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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework)

2B A 1ER TR 2 53 T /Y i B2 3% 3 i 9 U R R 31
Uit S IR iE AHESR

B HEeE A B g

(FEANR KA LR, JLal 100872)
C BT R MG I8 R 2B, WEvEM 08854, )

H E HAAZRPEZHRBASTTLR UERITRAREAREAMG L TR, @AM BEA TR
Tk, HATRALEAS A X B S AR BN ZHE . GRAT AR st EH AR GHGRIME AR TTHk, &
TR Y LR F 420 A AR AR E S, PPl 2 Loy M s . £ AR I M akay Kok b, AT
DAL WL HER, 2R EETARERT, MR ToATs AR NN Z R TR H KT 285 E
WA, AB el RSN E F = AR AR, FRANFRELERAW IR TARFIES fERR
TARREHA S AREH ., Bk, &MNEFTT 3IAAAER, 55 4 NEEY RIMEGEBER
RREBTFFEME LT, FARIERY Z R T 4ol 420482 09 M{A 0] 3% 7 A AR H ML Hrh, T A
P EAEALGT R R TR ML,

KEIE MERI, BARE, HAPh, ARFIE, ASDTREZERK

SES  B849:C93

1 SR 2018; Ployhart et al., 2014),

T Ak SC Rk & B, e I AL B T A B
REBN=FmEI. F—, WERTAHAHSHSL
N ERE, BENE A AR B T B O BT
k(U Aguinis & O’Boyle, 2014), %=, WE R T
B B 101124 B B 5 Bl Ak AR BRSNS I, i
ThAll 1Y 5525 (4N Ployhart, 2006), 55 =, W& &
T3 AT ) FoAlh R S5 1% 3 Z R B M EREE,
[ et 3E 2 [ B R T R S R S AT IR e
PTG FE IR, DT A 2 238 A 4 A1 (i B0) 5 A
[ ik, EAEMTEX —BRRIHER TW
WEWIRN” (ripple effect)!, HA TR E—Fix AT
NBrE gt B 4 252 0 (social influence), 7]

Wil 5 22 B 4= BRAL G B i i DL BB B AR 1 2
HARTY, ERZMA ., H X Z A DL 44241 12 1)
B« N A fik 4> (talent war) A i A 24 (Pfeffer,
2001) . FEMRARLE G T- 4 /) H bR LB 8 A,
M ATECERE A D, HXF T R 5 . i X B2 24k
WA FFg e P B E R EE, B A2 A
AFFHERZE, HEUERT, X0 L8,
T B N A PR R <BH B 51 1.7 (star employee),
BP LR 2 /DI 4y BR RS2 . R I 1) 1 /K S B
R AR AR LN A B/ B T (Call et al.,
2015). B BY T A O 2 20 5 1 RS A B AR
KTPHLARKB EBRMEI, fete hH 20 A e
FHSE B R TTERPITER, #8, 2016; Kehoe et al.,

U B T I AT < By AR S B U
BE— 3, 2D B R E s 20 R B TR

Wk H . 2023-09-18 W] R B 30 ) =38 A5 5 BRI T AT BARE 1, 3 i 2 A A1 BA 3
* EKARFIE A TUE (72272147) %8 1) B, Ve AR GUh A A BN R T, HERBHLGAR, ¥
BEVEA . #®48%, E-mail: zhaokl@ruc.edu.cn e AR A N S
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FE Xy WA DT g 5 A R A N PR
HFl, I P A A TR ) Bt (ATl 9 3 TR A
[F) 2H 214 53 1) X A [R] 52 M %o G A DA AT, A7
AT A ) B (S, EwR, 2017; Azoulay
et al.,, 2010; Kehoe et al., 2018; Zucker et al.,
1998). MBSk KT, & 0 T B A 5t Wi
W E M TIRARS, HIEW T <R
WM R i —BE . B2, TR LT
WONE B ST 1 R FE 53 (Call et al., 2015), PR
SRR A —B(n 2T, B, 2019;
B 4%, 2022; Call et al., 2021; Grigoriou & Rothaermel,
2014; Li et al., 2020), HAFTELLT PR MHRAY
5] 3

S —, WAL BY T U A5 1 S 0 X G 5 W
soy ZEFIWIE R T Z MRS FE Mk
WA, HAL 2 w3 A AR BR T H B G 1)
HWTE T — Rk i AE U] A 51 T.(Call et al,
2015), WA ST T AT AR AR, £ 2 AT BA LASMY
)=, #RA AT BERCN T TE RS2 R X 4 o

O, 3 R A DR TV RON, S IR A AN —
LR RMR BN IR A P RS
AT B3I 18 3 U A58 I A A < XL T 1) 5 o (LD [] B
XA A RS I B P D7 TR WL 4 Call et all,
2021; Li et al., 2020), &AM —LREHA
FA . BRT, X5 E B AL TR LB B, X
F R SR B b A B A BE EORE G, DA RS AR
(W1 5L D) B A RS R RRE, A REY R WAL 5
T AR R B VA5 9555 S T AR R IR AR 7 ik
[F) /88K RE 47 T 2 o

KTk, ARt a2 ERIE” (Moscoviei,
1976; Tanford & Penrod, 1984; Turner, 1991)~#%
OHESE, A3l R TS, TR B TR
Uity 5 320 U S VR AR N, T A A BT AR AL, 9B
T AN T B AR S R B B TN PR AR
B4 L 8 TR T R 2 X T 1) U 80 7 1 i S S A
AACERIE 2 T 7R T S HT SIEF 45 A — 2
AR JRLEL, B ) T S B AT 3 ) A B R
BIETEA R AP, s &R R TAE
R N T B A 1

2 TR

21 BHERIMEXREMY
K AN [ 2 BTG 2 25 T B A2 B2 T4

T ZRARE U BAE T . BRI, KE
BOE AR K G — B P . Aguinis Fll
O’Boyle (2014)3f i % i 1 SCHR 2 G0 114 25 38 & 31
] 1R Y S A R I I 2 B T IR T At 1 T
BB ARRIE . SCT R R THAEM, KW
FEAEAFPULE, FIA, Groysberg 5 A(2008)
IR R TMUBE &SRS, W57 9 1T
Y RA R EE; Oettl (2012) A 1 B AEH
MR BRI N =2 IR, IR, &
B & ; Grigoriou il Rothaermel (2014)#% IR 4= 7= 77 |
PSRRI R R T R R & |
Az IR DA K4 WA Kehoe 45 A(2018) M A1
ERHLAL . AR5 SN A BRI B SR 0] 3 A Hl
MR, SRS 2l A.

ZEA TGS AR, Call %5 A (2015) 42 i 1 A
B TWE X B g AR w 2, YR
R TR PR R I RS0 . A1 = 5t
B.OEAAE . SASHANDEA T, (DS
B AL E AT 5 GRS A BTN 4 B E =L
SERAESS N BFRE M ENAT R, TR R A
PR 25 e K AL T R BUAY ff1 €6 14T 4 (Borman &
Motowidlo, 1993). (2)%144 HE 4 B T RIS R BUAE
Z KR AT ULk fth A 4% 3| (Kehoe et al.,
2018). ()t 2 AR I T A4t 25 I 2% g
FROLE NG B SRR MR IR, BLak,
W ZE S, AR T E =08 MR ifT &5
Letk . A S KO IR . <SR 21
WY R 53 L e KO R ILRE S I 4+, AU
FAREE D BT EAL— IR R o AN =K
4 B B 5L T AR R S T A R B AN

R =T AU E R R TR
£, WRUR 5 T X [R5 A 3 W AN i R Al
filhn, BHE 5 T = STAR e 8 R LA A T aE AT
A # 42T} (Lockwood & Kunda, 1997); 53h 11
30 44 2 e 1 B 2 B T RE M IR AR [R) = 1) s TR
(Groysberg & Lee, 2010); AbF IR W 452000 B
Y WYL 51 T RE A 3 2ot 43 S TR AR T A 1 B St
#(Grigoriou & Rothaermel, 2014),
22 PRE 5 T i s R A iy Y 5% [ 5

A VRS 38 B T I AR 23 T, B R T BT #
KRR EEAE . H— WER TSGR,
BORIR RN O TR B A B 5 TR Gk ok,
H 5% 8 M 5 S 2 R 15 4 A A A RO,
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FEXFA N =AM, N, #Bor2EE R R T
EE R e RV N (N B /(IS A N
2019; Campbell et al., 2017; Kim & Glomb, 2014;
Lockwood & Kunda, 1997)5%4%F (Ul Khan et al.,
2018) At & tha i = Ak, B, BHE R T
o, XX R R B A ¥ E KEHER T
B9 28 54 50 (40 Downes et al., 2021), A5 2## %
R ST AR BA T Y &5 LB (0 Call et al., 2021).
PR T EE UL . B B TR X — AR AR e X
(] S St 280 LB S ) TR, o 23 X AR S 38 2
R, N, Groysberg 8 A (2011) & 3, &5 B
B b SAZVBKRGHUES U BXR, =,
B R O TR AR RRAE o AT i o B A AR AE 32
TR AN A ZE R, AR E B T AL
(Prato & Ferraro, 2018) . L\ FIRT 5 & /EH A8
(Kehoe & Tzabbar, 2015) #1254 H 14 {37 & (41 v
OB Lietal, 2020)5% . 4504, BIE G T8,
EVA I 5 R AT o R B S B R I 2 B T AT
BhA7 4 (Oettl, 2012) . HYE1T 4 (Azoulay et al., 2010;
Grigoriou & Rothaermel, 2014) . i} )% (Chen &
Garg, 2018). B H(Tzabbar & Kehoe, 2014)5% ,

KT WL B T U U RN SR X &, 5 B8
AT I AR SRS, R S | R
Ui, WAL 1 R (DA T s, FEER
TEXT G g W) B 5% T BT J DA AR R B L B2, B
Kt FEANAIZH, SKRIEVIE T 56X AN
A WA B T RS S AT RO R A A=
T, FE G W] A 5% TN LR P AR (AR
FOEE RGN o ()R] T 1L i WU AL, F2 2R
X5 WA 53 TR & — > AL 4UE 73 J& AN [ AT A
RIS o (3)X T Iz s B RN, R BN B2
H5 W R R TR — M7l B B A R 412U A
5y, HIX— R O 2N, R R T A SO
RLE ML

FAT, CA Y 5C T W1 AL 5% T3 5800, i F 52
FEOCE WXL EMER T, HALWA
AT UK ERZOT, Hh W kw2 MR R
EUER T,
221 BHERINIERAERITHERBM

R D TR R IR 5 T AW RIS,
BOET 7 ANEEHA . AR el BE L AR R
Mg AR F RN TS BRI IS . HR

o HEUPA B LERE ST

AR TCEREON : SR R TRE—1
Tl HNRAFRAL N R (AR K)

TSN . SR R TRR
—NAGYB S E AR A BA R TR 2

TSRS . B R
TR B BN A R AR

o FBEAGEEL 4%
BT

cIEHR R TOERE. 1T

* HBASMRIZF L ERE 5158

B B DY T S L 3 S A i 0 R B s T
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R BARTRILE . HRAUN . BARME:
1222 2] #i8 (social learning theory)ih A, HHAE
FIE A% 38 1o 52 e JE BH 2 1Y 1 R 8 i SR 17 2 ) JHE 5
A%, H AP R M 5% 2 2% > (observational
learning) . T 51 TAEAK = S0 A T AR AR
LIRS, BERN RS TEWKEE 205
FE, XA 55 15 2] B IR R A% (2 3 3 58 5 TRk
R RE A B, S I ER L B IR A AR R S
HUOK-(N Downes et al., 2021), %6, RiEttS
%% # 12 (social comparison theory), Lam % A
(2011) A 5T & R 30 5% T8 A7 e vl g & 51
X e SR B R R G, BTN G R A U,
REXMEGR T ARG ET N, =, ET
#4215 B T. P18 (social information processing
theory), BH &2 5B TRV GE @ i B B AR H 2 5 T
J5 AR HE L L BT (958 FH(Oettl, 2012), [R] A
()i REAEAR B 552 ma I i R 3 O R AU Y
SiE . YR A T A A BT & Y LA A = R
BR T EGEER G AHE 2T VAL,
MEEE R R THEZISHEE . WREENT
%, PFIMRTHEA (N Call et al., 2021), 50U, AR
P X UE AR A B2 (resource  dependence theory), Hi
THERTEREEFFEWARSHIE, BARS
PR 5y, AR B B AR 5 B B U E 58 B T AR RS
SR BRI A, FEmi B 5 MIRE S50
174 (Kehoe & Tzabbar, 2015; Li et al., 2020)., 244X,
PR A5 25 1 B B A %) B e RS T 955

fran, BB G A R A 1 T AR R T GH 2
5 TARE, SRAME RS, (1502 M
A5 i ] BASi48 s T B B B R A9 K P (Chen &
Garg, 2018) . I4h, WIERL2ER BB A A
By LU, AR T A AR N 5 R R X 2
A, ABAE S —Jr A B TR TR RR L R, R
W #1748 2 2% 3] (Tzabbar & Kehoe, 2014), 55 11,
MHHRELFE LA (perspective of knowledge transfer)
B, YAEHE SHEE IR, JEHE ks
WREERENEE . ZHNFER SRR, Mgt
HEMmRe 5%, CAMRRY, @gaEt
FRHA, HERTAEEREN . &R
AR R R T, s mR TR R T A%
413 (Grigoriou & Rothaermel, 2014), /= H it
(Azoulay et al., 2010) LA J& i% 0 BH &2 09 1] g

(Liu et al., 2018), 2875, #ptrFEH i (tournament

theory) I\ hy, 38 1 55 4 4 T 2% 4% fil 75 A UK 1Y
DRERAE T 50 4 X T2 0] B AR 52 ) 25, 2R ]
B 5AEI R RE AR 22 Bk, T8 s AL ] i ]
A ST 43 AR B L 1 8% 8 B K filhn, —
T2 TR R W, Bl i 2R R BRIK B ) FE = o,
TEA ZEME IR AT 2% (18 B 155 2R % BRATUR A T AR 3K T
Z I Le e, oAtk T 0 st AR A AT
BEA 02 1 L FE b i) BT (Brown, 2011). 55 L, R
8 T K AUV (matthew effect), ELA 25 Hu (7 (4 B &
T AE TR AR B 07 E 2o g, i E S A AT R
X P A T A S Sk, St — g
Z I ¥ JR (Merton, 1968), 78 34 1A% IR A BR (14 AT 42
&, R SRR AR B L BT BE AR A Y B R i — 2P
AR, MTTIE o # Ao, 558 s IE R . A
WHIE R W], A URT S T 01 T i 8w, e
Z A 1 2 T S AT [ R S R K (Prato &
Ferraro, 2018),

ST UL B 7 A SIS TS Y B AL 5L T
RN 1 SRS RIS — B, P, 2= AT143 5
MEIRHZE . JEIRRE . R 53R A 1L [H
PR 58 LA R 19 45 DR 38 U A T o) e R i i A i O
BN B4 — BB R ISR RN T . 5
—, DAWLR R R A% . A T AE BT AR
WURIH AR Ty 7 S A S 4, WAL B TAEME & I
Tt (RPPP 8 R £ A80) J 1 Bt 1 SO R B AL B T
PR B 00 B R (Oettl, 2012), 45—, LIAEIA R A
BV NI AR ZM . Downes 55 A (2021) 3T HARE
] R e B, 2 W% B R B S A4 B A [) =
SRACUE W] H AR T 1] 55 56 1) A A ) 14 B LAy
Pkt g, SEMIFEEAR T A RS S R
T S RCUE B E AR S 1] A 1 A A DO 4 ] 445 B 12
MRy 2 2Bk, EAR T T A AR IR S Bk
o BB =, DABR SRR LR 2 AR i B4
% Lockwood 1l Kunda (1997)HIHF 57 & 3, 41
BB TR SRS AR R A e, JEREA S
W HOSWAER Tt tig, HARMWEA
e Z 8 m, SF, DS R E LA &
. Lam %8 N Q01 )M BF5E R, 7EEA S/EHH
PR BA T, TR Y S SOt AT AR AR H A
i S I (1) D= N N PO P SN N
FEHTH
222 MERTIXHMIAE R I HERBMN

ST S 2 0 8 O w0 = w1 e R V4
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NS B B, FEE T LT R OREE A
. B—, MUMERUY (coordination effect)F, B
B0 TAERA®RENAIRSHEE, F8mTAE
BF, O [FB R 22 18] AT LATE A 1R B RE ) B AR,
WREME N SRS B 548 5, A B T
WL TAES% (Chen & Grag, 2018), 45—, Ml
oy W AR, o s BN, iR
R A T RAEAE 23 T BONPR ] A b o7 25 5 A8 /),
REWE R TSR NEREIRE, FEAMATZ R A
KRAMER, FEE, AR TR A 2421
BIEESTZESARAIE, Fitk, SRR TR
BA A o L s — R s, R Z RS AR
FIM3E 4, BEIRBEA B9 PME 2 T.4K R (Groysberg
et al., 2011; Swaab et al., 2014),

B AL 53 T 22 (8] B 3 R A% R 1T B 3z 2l 7] 3L 1R
HEZEWIRTER. A LTl AT B
REEMD RS RIS R, KT
&l A RU PR REAS IR B &2 03 T 22 M) 425 LL AR,
AT 1) 3555 33 el LU A AT B 5 | & 1) L TED 5% Tl (Groy sberg
etal, 2011).

223 FAE R I EH9 SIS R M

WYL B 0K A 4 W R A0 1) F 5 LA B
THE N F(EE, Rk, 2019; DFE, KEL, 2019),
i EZ SRR B S R, HR 2 R T R SRR
WIS, XTEN2 B . #H S BATIRIEHEREA R
X EER AU =AM H—,
RAE S S, AR T &SR RIS
FHE LI R, 5 R X R T E kD,
A2 {5 430 SR BCER X B R 51 T 14 A 2 B0 (social
undermining)f7 R (A &%, FrEEE, 2019; Leheta
et al.,, 2017), HHFLX— A KHF5E LSRR
E, Bt IOFEIESE . H T, RS R
(social dominance theory), J&TZF Mt &85H)
A5 5 S HC b AL ) TR (B30 ) AR X T AN B BRI (5
YA B AR, T ST JE ) 2 (40 Rk a2
1) S P Hb A 32 3 g, DTS O X A F
T )@ #EATI% fE 45 3 (Khan et al., 2018), %5 =, R
PR A7 PRIS (conservation of resource theory), |
J& B R SRR M R T R T I B R, B2
o AT () B RER N, DA B I T 8 i AL, (B
I R I B R I S 2 1 E U A7 B b A g Wy, Al
RIS XU, AT ol 450 Dl 20 X 8 24 51 T
MR W] 25, 2021).

H—, HEMNENTFHE, HERE.
AT 5 ] PR R KT B R AR DOy R AR X —
BE RN B Bk BN, M40 B
FEESE, AT S A ) DA ) B 4 2 AR 25 0
o, Bl im0 B, OR K AT BEMSUE 1 E AT
H(Leheta et al., 2017); &AL T & H & MG
(warmth) ¥ i 52 40 S A R, 24 R AT
RE o H R . SR T IR, 615 E iy
7™ A 0 TR R A PR 25 055, RO 43 B 2 M ilE AT
HFEETH(Yu et al., 2018); L FHKERFERES
m, S T ENESSEEARNTACHE
U8, BB AR G 7 A B I R, DTG X 5L T
HIBAUAT R (H W %, 2021), BEAk, HEUMEW
SEWMSTTX R TBA RN, MRS HER
FI PR FE AT A5 LSS BIEAFE, ATk
AR VT REXT W] BT J@ it i1 12 %547 A (Leheta et al.,
2017).

ZEA DL L SCHk, AT H T W2 R T/
TSN 5T BURAR YE I (B 2)6
23 MRERSHEIFR

W R CHRER R, RATHM THHE R T
THE I RN 3K — AF ST AR Y R DL, I )
R e R M ORI RN S 2 P S A LIRS E Ak ]
Bt — 25 B = ATl

H—, HEICTUA & T30 /9 #FsE £
FERFHESERAE ZEN TR, PFH
5T OC T B B O TN L BT JB IR iy s ey, B ke >
Xof L 37 i e I RN (B X R B A R
—RILFY AR IRE. T, WEAT
TR A AN 5 i B R A B S LR R IR i
FEMNTCR RN AR R Tl &t
L2 R S I AN S P B = | e
M 5 A 2 M BN T.(De Dreu et al., 2008;
Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978)FI/LETIR M (Grant &
Patil, 2012; Latané, 198 1)K ¢ 1 #A B0 & 4n
fls@E it B B AT S AR R AU B, R X
BARAT A=A ph S, 1A, R R TAFETF
Wi 5T, MATERREALE, FESL T
2B g%, Hoak S5 E BN U BR T 18
BN, 840k K B A A UM AN 1 4, B E
B4 f7lh(Call et al., 2015), 95 4 H AR B 2
AT E, 2E AR — D R A T
ity A U AN 7 A R SRR L Ak S R A% T AR
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S5 R VA SOEAE 3 A

55, BUA AR TEAR A G T B U 50 H R
T N R AR ALE 7E Xl A it fin A 2 5 i B BT A
AITERT . A WF9E 220 IS R X R AeT PFAl L
Xof B[] g ax — LA e O, RN NS T B AL 6 T
TR SRR S TERESE SNE 2 iR AP0 il
AR AN B AR S0 . SR L R AT RE
Downes et al., 2021; Khan et al., 2018; Lockwood
& Kunda, 1997), X520 AT A 53 T B9 AR%E
UE BT 532 W] 3 0 500 Y ROCR W G AN 2, DL
i MRS AR 2 R T B B BU% (Chen & Garg,
2018; Tzabbar & Kehoe, 2014). B2 #5877 =
(Oettl, 2012) , B B 7EH 25 W25 h 1) {3 B (Grigoriou
& Rothaermel, 2014; Li et al., 2020)% @ EH 2,
Bl 2 0 BRSO R R 1 O T . M T IR U
A ST — Pt A T B BBl R b A Ak 2 R
BER A NI B 2R G RS DY O N e s S )
Ui (Turner, 1991), P24 2407 iR FF MBE I 55507
S ER AL R K, RV R AR B RRIE (5
N B 52 72 5 YIAH 5G 19 A 1.0 B P4 ) 9 B &2 5% 1
T XA N BT RT L5 RORIA T A 3 AN [R50

B=, WANREEADIEHEF R ]
R W] B B TR BE S AL, W Campbell 55 A
(2017) g AFF 58 DA AT BN 50T 194 1 B8 R T < B AR 4
Bl LE AR G BOK %8 8] A 25 S0 Rf 5 A 2 B
18 ) 42 52 0 e 19 9 4R, B DA B SEA D  J
NG5 AE PRS2 B (LA T R FR“HRM 52X — &
A . — O, WA TR 2N o
ANAGEAR, HARALIZ 2 TN Ty %8 I3 2 5C 1 1 &
Ji(Ployhart et al., 2014), A7 R, £XFAA
F8 A8 B ) 2 i A AR R R JBE b e 2 2 4 A
BA AR AT R LSRR B9 B H 3l 3 & (Boxall
et al., 2007), K, TEIRFEHIE 57 T A HER RO
I, Z03E 43 7% i 2H 2k AT B HRM 52 BRI 5200 )
— 5, HHAME B A FUBOR BRE A Hh RR E AR
WFFE0 55 4 P BAH Rl A RE 78 B SR AR AT
(R | AEVE MUY S LN BRARAE, B 1, 2017,
Banks et al., 2016), K, #357 HRM 3Z B Q0] 52
U D 52 5% T 0 S AR A AL L AT B 7, 3 L
A AR SR Y S B OGIBRAE o

3 TRMAE
BEXE B, ARSI T 3 AR

()3 5 B g e — 3R 58 W] 2 5% %8 AT BA N Al
B T.OHARE R ABRT Mt a5 m, 5 EH
MR B T ABRERE HRM S2ER AR A 1R 5T 1%
FE2 R B AR ()i i BT AR e AR5 B
5 TN T JE B AR <L T) 814k 4 5 B AR
B OGP BA SR AT R ) 5 5 2 s (3)al ik
WFFEREHe = HR 58 B AL 01 T 1) DG B I 1 A o] o 242
T, % B Fpists, TN A BAANE S
LS Al

T B VLI . (DFEWEZE A BA AR Z T 1Y
WA A, REMNHERENEAT S5
HZRTEBAMHERT), XERAEITA
PrE st f v, 52 30k 09 B 03 Jm M T e | & bk
R E AR A 547 4 SR (Turner, 1991),
HIUA R R K S 38 51 T a0 ] & Ff
P W] B 51 03X — ARk B 3 1) TR S (R A0 4 T e
B (4 Downes et al., 2021; Lockwood & Kunda,
1997); (2)FERFFT A 1A XeF 71 A 2 44 1) 38 9055 2080 I 1T
KEMAAENEHER T AESH, BEE—
AFEXTFE AR, S B A Y B B TR R
B L E, XORE TS B s HESR,
TR A v S /B ) << i R e HL ) i T R A
At SR RO B B (Latané, 1981), KL, P& W
BT B 2R, X — B0 %) 7 A {4
HyAE o R s B s s G)TERFSE I B A i)
7 Vi 8 N B, SRR B ET R R R R B 2 R T
JEME” (RS HEA B HE S S8, Mt S iiAs
LA BE), X R A X 30 s e VR AN, 2E AT
iv A TV < B R L T A MR R S 4, A ] A 5K
SR AATTE A 5 0 B 4% B 3l (N Br B g A e
R B P A A S 7

KT, —Ir iR ET HRM Sk, &
ROCHE TARR (RS BEAKEE . W2 H IR .
B BN h e 4 | AR itl) . R TS 5085
WK S ), GUECEZGUUE BRI . KaHs
i A2 3l ELAR P« BH B DRI B POAS T T, BT
AT T NI BUBR FH B AT K (R BN
W1 53 T AT B AN & AR Sy — 5 L
KT HER THABRREE, RETRC . Fif.
N B 838 RS X = TRHE . A PR R, B
FRIE T RE M X N i B 30 7= A B R M > 2% R
HE., Hri, FC5F i BA AN BR S i
TR ] T 4R 4 B B A AR 00 2 R A AT R
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(Hogan & Sloan, 1985), ‘B2 MiAER] & i3 T X} 8
B BT AR FBRAT A o A B 7038 XU )
SR 5 b A YA e — B A AT Rl (De Vries
et al., 2011), ‘B4 W] A 5 T 5 oAb R 55 Or
B SE AR AN 1 1 A BA A TR 20 22 )45 8 A% 13 1Y)
BOR

g5 TR, FRATHR I T ARSI R AR I HE SR,
miE 3 frs .
31 WREHR—: BERIXEHNIEREERT

Y 98 3L

LR 1. FEHERTEMHXEMAIE
BEZTALITHES X2 #h

ARG YT Campbell 25 A (2017) 7 42
SR AE ZE AR A BL, SR AR T IBA Y R
BE B3 T B0y 51 & AE IR 5 T 9 IR s Sk iy
XCE R, R T SR AL BY X B R R S AT
Fh2s S B S B B <X IT BN RN . i — 4
AT £ H BT W BT ABRFRIE 5
“HRM 3E B 9 £ B2 1 2 LU 10U T) 818508 1 321 5
Stk HRTE, FRATHE N, B R )5 0 Rl DA
A B B3 22 ) 8 57 57 35 2 106 28 T A A0 ik 1
BT IR ) S A R T, G A2
BHAMAT Ry o 3K AN [ R T 22 Jif XL ) 8138 7 s B¢
ZAF I T I i = X6F N B WA 32 AR (R RH AL B T A
PRARAE (190G 1 (Campbell et al., 2017), M BEMS Hy s
A IR BT AR R 1 B 56 F R S 1
PHAR . A UEHE LR B I, LA 4,

MR PEAT 2 e e, 80 Y 51 T f A T
e A AT B I AT g, BV L H AR (upward
comparison; Festinger, 1954), KN KL AAH
SR EAER L, HAR TS B[R e 20 &
PRAFTE 2 10 R, 255 N PRAT R R
X LA T BE S BT A AL B T R R Al
i VR IR RN, I P JE A BRTT
KRR s — 5 T, ) A AT R R B A R
BN, fRFEAEB A G T2 > 5 A R IETH(Collins,
1996), 75 —J5 T, [ I st nl G S 8CE il 2 5
T T [ R 1O 5 A PR 4178 (Lam et al.,
2011), ARH S WARAZ RIS, AN F e A fb
AREC, PRy X B B A R UR, AR T RE R AL A
B R PR AR S (14 13 = B AR A BB (Hobfoll,
2002). AL S M IR S, T4
I, MAEBH R BT 5 A P 9 B 2 R S AT A

SR, A ATREA T AR LA A T B RE, A
H5WEMWE R P RIA 5T H SR A MR,
A7 AT K A Sy B Al 7] 3R 5% U %) ol
Sy L O T AR A AE 4 4R AT BA B BE R A T AL T
It # b 57 (Prato & Ferraro, 2018), #F—2, B2
BT X B B R SRR A I i & R B8O S
W 2 H BRI R R B ABRTT A
Bk, Wdss ol o b, FER R, BA
LT AT BB AR 2 03 Tl sk iy w2 . (1)BA
S0 T H A A BRI, AR AT
%, H5H—RILFREXAE R G T AR . 5
PR, AR H B IR A9 LT (Campbell et al.,
2017); ()W A B Tl o BAT F R A AR, %
EErA . REMENEER, RS0 0 E
EATHRMEFTNHN, JTEFdiles, DX
T2 4L 28k & (Kram, 1988; Raat et al., 2013;
Sparrowe et al., 2001), #f—##, WRAEHE R T
B B2 RIS A B A O RAE I RO IR A5 1
HEGVEIKAE, R SBURZE R 5t (i) = 7]
RAFFE SR, MR — R R FFH S
Y 547 4 (Campbell et al., 2017; Halbesleben &
Wheeler, 2015), Z¢ L FFd, Al434nF ap/al.

A la: [FSEE A G T B0 LSRRI 25 IR
KA, AR R R T X RS S SRR
IEFRK R

R 4B, VRS TR, WAL LT AR
AIREZG AR B 5 T Sk BT Il B2k - (D) EHE S
e py e, BA B TS L SR A T AR
T B g E B AR R0, YRR R T
A O JGie unfa) 2% Jy # Jo ik 4 & B B [ =35 1 R BLAT,
ES AR A FRIT AT, B Z 5755 J1(Collins, 1996;
Lockwood & Kunda, 1997); (2)r T & K&V 917
A, R T 2B 2 A4 B AR5 241 21 5,
1 BN BT £ 1) %5 5 37 5 (Prato & Ferraro, 2018), H
KT YR A S CA ML AL, R B T RERG
A “BEBEMRAJE” (efficacy spiral; Lindsley et al.,
1995), AWHEBEEM IR 54, fERARR
B OL T, JEBA A Bt T 3RAS B B UR SRl R e
W, 20, GARARRH B S TR EH B SN
5 A RIEMEE R, R AT REE S+ R
BRI 2ok A A 2 RIR, BUE— R P
B & W) 25 1) 1 & FH A 47 A (Campbell et al., 2017;
Kim & Glomb, 2014), £ FFrik, AJ4540F Ay .
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THHEGE-R)

AMERT

IR R ) — > xR AT

ZILRREH

B R

W BA AR Z 25 E KR

Y >( x$EH AL

4 )R LT B Ok AT AN R BT B TN BRAT S 1 XL 7] 81 5 1)
I “FRIEMKR, " Fmf LR

A 1b: [R5 EA 2 51T B0y DL BR IR B 2 B
b RE Ay | RS T 312 = e W i Y O S £ 1
IEAHER R

TR, RATE Rl S A BRFRIE (940 £
AT UL A RN AR S — B B A . T
Al HE(ENEAL BLABRC R I, D KAk B & 25
47 8 K A5 5 A At e (D AR Ak BN B SE R B
DI N 0 75 SR R AR B AR 09 58 R 1 R ) 2 R
Wi N B 26 3R T N B 38 147 0 1 W 28 BE AR Bl AL
(Hogan & Sloan, 1985), — I, X HA = Al fibtE
BB B TAAFE TRIBNZ i, eI R T.40
Z W 5 AT N BRSSP AR AR I 25, 2RI
e (D)EAMbE IR R TR R A CWA
2R, SREMARSIERER TH=, 12
PEE B AEHEA A K (Kehoe & Tzabbar, 2015); (2)
AR T 5 m A b 0 B 2 F R A TAE, T
PR EMb AT 0 B S48 5, AR A i TAE
HfE(Azoulay et al., 2010; Oettl, 2012), XJE TBa
PEFIR B, B) e Ak i W1 B 53 38 W] g
HCFEE S MRS Bl dn R H—E
SR, WIS IEH AR THAILSY RACH
FEMKEER .

Jy—J7 L, YEA A R 5 TAEAE
FRIBNZ i, A BT 28 o A5 A A T
ABrac A BB G, BRI . (1) Al
PERY W] R 51 T3 ] ReAE 5 AE W] 2 (A 3 9 3 Jm) A

T JCFAHE B AATI(L et al., 2015), 4&FHbATTKE
SUARIME O, A THE B KF AR
TEANY, DA G2 L B8 I8 30 0 B, )Mt TR
SR NN W B (1 d o= L D= W L N s
B A% BEMZNE” (Lindsley et al., 1995), tH5, il
T AT BB AE B U5 0 B R ol o B R R
TAEWI R R, P AR EE W R 5 T B R R
B

25 Lk, T DA E 0 AN A

A 2a: FIHAMMEET TREAER T
13 53R RS B Z B C R« ()= R Al
T Z A Y IE A DG OC R R

A 2b: FIHAMEMET TREHER T 5
1y 5 BEIRB R BN Z W JC 2R« R SR A R,
THZ AR IEA SO R o

Hyk, AT HRM 52 TAER TR A B4
BT LA b oA 00 AR 5 B B i R Ak BTN
FRJCFR I LAE BT I8 (relational job design
theory) I\ Jy, i i # 37 5Z %7 ¥ HK & (beneficiary
contact), I LI 5 T #:Mm B A 2 RS X4, W
UE A A A BT AEXT IR 95 X5 42 B 7= AR A 52 DA
MR 5 TR SRR 23 bl, R AR T 21
FIbAT A (Grant, 2012), 5% %5 # (beneficiaries)3 )
T BEZ B 53 T AT A RN R Wil 1 2 2L A0 A 1R
MR, FlanE=S ., LT, % . # X% (Grant,
2007). ZaEH AN —FC A T RHZ 3 HZ
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(Rl 3 A B S L2 19 T AR 1 (Grant, 2007).
i, IS A TR 5 T 5% P 2Z )
1532 25 # R, ] BT 53 T BA P9 9 A 03 =2 1)
132 %5 # B¢ 2 (Crawford & LePine, 2013; Li et al.,
2014), fE—AFIBNR, REM TAEMRILCHE, &
EHEUMEA B B AR S5 . FEREIR T,
T DA 22 18] 14 A7 2 R (AN MR B ) AT LA ffE
B ATARES B 7 xRS0 B 5 SRR LR S
A 0H 58 BT 55, DA 1 BN B B G SE B,
AT S H LRI A O8I A S,
T B AE T AR R H A A4T 4 (Grant, 2007).
FET b, FRATIA Sy N7 B i %% 1Y T BA 9 A7 2R
FWR AR AT DL — 5 T s R B A 51 TR A g SR
SR E R TS RZ MM IEMEKER,
5 — 7 T 0 55 A B AL 53 T IR O SR A e
BB T RSB Z R IEA KR R,

8—, MWEHE G T A SHr, Mz
B A FL R R IBCGEWAT R A5 B im0 AR 2
) 67 T RZ A, T [R) S 22 8] 04 AR B EME RS i 4k 0k
Z b, WA A S NES PR SEa R 1k,
M Z3 0k FRIAT R, H9IE YEAT 28 (Grant, 2007,
2012) XK B Ay 38 B IR 25 (0 A VRO A
FAEE RTINS, WERSERMETLHAE
TPt — AR A IR RS VRIS, MBS 58 X B 2
GULI A2 38R, X T B B A 4 3 B TR I R
X S MAEHER T, HERFRAHEL
BIAVEAT A A — R R BE L o I H 0 T 2 S
TG 2 %of BR A2 B3 T 2 A

B, NAEME B TMAA S, Hibilm
i3 AT B P38 AZ 25 5 22 IR A 056 3R A R i R A O
BT iy TAE L & 2w B8 2 B T8k il
(Groysberg & Lee, 2009), J5Z %A AL Gib,
o) b e B EE OB DA OGTE A R R 5 R O ORI
A1 BA# R 25 (Campbell et al., 2017), FEFixXx — 5,
B L5 B A = 2 i [ £ N TE | S NS B i )
FA RE SR VEAL B B [R5 0 M (8, Al f] e B AT SR I
5 R [ FH AR Iy 2R 3 A BA B K 2 o X
TR B A 8 0 B R A 1 A VR AR AR I AR B 2
ATIE, HHER SRS AR T A
B Fl g%, WA R T AN B R SE; X TR A
W3R BRI R AR R R TS, R~
BN EHW R RS EmZ 8Bk, HEA
ATBAZI ] B H W B AP e 32 25, PR S ) &L [

GAEMTAERTHUA AT A 7T Rk 0917 R 5w .

LR B RTR, AT LAAR RN PR A

A 3a: FIBNPIERAZ 25 H 6 R T RRIL
T B 5 A WAL B3 TN [R] S Ak s S AR R B G
F: PN Z a5 F R MOR, 3 Z M IEAH
ST

A 3b: P BRI AZ 25 #4106 R YT T B AR
Je i 5 AR B A B3 TR () = 9 A S B 22 (8] Y 56
% FIBNATEZ a5 H R MOR, 3 Z M IEAE
KRR

AU Eapdt, AT IR B0 BT <
o B 4 08 5 19 TP A %% %2 (Edwards & Lambert,
2007):

A 4a: R T BA RS2 25 R R
LR RS T IR 2 0 2 51 T B 0 3 e 9% R A 2 SR A
s A B A B T X [ 35 A 4 LRI — T A AL
N :o [ SR b b i, T BA PR A7 15 R R R
SR, T2 [ H A RIOR R .

AR 4b: [R5 A N2 25 H R
FLIR]ES T [R5 B A G T B 4y 3 5 U R AR O B
R R B R 5L % R S A 2 B X — A 8%
N e[RRI Al R, AT BA P A7 B R
SR, I IE 1) H A O R .

3.2 FRREEHL T BAE R T Xt [ BA B A i v s B

B AL 03 TR RE A% 38 3 A B B 3l 1T BA B
AR, ol E BN T P
I 20 T ] BAE (A ™ A A 2552 A (L et al., 2015;
Swaab et al., 2014), IA WX T J5 4 A0 3 B
AR AWFFEALYOR DL BT 55 SR8 5t
R B A EE A, BT B 5L X [ BA R A 1 8L
TG W . N~ X Lk, ik —Mor TS
155 B8 S BRI I M B = ZE (Allworth &
Hesketh, 1997), T84 WF5 ¢ F B 2 5 T ana
7 Mm A BAE BE S (il 8V RAT R . H BT R)
B4 1 T AR BEE f# B (Grant & Patil, 2012)F1
SEHE S HR(L et al., 2015), PTTASBRSE AR 15 55 5%
WA GG R ARG, A, N PESTRX — S TR
&= TRIEH B IEIA 0 HiR . 45, 681k
T3 8 LAIE B PR 5575 1k (Burke et al., 2006), ‘&5
SRR VIHIG, (HAH T3, PR AR,
SMETE)T, HREMEETE BRI R P IR AR
T3 P BB AR B RE W, AR BIF 5 35 455 AT A BT i 3R
YE g KAt bk, A AR HRM 52 BRAE

£33
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o 52 Wi AT B NN B L 2 1) G 45 L5 85 (Boxall
etal., 2007), 252 m 2| F BA Py BH 2 51 T2 &) L
TR R B TR A B3 22 8] ) B B 8l AT R, A
T A BB A = A g, 3EF o, AT EB R
PIAS BRI AR R

i tEH 2: I BHE R T AE L XA
EELZZRT X2 &

AHIFFTR A IR A F A BA B 2 5 TN e
I35 5% M A BN 5 4 R B VR G RRL, T ) T BAAE: 55 5
™ HE B 5 T AR A T G150 - 3
— 25, AT BA P9 AR 11 2l i AT S5 i T 22
il e P BB 2L B3 T ANBR s Bl o 4 ol 1A A A VR AR
Rl 71 17 52 W 141 BAAT: 55 G300 3 — #IL I, 50 55 <1 A
AR O3 TN L 3 el 3 % 1T BA 5 4 450 B I 1) 5%
i) AT BAAT: 55 B30 X — Bl . FEDLIEL S

A4 AF BN T2 (Salancik & Pfeffer,
1978) J% /b B UK 5 il B i (Grant & Patil, 2012;
Latané, 1981), ATIAN, BHE G TAENHL P
KR, HARE AL EMEZN S, HAA
SAT O RE A% U0 AT BN A AR, DT X4 A A
BT A=A )2 R, I W b e [ BA P R —
P A, e A AR Rk B, 38 T
T, LA LU0 2 i S S D BB R g 1y AR A
AL YOG RO T AR A S N A L T
AR, BT E R — B A AN 1R, sk
FA AR ) 23 Bl A B0 B o i 2 B B s i
WA, (R, M1 A AR S I A T
R E S, i 8 1 ) 22 AL B (N se 4, 385K
ANPEAL) 23 Bt N B0 BE i AR WAk

I BASE R E A

P BABA 2 57
T %G (0-1)

- Zi[INEg N

BB WAL LT s8RR R AN 1) e A A
(Lindsley et al., 1995), F&f1ihNy, PR & T 44k
5 B AT 38 SR A N IR R AR 8 ] A T
5 P BA N 28 3 — SCrE UL, S R PRk 22 Rk
UL L 2 AT BA P B BT N e e, Al
MR A AR HE A O 1= B R0 3% B RN /3 A R A
FE BT IR B A BRSO 2308 T BCE Z 4~ A
T JE TF B T A, DT 7E AT BA PN 3% 2B A T
T A T R BORE UR SRR AT B, xR B A
B P AR A2 (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955), Bl
RO WT A UT, BU 2 5 58 G AR A K R 1Y
BRI KU LAAE, AT BN YRR TE B L Y 58 4 40
Bl 5 4 2R R A% 7 > )RR 52 T = (R B A 1A
BA PN I DA AT 43 %3 14T A O A 55 58 BT i D %
TAERCE, MR A O e S b ad TR A i
Br, XAEZ W At ok T A BRI 45 (19 42 T (Goldman
etal, 1977). Z¢ B, #2100 F i .

SR Sa: PRI B T NER A L DL BA 55 4
SR A B, 5 FTME S SR R IEHIEER .

Sy T, Y P BA IR BT T BN A
A, AT 2 ) B CBR TE 4 06 R 3 Bt Z (RIS
JEE A H B, A H O A AR £5 N7 B AR A
H #5275 52 81 (Groysberg et al., 2011; Swaab et al.,
2014), H T BRI AR BA B 5L A AR 2 6L T
RIBERERRAT, A BN IR B TR R L
N EATTE SR (P Az NER T MK (-
B, ARUASRIBSIET R KL, BIBL
R G AR SR RS M B IR o 22 LAEE LA BA
ML 2 AR, ok T Re S 58 4 A 41 Ik

W BAME S5 B M

HBMES 5K

B 5 AIBAIIA 3 T AN A7 X BT 55 SR <L T] 6153 W
I “FRIEMKR, “—"Fmf LR
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BMERK, ELZARMIETIT, KATIHEES
P B R, A RE AR i A BN R R S Be 00 £ T
(Tigen et al., 2005), 1L, 47 BA N A1 5 FEE 2]
WEIRET, PBME S GG 2 B & TR, 28
LArik, R A

#A2 5b: HIBAIHE R T A LA BA A1
TP, 5 RIBMES SR AR,

% & 3| H H Pk (interdependence) 5 A BA 35 31 )
BERHE, HESZmB AR AN TEe5E
YERYZSEE (Courtright et al., 2015), 32 F3k, FoA1H
5 M A1 BA 2 J5h B AR 1 (team reward interdependence)
HIRAR A3 T DA A 5500 A B — B B R R A
A 1o Tl AR T A T A B e B S R e kT
) 1 B 3550 (T AN AS R 8 KA A B850 LA SR B 1
B I, DT 98 % AL BA R 5% %) S a2 sl AL, Bk
JlAAT S B AR 5L, SRR B AR S B ) 5%
J1(De Dreu, 2007; De Dreu et al., 2008),

FATIA, e BAR YA R T 5 55 E B Py B
BB TN L v A A S 4 S5 I 0 O [ 5 ), 2
fift FEXTF NG VR A B W A2 . SR R LT
Wi SR —, MEHE B TR A1, MFBAAN E
BUEIRGAE N EEEHRIER, PR R T
AR EHF R Z R LT LIREER, ]
SR B I 0 TE g DL RO IR R BT B S P
)k 5% B SRR, S R BN B AR 9 58 R, B
LA H B R 25 240, NN BE IR e 4, B A
WAT R, Hit, ZM T HAKNHNESRSE, &1E
A2 8- EWRR . B, MEIBAEE
WY R B AL AT, AT IR B R AR
Z I 28 AT A L AR R BT, ATk 2 45
W 2 R4S AT (A B P ), BRI 2] H
AL DUCT AT PR 4 25 B U R B R Y SR AT M,
ATt A 2 TR S A7 A BT T LA, [R] A
WAL HWHE R TAURIF SRS, F A KN
I 56 S AR DR AR LA AL, A VRS BEIAS LUINER .
I, W LAS BN P A A

G AR 6a: 1A BA il ELARPE RS T A BABH 2 R
TABS L SEANES B ZM R B
Jih EARME AR, A Z A IE ARG OE R AR ES .

G AR 6b: 1A BA R il ELARPE RS T A BABH 2 R
TABS L SEANSEABZMER: B
Jih ELAR R, 3 2 (R A e DG RS

Hk, FAT I BAAT: 55 B 4K M (team  task

interdependence) i L £ 7341 LA L= Hh A SO0 7R 55 —
B Boi i . AT, w4 5UH 56 1E
1% A BA S Fi £ FH ) S AT 2R IR 22 4 T T A
H b B 58 )80 A 381 F 58 1 S Ik B3 52 A\ B[]
P [E] T/E 2R BE (Beersma et al., 2003; Goldman et al.,
1977), X5 FIBAAS[R] T4 55 22 [8] 0 AH AR A8 1 2%
YIRS (1) 254F 55 HARPEACTBARET, AR5
FOMEFEEA AES, B I AE55 58 & Kok
R FZ A NAL 55 58 B BL Y 52 1 (Kiggundu,
1981), XFIFELLT, A5 TAESTRCZ AT
BA A7 35 1 1 5 e 22 KT B ) AR Sssont 7 A
Hszm, E, AR TR SR TAE SRR F 1Y
T 4 50 BN AT BAAE 55 8 355000 52 T 4 4 i — 25 i
Ko ()M 55 BAREACT- 2= B, AR R 5L 14
55 56 LT 1 T 3 e i 4 32 ) [ 3 T AR 52 s 00 19
M (Kiggundu, 1981), XAPIFLL T, A6 H A B
IR (e SNzl NER 7wy i IR S Pu s
BUA TAESU Z MM STk, B, A R T2 i
P R AR S8 4% T 1 A ST AT B 55 B4 11
R E— 2B R . &5 BTk, BT LIS EIan T
P

A Ta: BTG BARPEEY T 1] BASE 44
[l 5 H AT S5 Sz M 6 & . BIBME S5 BARYE
R, T3 A IE AR DG OC RS .

A Tb: BT S BARPE S T A& V4
[l 5 H A5 S Z M6 & - BIBME S5 BARYE
R, T3 ) IE AR DG OC R R .

AV bagf, AT AR BT B~ <3y
BAE S B s A58 (Edwards & Lambert, 2007)

A Ba: BN Jah B AR 55 H AT-55 BAK M
FE[E RS T AT AR AL 53 T NER Y Bl i P BA 35 4
G BBl ) A A 55 B 850X — A RO = AT A Dl
HARMEBGE, ELFABESS BARMERGR, 2% 1E [
AN R 5 o

A 8b: [T BN B Jgh BAR M 5 AT 55 BAR M
FEIRE S T B A & 5 T K Eeil i A A& 1E
S B ) AT A 55 B850 — A RUOE = AT BA Dl
HARME B, HPABES AR, 20 m
AR S o

IR 3 B BE R T AL X E
BIFF G HT R 5 7

AT ST AR B B A T AT A B2 03 TN B L E
3 52 g A BA A 3 {5 L 3R B (external  information
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acquiring) 1 N #f {5 & % 1k (internal information
elaboration), I 1%} A1 BA G HT G50 A= B 5 7
W BN FEAF [ <RI B 5] o i — 25, 21 28 P 5 A
A <) 5 2 490 1 7L B85 22 L B P AN B T3 1 IR
RIS 5 1 B RE A% £ 7 < P A BT A2 B T At T
i 3ok 55 P BA AR A B AR R 8] U 780G 2R 5 el AT A
BB S0 — WU, S fifk A A W] AL 51 T80
P 3 3o 400 ) AT A PN 78 5 S TR A 671 1 5 i AT A 1557
SR X —HUll . EILE 6,

/b BUIR 8 W B8 (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955;
Latané, 1981)iky, FEOKrh it G A HonT LLE i
AR S S R <R 5 e Ao 2O i R A
RIAT B 25 R A At 25 ma . BT AT W 24
b, SREREBILEE R, ZdWARMT,
A IR T Z WA Fleming et al.,
2007; Glynn, 1996; Perry-Smith, 2006), ATk H,
TE AR A I 58 T, A D3 TAE S G B /D B
AT LT AT A B/ R PR 3 194 5 2 T3 30 43 ) 7
AR B L R PE PR R AN W] B4 25

o, IR U TA R A C MRS BEAL
K AT BAA 3R B Z2 A A5 B 51 A BRI (Call
etal., 2015), MIMIAEIE A BABIHT . B T05 B kAt 2
S AL A, WA DT AR SR S B P AR R
ANASCRT LA B4 5 1 o s AT A AR 1058 114 00 1 AL 12
(Grigoriou & Rothaermel, 2014), & A] 3 i B &2 5
5 A5 B L3, B SRR SRR BAL i 45
Fo 5T, ] 35 Bl AL AR R 9 T S L S

BT BA R e

HYZH

ZiloNzTiT]

HIBABH 2 B T
AB 5 H(0-1)
EilING AR S e ]

F BASIIR £ B 3R

Zi[INRE SR

BEA B4R BR, 77 A B #0 i A2 1% (Wang et al.,
2015), T4 T AT BARE AR 1 BT S Ak DL K7™ H B
w, —EOLT, WA LA BCE 2 (R0 141 BARH
R T ABOE AL T (E), AT e S B i 5 it
PESMRAR BB 2, H2 th T ATE R A 7 W —
A2, R AL 2 P 285 A7 7 5 & 1Y AT BEPE (Hess
& Rothaermel, 2011), X &K&W ATMSMBT]A
M5 ST BE LA A, PRI B 4 PAT BA P B2 AT
NEGE BT, P BAAR AR I8 R A 24 45 7T RE
RN PRI, — S E A B SEMF R R B, B
B TR BN 5 T R AR A A A 5 B
AN K- 2 8] 2 BAE] U 78 5¢ 2R (41 Groysberg et al.,
2011; Swaab et al., 2014), FETLL Figik, %]
TR i

A 9a: FIBNHH R 51 T KR Lk DL BA AR
15 BB R A HLE], 5 AT SR 2 5 U Al
Ko

HWR, AIETHME R 32 DB R £,
B A2 5% T 08 AT BA PN P JE 0 T35 2l B 5 i ) 2 B
SRR, 33X — 8800 1Y 7 AR IR T G R A 2 5
Wi o AR BT BTN AU T 5 BRI, iE
7 2 VAT BA R 5% R A S AT R B b i T ik, X
— i PR A AR A R AT . SRR S AL
(Perry-Smith & Mannucci, 2017; Wang et al., 2015),
WA D3 TR i 22 1) AT BAAE PN A B TR L 5 2
HEJ7 AR AR WG R — 7, BIR R TAEN
ZilYNG SRS R VAN =Y @A R ve - (X (Wl S S

FBABIRT ST

6 PATBABH AL B TNy G P AR S AL A <L) 615 Wi
T “PFRRIERER, “"FRMIARR, “N"FRF U RKR
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SRS ], AR S A A AL AR . 2 A
BA P 2 or W B B TR W s S — S, AT s
RIVRAEM S Wb 5 X ht, maAEFEREEE S
Ak (Groysberg et al., 2011; Swaab et al., 2014),
RXAFAFAR 2 A AL TC IR TE B R, M DA 58
i, F AR T S B AR S8 ) —Jr T, A
Dy B By R A AR R b A R, A
BA RGN, TER AN TR A0S 5 e SRR 35
KEFARH B R 2RI NI | a4 3%
B &L AW A (Kelman, 1958; Latané, 1981), A##
KHCWEL, T2 XA L M E
B RR ARV, W Q) B AR AR 45 B 7R AP B B
Toik ik — 20 & . )T R S5 it (Perry-Smith &
Mannucci, 2017), #E A F] T A BA B H7 SRk i) 5K
Wo T LA, SRR fr .

A8 9b: BN A 53 T B A b A A P9 3R
5 BB A HLE, 5 AR HT S 802 ke G

B, %F LA G308 AR fE, Al
M2 HRM 2R B2 5, BIRSE B Y 5 it
A LAAE B R 51 TN L BA AR B A R SRR R 3L
JO7, 55 A HONT P A A AR A B R AL B ST MR . A
HMERAR BRI AL A, B2 5 TR R (R
S S B 4 T B R B T I BA RIS AL Tk
JERORBE R o FRATTINh, A ZUZ 1 A 5 AT BA B
{37 5 # (cross-team job rotation)f By T 3L H X — H
Fro X—HIEE BT HRM AR5 0 g
Jith, EAA M TR TARE R, $TT0 TRY
BE, BAF T R T AR 24 M4 b (5%
AW, WTB B R E 2 ik S BEAR, Jfi
Ze 5o > 1 J7 AR5 O 45 R R S M R
(Campion et al., 1994; Parker et al., 2017), JLHX}
TR GO NER A He e i T B, 125 AT BA b i %
o T LK B — AT BA AR B A 1 B L B T A% RS )
SERE & HEH A B A0 P BAEE R o |, ARG T A
JIGEA IR 9%, ICREHRE B I 0L T SR A
WK, ATt 4 B8 22 8 15 6L, For AR [l i Jis 1A
BAJE, RE X ST (R B2 5 2 oA BA A 5 0 &%
WL E, 5 AT BA B 2 6 48 A Bl T 08 0 PAT A 22 ) F) 4
Boish, —EREE LS T B]A 51T NEOE It
P BA S/ A5 5L AR SR 300 B s Ik Yy o i — 25, 24
R 51 TR A B R 1 Z AR . S BT R fE B
W34 IR, RS B AT TR AT AT Bl g P A B

1, L5 LTI, FIARANR B A

AL 10a: 5 AT BN B 7 5840 85 T AT BRI &
RN a1zl S EPS R e 1P S
(1) 24 AT BRI AL B3 T N0t L AR i (453 2 2 i),
125 A A il o e 460 A OB v, AT BB B3 T N0
Fb 15 1T BA SIS 5 2 4R R ) 14 T AR OGO R R
(2) 24 AT BRI AL B3 T N0t L 55 i I (453 A ),
125 A A il o7 e 400 4 R v, AT BB 03 T N0
Lt 5 A AR A B AR I ] f) f A DG 6 2R S .

A 10b: B BA A e 4R T T I A A
BTN i A B B AN 8 20 IR il [T BA 2]
BB — AR (1) A & 5L T A
L AR IS (45 s 22 ), 325 AT B i S % 460 A3 0K 8 125,
IZAE ) H A RON B (2) 24 AT B TN
PO A e B (5 A ), 825 AT BN il A7 6 450 A3 0
AR 1] H A A8 R S

PG BRI LR, ikl T BA 214k
B GVERBE H L 743 2R R WL AU 2 A B R 01 T
Xof A A2 39 4ot 55 67 T 52 T 1) S BRE R R . FRATTIAH,
A BN B R B 3K 2 5 (participation in decision
making) A B T IIX — HAR . X —2 5 O TE
FA & 171 00 1 B 00 4 AR B 53 % A A ) s DA R
PRAT T5 G0 5 A5 G B R SR 5 A 1 A 1Y R TR AL (De
Dreu & West, 2001). X§ 7B & 51 T B lhim
HIAIBN, —FHH R R T2 RS0 T4 3 510
e 7 5 R R T R A T A, IRER AN R R
SRR T WL AL, o5 — 7 T W) AL O TR AR AE 2%
FEUTRAEW A 5T AN, A I
A5 W T 12 7 O B 1R SR AR 5 Bl T
B, FIIEET, R E GRS E T RUE S —
PR T LS4k B OB W, L 267 UL gk
TLLURMEEA, JCEERT LARRANI 2 B T2 [ H 4
IR IR AT HX 5 WA, 38 BUAE B A 58 43
MY RN . WAk, RAEWE R THEERNELS
Fu ELHA AR R, 0L A R S b R e AT BA e
%, (AR R R T AR 4 5 2 5 10 g 3k il
B A R, I BN 2 R i R B A B,
TREA I T 76 BT BA 9 #E 7 AH B4 S AR L R R
JEL ) R — B R R T T FR B UL, AT AR 2 A
BA P ER1R B TR AL . #E—20, PBIBANERE SR
HEFRABRAN B L, A TR, R4
A58 #1977 i BUIR 45 (van Knippenberg, 2017), 5
LRI, RIS AN WA
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G 11a: BB R PR S 515 T A &
TN LS A NS BN T2 M A E R
T BA AR DA B3R 5 5Kl R, o Z R A G
KRG,

@ 11b: AN K S 5 T H A
B OV T B L i A BA P35 800 T35 e 121 BA
BIHT GG — AR B BA K B ek 2 5K
A, A A RO R
33 MREH=: BAE 5 T AYIE i 5 A

THAESC T U] R B RN AR ST, B4
oS A PR E B, TR B TOAT RE AT v Ak &
SRR, HATE I S A A%
SHLE . ATRERY R SR SR R AT,
LA IR, AR SCER T — MR R RS HELR,
TS WA B T gl . BIBA LA
H NG TER M o

WETSCRTIR, WIE 5 T4t 2 B i ] gk —
B TR BN LU, B AR A A7 ol (B 32 it e Vi
BN ) o WTER G T R R R v 4 BE AR AR R = Ah
WBAVENLZ, AT 58 PRI L S R I SO
ISR AERM BT R AT o B, A SSUERF
YU T B R DR T e R RN B A AE,
FHRFR R IFA B, Flan, BER2EK B
FHHL, e T ok BB E R Az A 2

# 5 TR 30 77 (Hess & Rothaermel, 2011); B
S i P /A e s I il AN e ]
B, 238 BT 2N 7B 9 190k 8 F ¥ (Groysberg
& Lee, 2010), & JEF| A FEB L TR G T4
2H 250 P R IR RN, FRATT AR AR Sk A 5 T
— 2R B B T X RS — ATk B4 8 AN
LU N B SORE A ™ AR R R AT 225

EiHER A BIERTXTALARK. HH 5T
(B F BB RAT 7

TZHIF S A DR TG < AL 23 5 ) = AR 5 3 AR
TR, JFLL HRM 2B KB A 01 T A BRARRIE
R ARG A TAESR, BT E R TG
s e R ] 42 P 24 Bk 2R ) A OGBS, 48T L0 2 41
N INE NN i = SR eBvivt i s <AL i R NG s 71
BER . SRR AR, IiE—2L a8 BIBA
HIEIE S N AR R R D HELRES . TAETT N
KEER, #E—2F, G T T = HA% 2B R 5 5K
BIAHEH HRM SZERAIHH B D1 TN BRARAE X 328 it
VA SN T RE T R 22 AR IR, FE DL LA <] A
AT 328 S VR AN I BFRAESE (F 7).

a. LI IEAC I TE TR WA T
BB J5 HE L ] 2 P25 B

BATIA K, WA B T3 T e B BA LA Y ] &
FEA SRR EEN LRSS,

HRMSZ B

* B GRS B
o B2 HAM%IL '
— | < B3 HENRHIE —

FAE 53 T ABRHFAE
 BAR2FN3: RIS S5

HERIREM

D il ARRAERE §

FER, RERHRSOL | |

Frgkly. AR R AR

RREER . ARAFHRAE

EAANFEOERES | | EBSEES |
B SURAESIEE | L e
N
B2 VAL | D ARBAAER
wAE3: MR | | V| msmpk

7 B 5% T S 0 280 L P BT S A
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T RO R SE(RITE L ZUN AL ) A i 1) 5 7K
(M Bz, Jm Al R $) (Call et al,
2015). H1 T A 5% TAR 55 14T BA SR ) 5 Bp[R] T4,
FERE B )2 R s A B A HE
$ETH F B AE P DA A ) S ) i 75 B, i A ) 4
KRS FEA o T H 44 BE S Y B A S R A
2SR, RVAH U ZHOHE 20 B R 5 TR
BARR — Bk PP, X2 RO A T R
B R 28 PITE 28 0ok I 52 (R A JE m T i 22 Ak 1Y
WA BB I v, e R RS DL AL AR A7
(Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978),

28 B i P80 7 A 1 5 A T A A AR R
LA AL IR . SR A AR, ETRATA
AFFEEAE | AT R KK PR AR R (Call et all,
2015), AS[A] T8 44 BE X — Ja P T AE 2 4L FL A
X TR 7 — SRR, R SR R AR S Y
AR T IR M 7 A R S S 3 95 2830 LA A 22 S A5 W
o BN, ESUEL A T R A AR AR RE, A
fb N 2% 20 5 [ AL TH(Collins, 1996), 1T fig bk
BB X T, 51 Ml /X 5.0 B (Lam
etal., 2011); @mFtosBEA G T B BA AR 5 i+t
SRR KRR B HGR T 2 2 25 A8 K
R M) A 5 5 e X 2 22 ) 9 4 23 K &R (Grigoriou
& Rothaermel, 2014; Li et al., 2020),

[ A, AL O 1Y) = R A% O B P 2 TR A7 7R AR
HAMNE . MHEZWAOCHR . HEAMERBLTE 3
A7 51 TAE LA b 8 P B e — T T 3R A5 58 Hh st i
AT 2 DA < B R0 ZBARA (At ) 7 55 — T THT AN
JEZ Ak (Kehoe et al., 2018), =3 Z [0 AAH E. 521
PR BRAESE — 7 T 9 5 Hh AR B2l ok o5 Ah A &
B9A5fb (40 Campbell et al., 2017; Groysberg et al.,
2008; Oldroyd & Morris, 2012), FAT90 251 .
1o SR — FRLAE [] 5 T 144 B2 FIAL 2B A, R A
ZUHH AR ST BT IR G AL 2 BEA), Jf ik
TE R ENITREGEMM A ), B, w4
B S SR AR A —E E I m i, HE
o3 B R BT AT GRS r AR IRl 44 BT ALK, i
e T TAERI,

ST B R DY T2 g Y Y A8 1) 52 R X A A
W R EIEA 5 H e 3= i AT A SR =, DA
1] 322 ) 2% BB 2% (indirect network tie) A AH S B
BET —FhaT B Y AR RERILE o T4 ) 2K K AR AR Y 2
AN R 5 REEEE R N B ik, H ]38 ok

eIk A& O\ R IR A7 G ) B Bk &R NI 1R &L (Lin,
2002). fHETERE S M BA BRI S, A
TEARBUE B A — T 2 515 B IR R R
(Hirst et al., 2015), [Hth, [A]3£E RAEBIEEPITC
KB N Z BN A B R, T UL g
w, AT, WER TAge#ET [ S F MK
2RI F N5 A BAAM Y [) i N7 ) IR R, I
BRI R YR A B Ak S

b. ZCHi R Y15 Ff A2 R MISR : 5
B, HSFALR, T E

BT R T AAZO IR E, FRATHE SR
FEESTEAS A4 B =05 T3 0 4R R W) B T iy
WAL N 1% TR AR R AR . B —, ML
WA (DTESTROT I, PRI A % 3 AR
BONE S, WARBIHZUER M E B misR &
B3 TR 4%, I Be kB AR A 1% 36 ) 43 TR e, 7 22
W A2 O3 T 5 AT B A [ < 22 ) 330 6 Ml A 5 58 U A L
Z(Azoulay et al., 2010; Oettl, 2012), (2)TEFLSHE
AT, AW BIE I, Ab T Ao R 2%
I v B e R VA 9 R N 7 T I DR N A
A HC 2R, W] s A SEHEA R 55 (Burt,
1997; Xiao & Tsui, 2007), K, B & 51 TR 3EHE
I FH A 2 10 2% v g 10 50T P BA A1 ) i 6 44 5L 4
FEfE B AW . G)TERIA B 5T, WA B T RE
B P BA B ] 00 Ay 27 20 38007 ) A% A B4 2 B R Y
B (Downes et al., 2021; Prato & Ferraro, 2018),

B, WERACRIAESR : (DGR
kA, HER T B AR S R AR
A RE 2357 Wi 21 A BA A R] 19 27 > ShidiL, 98 i H
S AT R P A S S U AR, o A3 5 A R AT
AE I M 2R MO L 5 T, BRI A IR R
17} (Kehoe & Tzabbar, 2015), TijfE LS fE
F TG W AR RE, AT R K SR £
Jt(Azoulay et al., 2010; Oettl, 2012), (2)MFt2s%E
AR MR, WE BT AR B 5 20 il [
W i, A E [R) 3 00 B AT S SRR N BRAT N
(Grigoriou & Rothaermel, 2014), A5z, BHE & T
TR AR AT, U2 BELAS At ] < 4R L 22 A4k
FE, HEMIHIE SRR AT R, R SIRR
A PRI R (Xiao & Tsui, 2007). (3) 144 FEAH
KFUWAAA, 24 P BAAI 53K BT A B3 TR R B e
B, R AR AR, DT 7E A Hh Ry B A2
B THIAT R (Downes et al.,, 2021), M)z, Hhf]
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PR BT U, WT AR AE X A R T AR
TR BN VRN 28, DT 22 30 o 4 T A9 A BR 38 24T
A (Lam et al., 2011),

C. ZHFIE LI I SRS - HRM SEER B
L7 T NABRHFIE

552200 B B 5L T O i e U AR AR B, FRATT
F N HRM 52 A B & 53 TN BRAFIE B 00 A 45
o S i G A S P 3 RS S —, ML HRM 5
B A (D)X TEue oLH, LMEE B
A 25 28 HRM 52 BR (N A1 Gk HE2) A I T
1 3 S A AL DL (R AZ 46 W8 01 T Pk i
FERE); Q¥ TS AL FHLHI, b4
TE 2 9 2% KAl TE 2 R 2% R % o W] 51 T 5 P B4
[F) =5 19+t 2 28 B A3 %% 14 (Galunic et al., 2012),
IFil I B R T AR U B B TR B =,
WD AR B Q)X T4 B R ALE, A
AT 1 BE AR R b (an iE s AR IE A AT, & 5
il 5% HH 5 J 1)) #0175 5 i 2 21 2 61 % B 2
BT, #EmgmEL ABRTT R,

B, NHER TABRFHEF A : (HXTF
SURRAE AL, B A 5L T A9 N B 8 AU B B
M 2 WAL 51 TR SRR B R . )% T4t
CIREAFI N 2 B AL AL, IR A TR S5 A
R e 2 B R R TR i R AR
B, BERHEEEHIMA, B R AFET W
BERERITE, 30 2 P AR At A SRIBE IR, AT 51
NBATE, 3 A T 9 PR 2R (Li et al., 2015).,

4 IEPEY

HRYE L 25 i B S, A P 52 ) (strength) &b
TFHL 0 S B B AT LA 5 A BR B Bl % il A
R I SR il DRata o =11 1 I = NN ey S A LN
IG5, XA 0738 32 BN BRER R Y 5 4%
P (immediacy) P B 3¢ 82 B4 K (1) 40 & (number)
(5% (Latané, 1981). HIE 5y TAENALUH A
SR BRSSOk DB, FES T
TS L T80 R T, PR N B B Bt AR
h &g — RIS, (DN TR,
HH L 5L T B 30 () = 1 5 M A 6 S M s ey, D
30 o 5 0 TR AR 9 R X A A7 2R S, A N B
R3S AT S LUGE R RS, DA R AR B, R
WAL B AR R R B A A ), i
il N B W 5 R & DL (Deutsch & Gerard,

1955), Wi 5HE G TAEA 252 th 0y st R
HEAR, GEESWHER TFEEMNMLEEER Kt
SRAE R, QMEM I ERE, XA
{UFEAE F A RS AR 2 8] (BB 2L B T 55 [T BA
WAERE B T R R T 5B ASMNAI S 2[5 —
TERR), W AR EGREARZ R (B R AT
HErIEE) . G)Mm i A&k E, WER
TR 7 B RN BGR TABATT 5 i X G2 22 i) A
BRI 2 (1 BB (B &L 63 T X AL BA PN ] 5 19 5% i)
KT AT BA AN ] =5 04 52 ) L KU L O3 T 4 o
(P& U] B 52 T B, L RS2 g 25 1A
BLBRRUAFTEIL BN S ) . AF, HRM 2 A Ny
fig o 35 52 A ZU N N B B3l Y L B IR &R
(Boxall et al., 2007), B & 5t T AN BRFFIEAE A e
25 A BR HL B AT R 0 A4 22 B R K (Turner,
1991), —F AIVE A R A, AR
R TAL S WA HELR Z

2R EE, BB 5L T 3 0 4% g nl 58 i
A F WSS 3 G T IR ZE, Bk, &
FNh, B RE AR, HANTX I
U B A A R T A S LR Bh R Y, AR
RN FI AL 23 L SE Y A8 b 2R FE 31 (Berger &
Luckmann, 1966; Lauring et al., 2018), X 5743
A M) % G2 (%) R0 AR (T A o A Al B R B T )4
R G T At m i SRR A . BARTW R,
H AL AR IEA AL ARG B X E R T
S FUS AT FAL S, X S mafbAT]
O BAR S TAT N RN o[RBT, B B TAE ek
AR, WAE A AT R e R SO R
JE A ST, Ho At AR O3 8 A X RS 4 P A 5 38 R
A5 B AT AR, DI B AR SR AL ™ A il
HWR, SR JE SCIE AT A 2 5 0 B RRAE B2 T B 2 A
Iifi BeAt & SE (Heydebrand, 2001), A AHESEL
GRS H R R, T LA DG R S5 # 5l R
&5 TP BT 4 04 47 R B (Smith, 2020), DA E WA
EjAR SO B B O T AL s S B DG EM 3G
HARMS, AR Tk & Mg g E R
S SR, TR 3] A A S (& 5 5 BAREGT AR,
X A A B % 4 A A T o 5 L A i AR
R Ak, AR Sk R AT A B A FE 45 Sl i B
A, A X — HRM SCEGHEME G in B 2 I T 7%
HAFE LWL PR, I B LRI 25
F) 5 B M TR o
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25 FRTER, AR SCLRLph o 5 mm B N O AE
e, T R BT SN AN [ 5 e X4 Gl
vig: PAIBAPIAERA R ST PHBAREIA, st HTBA
AR ) B VR A R AR TR, 24 R R 5 IS VA S
<RI SV AL, I BN HRM 52 B A 2
O3 T NBRRFAE 0 AL A B0 AR DG R R T . XA
Bl T2 RS B B A O — 2D WA 1 SR ] B T
ARSI 8 figk FCIH A Il 10 10 B A5, AT
1S B A AT A T R R L TR, IF R AR
FEU] B DL TAE R R A A AWM E . BRI =,
AN E L FBA LT =48

e, A SO NBRFRAE 4 £ BE 43 A T WAL
TN BRAFE XS AT BN B A 51T AT BA AR ] <
T RO ) FARAE . IXEE TR A W] R B TE
W RO R FEAL S W B B 0y . B . R
S5 AR A R BRI, OCUE B PR IE X — 3%
W N PR E SRR . WE RO, X
— 7R TEURAE FRATTHE W 5 W VR 2800 A AN 7 2 A
LM X G AN iR . X B R G TG i AL AR
IR, R REFERFm ER— R T, M
H 5 ABRFFE TS A B ST i
M) 28] B VR A5 1 45 2R o

HR, A SC“HRM S2E 1 1 B2 58 1 B AL
AR I 3 3 Y OA R R Sy L S < RV g QT S
BRI N PR B Sl FE b i At 252, B AU
BN EH RO RAE 54T B, b SR 52 3 B ik
s, s AHS b5 AR 3
AH Y P BE——HRM L ——1E N B R &
(Boxall et al., 2007), —J5 [ A A TR FHANTHT
TEME T HRM S AR E S i B AL 5% T 00 %
PR — RN, O3 — A S L H
FRALELFPHUEE FE (evidence-based management)
A, 8 AT RIRACE ) HRM i B2 54,
PLFE 3 ¢ 45 WY O3 T ARUR 1) B V0 807, IR o G
e

S, ASSCHR T WAL B3 T3 U 0N 4 B el
XF4e, AALERGT T W B 5 X i P A A 1 52
e, 3 < R 3T R e b DGV BT R 5% 0k T T AT BA LA
MRS . LA FIRER — R T A
G WE U RO A 9T R AR T« ZOn K &7 W R R,
A BT 2R AT B A B A )R R X R A
At S B R AILE, Sy — 5T, I B R 5
T2 S i A 8O O TE R L A AL L R K

RUL D FZRAFRIBETE, A BT 2 T8 4 1
PRI B TR REAE T BEIRIE S | A BRI
YL B BN R
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Exploring the proximal and distal ripple effects of star employeesin the
organizational context: Thetheoretical framework of social influence
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Abstract: As a kind of important strategic talent capital, star employees only occupy a small proportion of
the organizational staff, but make an extremely high contribution to the organization. Star employees can
contribute to the organizational value creation activities not only through their direct disproportionately high
and prolonged performance, social capital, and visibility, but also via exerting extensive and profound
influences on their colleagues, that is, star employees’ ripple effects. Based on a systematic literature review,
this study draws upon the theoretical framework of social influence to specifically elaborate how star
employees generate proximal ripple effects on their nonstar team members and the whole team, and then
how to generate distal ripple effects on external-team colleagues in the organizational context. Further, this
study also explores the boundary conditions of these ripple effects from the perspectives of human resource
management practice and star employees’ interpersonal characteristic. Specifically, we proposed three
research modules, including four theoretical models. Our theoretical framework will not only be helpful for
scholars to gain a more comprehensive and deep understanding about how star employees exert positive or
negative social influences on organizational value creation, but also provide valuable suggestions on the star
employee management practices for Chinese organizations.

Keywords: star employee, ripple effect, social influence, interpersonal characteristic, human resource management
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