 4 & HEVE R E R .
L RIAT NS T E UM SR B — BN, & A T AR SURAT N . FEIX M
T, FESKBSSR T RIBRSH A E S AR AR —5, HXF SRR = E AT
fro MH2, LSBT NG T 0 TR SUFEATUHES, 5 T2 8 S HRAUTE S/ 61 T
H 3R BN AT B L fEXFE LR, 52 T2 XA 40 5 24 e = A= S PEA - Humborstad
Al Kuvaas (2013) BTt RIN, 491535 N EXHALE A — S H AR T8 m K- P,
TR NESNHK 28 H2 S8 T 5 T R B TR, & 1) N ES LK
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REEAG, XA HE T BURBUR AT (10 IR 52 S T RN

DRI, 5% TS 50 S T A E 2> S MR AR A0 3 (A7 R, SR AR A 3 (14 R AT g
R M TT S R TR 2 57, S0 (BT il i s (A AT RE 51 61 Tt i
WFH o —J7 T ST R i SN AT RE Wl DA AT B AN B B DUAE R0 s 55— 7 i,
T 5 R ARSI T (257, 251k 3 TRMESS BB 8RR, 53 T A
NI EBGE R IR L TARAE S I A EE . 5 TR 22 2 — 28 51 R LA i 25 B AIAT
N SEARLA 3 PR D T ZONE A S

4 BREG A BRI %4

BT RIS BT AL ES, AHERIL, AR MY BOR R TR IS FEAT N,
FIRES S RIS SRR . FITEL, AR I AN TR DU B 7 10, SR 40
(A R 7 R T A T DRI . DA BRI, BB R BT S 25 R 1 B
P, TELERRC AT FA T AR5 ASEEL (Vecchio et al., 2010; Wong & Giessner, 2018).
U, WIERAEAT A 25 1R A BB DRI AL G003 (R R T4 B AT 50 00 S B I FH oK L
AEEME. BT, A THRAGUT AU RS B AL, AW BHE. A eFiAm ="
PR A G AR T A BB 0 RO (32 526, DT A BV 5 R SIZ B 80 FH 42 A1 A
JER o

4.1 BT RIERARIL R KM

BT XEALS I LA, 51 T AT I AR BRI A0S N B2 8 AT LA BIARAT T 208 0 45
W I 75 o B AN 2R 4515 67 T RN, AR 2 — %o B TN BRI A, iX 4 S BUA XA
LA AT 55 FEAR D3 L) ARS8 AT, 7840 R B2 A] LS B 03 L ROAHRAUS LAEAE
G- RS PR3N o 5% A AR B 5 2 AL S TAE SRR A A NSRRI AN T TH, 78 TAE SRR
T, RAFHNBRIS AN UV B B S A 7 TR B TAE VR, 1A A SRR 3 BRI A A
LN A s 7 ) B 545 77 TH o

B, BRI NBRICFR SN G L0 S B AS0 RE ) 1) B TAE B . AU B A
bRk RAERSCRER 2, A BT 5 LA 2 (5 EABIE, AR T A LA AR BOE R i)
JEAIFIAR . (HA2E, AHSCHEFER I, 24 A TR 1 A BRK R T AR BUE SR L 4 B 5
FRIS, AT ] BE R B P AE A AN . 140, Harris 28 A (2014) $#2HALI
RSB AR X R A BT FAK 03 LA BB R BERAFE . A TS5 R I, X 58 AR 5
TIRREN AR KRG, SRBORT A BE UK i THIGIE ). tAh, S TTX SR
BAF AR RE 08 35 1 DA &0 53 A& AR AE A - Zhang 1 Zhou (2014) AN 53 L
X 43 A AT A2 HRE 01 L Re A AR P A ST AT (1 B R 36, U H A T e AN o Mg ) 2
ME . FHAREY R 40 T EEEAKCPEGER, A RS B R TSR AL DT, A1
T2 A N AL U A 15 DA T 0 L iE Jy . =48 BAR R 25 Rk — R B, (NAE 0
AN R VR RE RN 80 A5 AR/ P, SRBURA T A Re iR 52 LR EiE /) (Zhang & Zhou,
2014). PRk, RAFEIANBRIC R AT UGN TAM AT 7 P50, A BT 5 T HRAL
AT IS AR T4, AT HE SR A B 4005 R0 BRI ¥ o TRIES, AR E AL
S, AT BAT SR AR — e R O R AR B RAR AL T IR B, AR AR T
AT P B B R NBRIR R AR SR AR K R o T4 228 ##48,  Lorinkova A1
Perry (2017) #FF0 R A G HRABNUT 5 H R OREF RIFHIC RN (leader-leader exchange),
U RE R & BB R AL OB SR, OO R RLEIE T R4 . EIX ok
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PR, S B St PR B 78 2 i PR, AR R AL B 3 B AR N R I A L
BNHl.

Hok, ST, W70 A N 4 SR B S AT DAY Z 5 i 4 B S it R
(Hemple, Zhang, & Han, 2012; Hong, Liao, Raub & Han, 2016). A<M 5 &I, LS 5
N TR PSR AT AE B ARPEVE S X R W6 SR S AT S22k L A 8 46 AL 2, 32 RUTRY 43
SR RETRESH B AR, Flln, Hong %8N (2016) AKIMBAUILAN S5 L EF MM T
BIREH RS0 (initiative-enhancing HRM systems) #77E &AM, BRI G 50 SN
GRS RGP R, BRI F A ReAA ROHOR AT A 201 5 Lo 11 24 = 3 M S 1l 1)
N IJBIEE B R G ARSI, 0 E N 77 BRI P S R OR L LS MR VE - X AT RE
ST AR AT AN T 0 YR B S B A SRS s 4L 23 H bt B AL VR 5 DRI A2 A Y
ST B 32 3N SR PR BRI BR B . [N, B et e R, 54 SREUE S
8L, A7 BRI HE S R R G X 0 TR 2 TAEER, 0 TR BT B 2 IR LA S
FIRPEE RS HAx (Jensen, Patel, & Messersmith, 2013; Mariappanadar, 2014). [litk, #%
BOLA T AN ) S5 B SR B T R A 2 AR S MR, RO 2 19505 L AR AR RO » 4
T T EEAR A A b ST P S B B L SR AT AR, DA B BRI R

s, MAFTEA PSR R TR R AR ST () B2 F A . BRI B R
AT DU T N8 TAERT R TR, BT BE 2 DRI L FRAIR 0 IR DR RkE s o AT, 4 0% TLThI I e
s AR R I8, A1 TEIER O TAERE S, kAT I E 28R it — Dkt
AT EER, SEEZAUEAS AOm AN L. Magni A1 Maruping (2013) ik h, 4S5
B BT 51 TR RS, (H72 24 01 TR TAEAHE E R, S0 HRAUUA] fe 33
R TRENIOL TR I, fEIX A GEE N, & TR SE R E ) TART45, RS
TR HIESS DUF B 2 FEUBATT TAE FHdE— D=, Jovk =22 80 52 TR . (R,
WA FAEA T B8 R TR A8 1 N AU BRI T 52 T3 =3RS, AT Re <51 & i
TR Ak 7 26 9T f6 55 01 L SO AR K

4.2 BT A RKILT &M

R HIF SO AN L4505 47 T RUSE P PEALAI PR 2, DR R i o8 . A EURop A A €
BRIV GUT W] Re 5| KW A 45 R . R, GeR8 A5 ) A TIRKH AL S BN M Uk SR &,
A DU R ALY A3 A 0 () A AR AR T 7840 IR IR Bt o 38 T 0 B2 A G 72 ) A A A 2,
B TEE L5 | B NRFAE LA K 4915 DR 3 56 7 T, PR B B2 A0 3 A 28k )3 o A
HR X LE R 22 BT 53 T AH ) TAE M, BRAREAUS 51 & M 2 M.

oG, HEAGEH R DAVE 95 ma 352 A B 405 A R ) E B AR . TR AR AT, Y
] B R 25 B T IS A SRR L ) SRAT AR, 35 B DR TR AR R R AR AT 55 5 A
(Hempel etal., 2012; Mills & Ungson, 2003) . [AlTf7, M7 2238 B A ) T BGEFE A 54T
T, T RO R B A AT A FERR IR o A OGS S0 3CRF T IXFE 2518, H
un, FEREMIMER (2018) IR T R I 24 [ A L5 44 1F s0AL KPR i, 2 2 F) 45 TR A
TR AT LIS T R BOR R 3 4h 52 TR . FEIXARE LR, T2 T REAE TR AT 28 A 4 23 S it Y %
T FE AR, X ERTE T AT PR AR E M e AR TR, A2 [ A& A IE s KA
i, BT A RE S (R B TR . AT I, BT R I S nT LIOAR
P S it £ A 0 2 () S Hf o

FLUR, IBANRRAE DR 251 22 s M 400 5 SE TR AU BRI AR, A il 2R B 40 5 35 1
— UG AAE, OB FT B R I A S350 P R AT A i B B St 452 A R 401 5 SIZ it 250 S P 1) 2
fER . B, Hmieleski I Ensley (2007) ZE&25%% 7 M550 37 M AN = (41 BA S o P 7E %A
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U4 51 5L 2 [ A BT+ Gt 2 b 38 BAE A o AT TR B, At ald 7 S 5 A 2 v 1) 4T A
PR AT BT 5 5K BIAL 7050 2 0T e S BRI A TAE 0% o 3% 3 B R Dy 5t ol A [ BA AR M 1)
[F) — ] R IR T B — B L, X AR T T AR 7 1 A 8, JCH T T3h B I 5 R i
AT 55 H e 3 B 2 B MR IR o AR U AN IR B AR T I, A AL 40 T 2 ORI P 1 T A
IRANIRZEAFZHE &M AE R SRENE, XA R T 50D Y FRA ) BEAR U RE . BAk, AT 7E S
B R, WFEERDH AT R I B, 0T AR A B B HTBA, B AL 45 ]
e A BRARFMAEA . Lorinkova 28 N\ (2013) (IR HN, 76 RN EBRIN, iR
S EL PR AL AT G A B TR T AIBANG U . X TR A, &S A BT T M s
FUE S IE R, BANBLA0 T B 22 5638 51 T B RS FI 2T Re ), AN RAE S S it .
BEE N R, AU S AESE T NS > . HIAAVER G T B3R E BTy R IE T AN
WRIER, AR AE ST BB G807 TH B4R F 22 8 e i 2 BT o DRI, EE XS AN
(A BARFAE , 420405 1] g 27 A2 22 A IS, A0 I 78 93 28 5% AT BAREAIE 1) 1R 3R DA s
T SEHIRBAT N -

5, VE NPT NI SLiE R, 4905 Qra] S a5 A AR 2 16 35 REmm 4 B R 4 5 72 AR (1) S B
R BTG R RS &M TR WA 0 T TR & Kitk, 405275 5e e i
FEGFE R TAERBUS MO THE, 2L A SO E - B . AT
FURDL, RASUFAN G TGN B IE M 0 0 LSRR ERS, BB BRIUR R T A B
FAMRAT A . 510, Wallace, Johnson, Mathe il Paul (2011) FUHWFFRFRHT, A0S BN T AR bR
BRI, ST REBETE BT ) R B AR BRI, XA B Teb 51 TAE A S AR AU 5
I A E e . AR, 2480 T 02 IR BUE AT 51 IR AT S5 b T, B2A AT RE 23
NE R A OB AE . AT T2 e g — R I R RS ST A B R A, 4%
PRSI S5 B A REE A AR TS ARE - TRk, 400 S 7E A A4 [ B 1 75 TSR B — s 48 e 75 B
RTFE L TAEM, W5 0 TAESAS UG FT N ARFH I A 5 55, KRR RE AR 45 3
RAERAR S B3E A I 244

4.3 BT INFVABIL R KM

BT NROTTHIS, 5T AP 2 R HO R B 43 1 PP 5 E AL (Magni &
Maruping, 2013; Mathieu, Ahearne, & Taylor, 2007; Wong & Giessner, 2018). 4} it a] LT,
IR LE B P03 51 A AT S XA ST P PR 3, 4 385 1 0 43 BORE 40 1) AT A%
PEo DMAEMIBF AR, 03 TXHZBUR M AN #ESFERE . N AU B AR5 DL 2L
TR 23 R F52 A TR 401 1) SRR

AT T EEE G LA NARe o 77 TR RIS AT R L Aok ko W B AT BN,
AXHE T J& FAT R 45 A ) A o\ TR R G TR 2% I, AL AT A BR84S 37 AR AR AR Y
INFIRIPEA, DRI 403 A 2 R AEAR B 2% (Ahearne et al., 2005; Zhang & Bartol,
2010). FrLA, SSAERBCZ AT, T2 e R TR TSN RS AL LR AR HE %
FREE, JFIR B AR L 9 A AR AR AR P 1 53 AT AL, IXAEIR KRR Bk e 1 A
TR T RN . ok, FIEHAN AN ROt B AR5 m] 2 5w AT T an e 58 SCRITE A 83
SHEBGES) . i, Lee &N (2017) WAL, FoA 5 2] ot B AR5 im0/ 4 58 i
KB B KSEFBESIIRTE, A TR T BB B 35 ST TR, BRIHAl AT T2 BEAR IR
)3z A A T H 3o X T BT 5 31 il B AR T 1) ) 52 T &, ST RBCE 5 17 A
WAL, B FREAIRR H, BT R DA NRHMER 2 R4, STURAER AL 1 75 22 PR IRLS 5% T 5
EHWK T (Ahearne et al., 2005), 1 il e £ X A1 22 AL AR BURRS . Ak, T
LNV A 2 520 D1 TR AL A T S FE AT o 24 5 TSN PRI, 431 22
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FACRBAT RE 2 it — DRI A AT R T2 B 28 AU S GET IR, JIF
PO HRAT IR, TP AP B 2t — 0 515 R THTE RS AT N
(Hh£E, ZUEIE, 2017). BbL, SSAESRAUN -t 75 25 18 01 TR AP BN ) 8, 8 a2 A5
G TR B A FE AT o

SRR AT DR B2 AR A ) STt OR 7 A B (R, B T A R AL A7
AR A AT RNE L T2 B EAL A o (EE BT IRT TR, TR AE—E 1
JEBRYE, ARSCHT T ZAE T A AR AL A 26 R R . HEEAXT AR, [F
B Z AN FLE IR SR 5 RO F AT IE o U RLZ AN 58 5 T J 5% T A ) e
(7838, F4R 5 XA AR RS O, R B AUT NS N R I U R —
Blo RN, U thn] LB N R BARA DR A AR, (2 Bes T S IR T 2. 4
PEHTER TS, AT A A T Be e KA LA LA IAEH .

5 AABE

TR R AL 403 G T 2808 A FE AL R S S A ) 3 ML 45 AT FTA Y B RS AU
SRFALAETE 2 ARG, (B AN AT ALK S, A0 A SIS R] B8 2 51 AT ) B T AL
2o IR, AT A R A AR TR L SR 26 AR, 2l T4 AL AN A A
B o NS R AT 0i0 H RONE N AE LRI AL SR A A AR R, A o T BRI FUNI S B s B A
] R P A Y 53 ¥ ST AR, I AT R SRS ANAT N (HANEA ISR, AR
ST DR T FEAT S SRAS A PR, R T e ZEM AR 5 T T PAF s AUA R

5.1 FALKHRAGT R AT IR 18 S HARR AR BT 5T

CUA R AL 40T () A DA 7 3 B DG 405 n e i 2 BUW T 53 T8 Fh TAE B 75 1 52 8
(Kim & Beehr, 2017; Lorinkova & Perry, 2017), #AT, AT R T 5 o] G S ks
TR CAEESRAEE R TAENS, B LS RAMBB AU ST S BRI RS ke
(Cordery etal., 2010). [At, FZFFATG A] Fext G 1R ELAG B8 25 AN S IR EE ) « XU T)
GI1” N b, AR IEH SRR LS T B4 T 50 51 T BRI AN FE R
12 (Cheongetal., 2016). AKHIBHTTN ZidE— B4 RAHCH 7T ) LR, $R T 4 T 1
SAEMG R B TR BER, 2B TH 2R, Gl PR RETK. SO @R i &
%, Mills F1 Ungson (2003) #5440 5 A fE -t 2356f 51 TR AN FRok SR R A I 2m,
TAT 20— 28 3 TARAL, 1M 55— 28 5 THRAFIRABURINL 2 WA B> o FEIX ML, 4T
HIHZBAT A R P BUR T2 B N FRC R B BTk, RIRIFIRALR) 52 T 0T Re s Wk R LE g 43 AL
BT, oMt N R 5 R B AT v (BR3EEe, ZUEME, 2017). [Alith, #AUAY
ST AT RS FECE R AW T TR UERFE, 11X Le W 208 75 AR AR I AU it — P IR R
5. HeAh, A ICHT T S Ak SE 3 FR AR LS A B IR 5 1 AR A I 1A SR AR AT
filan, MR TSR R UL T HIR RS &=, AT Lokb e 3 T AE )
BRURARAE, N7 Bh D3 Tk G AR A0 1 B TR

5.2 WREX AN G AR R T A e SGIRIIRER

DL 5T 32 SO B Y A0 T a0k I AR FEAI47 4 (Dong et al., 2015; Fong
& Snape, 2015), {HEIT]REZA T HFHACN 57 T At SUSFRRIEm, JUHR AR 41



A RE G A B 5 AT AR € o ARSRIIEFUREEE— 204 e 3 T (s 005 T 85 R AL &, il
o, WFRBUG RS2 SRR TAE-REEMF R ? SOGRAEIRRAE T 51N - 2
PRSI e A R (] R 7 EEAR SR SAUE Tt — 2B b S 24 . BEAh, SR GTT R 7
A e SRR T SO 7 5 R 8] PR 2R A RE IR o P BB IR TR R A e, 2 U4 R BE )
A LI e L= EBhAS 540 (Cheong etal., 2016) . A KA 58 A] LLE— B4R R S AUK
BRI g SO RER 15 R A A A S ) A AR AR A S5 i R, AT SR N (Y B
AT ST S A 8 RIS AR . 7ERUEERN b, ORORBITTIE 75 2 4= 1 A SRIA At
FAFHIRR, BARHATHIE O NG . B AN 5 R 3R 557 T EAT 1 30E. HM
Hom bE, MR TR, Pl R ive B BN RER . ARRAHSHE TR 2 LA
RRATRR AR RENS AT B T8 BUR D3 00 Ay E0 083, (b B 2K SCRENS | 242 B B3 T e
SGEAR . Bilhn, HENERG . AR RN AR AT 5 RAE DL S 915 B Rk 55 T3 THT o A DRHIF
L2, AL s AT HEL 1] IXURS AT 2 B 25 52 B3 T A (R IR (Kauppila, 2014),
ARMA TR T2 — 2P AT X L P 3RS 1 S LR AT T 53 T A €5 LIRS o

5.3 $hRINFIALA R R AL T 5 H SN F 7 5 8 B

FLTHISC 0T, 055 T R B R 2 7 0] fe 2 5 SO AU R 4 T (1) B TR AN, o R L
Heih b, AR TR — AR R AR R R 52 8 (AU, LR AT R R 36 2 4 -4 3
5 BB IR — 8tk B, G RE AR, AMERIERN ] R e N R R A O
BRI, Fd 2 R85 FRAUT NRFF—E (Wong & Giessner, 2018). [AiY, T T
(I FZ AT 2 (8] P BEAFAE 22 7, AT S A% QAT AL 3R 53 T A2 T 2 1] ) 22 S P 02 SRR
TEAFIRN ST B 0] o 40 72 713 8L 1278 1o P A AL 77 2 DA s S MR 22 e, DA i B
A A8 SI2 it AT A2 A LA 3 e, 570 5% P AR 87 THT DA R, 3K 28 i) i 8 75 S A SRt 9 4 SR AR 28 A [
Rio tbAh, AR T RLE— 0 P A I IR R A T 45 R 2% . U AE ) T B AL
I AR T X 8 SEI R SIS O FIHEE. (Ahearne et al., 2005; Zhang & Zhou, 2014), R
JBE%E 1 TAE LS BA SAZ R . S T ARSI EEE, 24 52 T RERS sS40 S i T B R 22
RIS, AT = AR B RPN HR 24 T8 TIE A R0z AUk B FRit, 2272 A 6
M) EH R BE (Schweitzer, Ordofez, & Douma, 2004). WFFR &M, MEH 4R 5 K
PEM I TESINL (Alicke & Sedikides, 2009; FRER, 224, 2017). 4 NESFAFH SRS,
N T R TCIEIA BT B A5 R, RIS SRECE I R 7 2, AT 0] R 4% 770k AR
Jiig KA. Bk, #ACR S W 5] & 53 THA AU JE RS, R TRB/ENT
YRR T P2 AR AN TEABAT O, XSS R RAES I — P AR R (#8622, 7k,
2016). ffa, FAGEFE AT RE oA LGS A A= AR R RS . AT 54
A RERUA 55 100 7= A2 e (Magni & Maruping, 2013), X 43 5B 20 S it 7= A=
AR o A RAF T ] LA — DR RO FAER AL FE o2 75 2= A AR, X 5 A A
AR R 5 HA BRI R IE S5 55

5.4 F &AL SRR I FREALH

BT RHRBOR G AR B TR AT A4, O BT s XA SN TRV At
BV PA B A0 PR ) R A R A3 07 T RO PR A FE 2 A o B AR DA (R AR M LR e 5 D0 AT ]
SR ALY 400 57 T 2050 (R SRR B A — T ) KB, (EL AN R 40 M B AT A7 A H L e T AE B0 A7 T
Zit. M XA A, O REEHLE MR R N2 . B, — 28t
FINN, BRAGUTAE TS5 01 T B BE BRI MR, X2 B3 AR 6 TXHH AR R
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M DA e N ZA rp 3R BB Bk, FRiEmgstb it THHZ M EX R (van Dijke, De
Cremer, Mayer, & Van Quaquebeke, 2012) . K] 1745 S 52 AL 7] B 29855 1 T 5112 K581,

T ot 870 T 28507 R 75 S PR A7 AE AR e SR FL N AE R BRI I8 4, 30 75 EAE R SR BB 7 gk —
AT SRS . RN, I B ER R ML 32 B AT AU AT 56 7 A2 VRS & 1) ST
I AR, TS (A1 BN 2 1 A 2H 23 2 1 A% e 7 T OB R I 9 U e D Je o — BERESEEH,
FZAL L A50F 0] [ A G850 1) 5l 1 AT e — B 451, 7R 8 25 1F T B AL 4 ] R Al 2 X6) (4]
Gk A= Ffi 2 (Lorinkovaetal., 2013). [Kltt. #HICHTE A 4 BIR N ST IRAUR B 25
BN 23 0 PR 2R 7 AR A m e, DA RO T2 AR SR sE i S5 ) . S, ARSRIFTIe
HE— 20 3 E A AL A T A7 T A5 25 SR AR i R IR ML R R, ARG EIRATT AR A
SEBRBN I ER AR, etk — D [ AR A A0 g i) 2 7 AR A7 TH R P ]
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Abstract: Despite previous research primarily focused on the positive outcomes resulting from
empowering leadership, recent studies in this realm have indicated that empowering leadership
could also bring potential negative effects apart from the positive outcomes. With respect to this
issue, we first demonstrated the conceptualization and core characteristics of empowering
leadership. Then, based on dual-task processing effect, role theory and implicit leadership theory,
we explained the theoretical mechanisms of the negative effects of empowering leadership. Next,
we analyzed the boundary conditions under which empowering leadership exerts positive influence
on employees and organizations. Finally, we proposed several future research directions regarding
the negative effects of empowering leadership.
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