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1 @R [ Dy 3 B R I BURTE 2R b CARIE 5 Th oA 2
37 (Purvanova & Bono, 2009). #4505 71 A
BN Al GE VR 1Y G4 4 Bl ) 1 (Badura et al., 2021),
B, &7 G TR 405 7 IR B —— 5% 3R AL

AR, DU TR RO BT
AT (.0 15 B R AR R 5 — 4 B0
BV A GRR 5, 2000) Bt
FEORCAEADEA TRAVLBERMS Ty s o TR0 95 Bt v
. RIS, (R P ERORNL g g, 2 TR A O B L

%H‘JI{’H‘ﬁiﬁ J %%Hﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘% 52 H@EﬁEﬁTﬁ M 22 1y 4 A T T
a3 (Chamakiotis et al., 2021), Z& FINAFTHE T A1 S 7 376 BB I 75 T BN P 1 B S B A

(e TARBCATERT WA ] LI, SUTAIBL gy . 2017), i TR A4
VRIS DA AR T AP 6 Signorello etal,, g gmoggn ol iy i ek O £ TSR, B LT
2020; Trichas & Schyns, 2012), 15 5 T76 T fF {1 140 A 37 B I Bk (Buzaglo & Wheelan,
THEKRATHE, BT EZRFN RTLT  1999) 455 473 8L o IE 2040 S0 Kb 7052 51 Bk
o1 BRI 2 AT S5 U R O 5, IR HLB T vz BB U0, Wellman et al., 2019; Zhang,
[ LA P72 R 2 ) SC s . 18 Waldman & Wang, 2012), BA SCHkH T4 5
RO, SR EEEAEE R, RS BN BT I8 Kk 20 A O AR AT 4T
3 A0 AU 0 T B T T ¢ R ) B s T TSP LE 5 4% p S5 A7 BY T 9 BLHL 4T 77 (Badura
et al., 2021). fRGE TARNEEE H 3L [l Ay S e A
F B IR T AT B T AR S AR, AR A
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V— MG S DL ANTET R DY) JE XU X 45T g T B A5 e 887

FAELE I TAEE S 40 S 7 38 B 4% 0 Rk
(Walther, 2011), £k L TA/EREEEH, S WM
$5 2205 AE R A 2 BIAR PR, AN TR B G
B CF M AL R A AR A B I R A
(Trichas et al., 2016), 7418 XUk S5z WA~ AR 0 4 1) 1
B CF AT AR IA O, 7R AR AE B
X I3 2 14 kg 48070 18 BRI rp 45 O B # (Charlier
ctal., 2016), [AIH}, VAEAEL [ TARG S P
FHAAEE, BB ERAG ME 5 EwEm
ife, thn . EERUE S, Bar A R e TE
WIFAT R RS, KRG RIG T
R 47 B 45 45 (Brucks & Levav, 2022), & 10074 4F
TER N G5z H 20, (45 7438 XS A 4k
b T8 T ) RS (Loyless, 2023), 2% L
FRa, A SCIAh HE LA 3 KA & 2 b T AR TS 4%
g A RRIE, 76 45T 7 0 B R o O
HIAE

G151 Z A AE S NAEIE R (De Vries
ctal., 2010), VF 24T TAEER SR8, HEH
2R AR AT ) A BUBAE T 14 3 (Fairhurst, 2008;
Pondy, 1989), Hitt, A5 IA R 52 H0L 74 38 XUk fig
B IEE L TR IR, YA XA RS 4k T
YRR 53 T H 3 {5 B 2B . %38 Al s s i E
FEITE, I LTS RECRT B IR “EAR
%274, BRI AY M & (Ziano & Wang, 2021)%45
FrTIE 2R, WiERIEE S 25 N A
FRFAE, LD R A A Bk A | B MBI S .
235 135 W ERR P (Choudhury et al., 2019)554%
B A 0 )z A R LR Y3 XU I 2 R AR 8 T
WREIFRE, 724 TUFEH L BN, 2558
B SCFRIBADRRRRRKRITE T~ WA
CAn“RE B S ~F-) . il I SCF b B iR E R E R
WCE A5 B R 0] B3 2 O AN ] 4 55, 58 3K
PR AEAWFT & B T RE, Han 48 s i i i
DA, REQU K MREHEE ., AT RGeS
it P Re ) XU 7 AR 2L 40 A Y R e
(Iyengar et al., 2011), - H, £ I B IhFAI SR
A IO SE, TR A B, (A5 A0 ) 3 R
MEERTTRER ZEE2NE . 5600, AR
HT L LTRSS, B0 0 38 KA X 405
JTIR IR R OLE, Al A RS & E i
WARALIE S, IR TS IR LA
HYE%,

2 MREGZik

21 FeAHEM

R AN [ GRS R S A9 B8 R X 4 7 T I
HES N BRAFTE 22 S GROBT T 45, 2014), {HHILE
ZALTE T AR B K B A 1 AR B A AR B
i A R BT 254005 A 52 W 1 (Judge et al.,
2002; Lanaj & Hollenbeck, 2015), 45 J1 il ¥l 5 iE
KA FHAEP T HHARZ S, H—, EXW|
TR TR R L 7 A B [R] B B AR A X
g, ST HBNAAR T AN EE, 72
155 5% PR R 235 W UE L B A 22 s ) 9 e 4 Dy 40
H, RIEM AR T, E ST
BA P9 BB Z2 4 1 R € B 0, R R XA 5 9 4 LA
KA LT BRIV (BT S, 2021); 41
SR B W PR3 SRS N e o o DN 5| B
o, AT EAORMART Y. HTAS S
TS IR S K ZAE IR . B R K
TSR ESE PR, AN SE T
LGS H F %A BT 5 58 (Acton et al.,
2019), FRTM, 45 PEST R AY RS 00 I B E A
SEAERKLR, EETREERSS E T
Az, b, I AT AR T 2 DL B
218N A S T B AT REE

U TR BESE B R R E R
ATRETA B U T, W E WA 40 HoAa TRy
A5, ATRAAY R 4 25 NS efds i . s . fig
TV KA. NG 2R 0E Jr L, MR, ARl
AT % 5 805 IR B A DA G, A 9T & I £ kA
W R B T4 S B RS, (B2, TS
Yo 4505 R B A — S B R R, SRR ] BE
T 3438 B P B A 20 50 R IR R (Lisak &
Erez, 2015), PEA& A, W58 2 BAM MM TH4
FEME AR R O 23 % 4505 7 T8 B AR R )
(Colbert et al., 2012; Ogunfowora & Bourdage,
2014), UK @3RS, W0 @ IRIEAE . AR
REREFN B 2%, &5 8% )1 i B (Paunova,
2017), feSir i, B J1—H ek 5 8T SR
KB R R AR M, TR LT
ST 40 BB 4% 1) G 5 B % (Fiedler, 1995,
Lord et al., 1986). F& TINFIBE )12 ob, #13CHE
M ZHE KW RE TN 40 S S B, A 5 5m1
JERE 1 RN Z2 R B BB 4 51 T 5 25 5 Bl o 4



888 O B R 2 ot B

532 4

H (Weinberg et al., 2019), ZhHLm 7T, BATFI
ERFRIIEML. BUEIHLLL K Chan Fl Drasgow
(2001) 4 th A9 850 T B ML o i 55 3R BH SRR AL T 19 )
ML 2 2 5 M AR 19 45 %2 )1 T B (Wellman et al.,
2019) 1AL R ) R4S R R B IS R 1E 4
S# B0l e (Schuh et al., 2014), HXF405: 777
B 52 e E1 AN f2 35 (Sorrentino & Field, 1986),

22 ERITEHNHRHASHER

FRBERANERIEL, (Fmf s TAE
AT BRI R AT 6 o A oMl 21 2P0 o B Bk X S S i85 e 3
B P BAALE B R 7E i 8L B 3 5% P U (Maznevski
& Chudoba, 2000), BUAT 5 T HE AU TAF AT A Hh 455
T390 BRI AT 35 MRR AL £ RS AR AT 4
S ARCEE ORI I B = i R N
PR 3 R T, 2 38 A T A % )RR ) 9
JEHLH S S B (Lord, 1985). JURERL A 3 384
BT A W0 A G R A M sTEk, 15 B
T BA S5 BAT: 55/ 96 3 5 1] 9 B A 1 7 Az 4505 ) 9
B (Lee & Farh, 2019) 7E4& 5 AIBA A, 1T X 18T (1474
BABIE AR TR R R HEEEER. fln,
Sh ) BIAS R 15 R ER A i 1, DA R B R R
EEFIT R, SN BEEE I B, b iy
W] fig 23 16 B BA B 5% 3R 45 % 3 RN 45 1F (Gardner
& Avolio, 1998). B> 2 345 N B4 i BE 4
VeSSl R (LT ST NI 5 (1 WS B
DR, I E AR S (R EEHIT AR
i % (Judge & Bono, 2000), & #Fa i HAMARAT
RES R AF WIS MEAEE ST R, #
M A, T JA ok, 7% %) 4 I SRR, O R BLAL 4B )
JA L (Judge & Piccolo, 2004),

AU T AE ] A ELAG B 28 43 HCPE . BOARAR A PE
N 5145 #) 3l 25 1 B9 4% 1F (Purvanova & Bono,
2009), B Zs 43 HCPE AN 52 2540 sh 2 PR T HBA
R T X6 T VA 8 A0 2% AN e A, TN T V) 38 A
FFE S S M W RRTE T, DA P B K
A T] e 25T B 22 Uk S TR 0 TR 26 R R )
Ay B B AE i (Neubert & Taggar, 2004), [7] i} %5
A 158 B R N, F i E R Rk
FIREN # B Sk PRI X (Walther, 2011), Balthazard 4
(2009) B 5t F2 W1, 75 T8 % 187 P BA oy, AN A 4 A1 g
4 VI 25 A M BB LK 1R 52 ARG R DT B, R
HEUTAERBNS, FRERMA D E, Serban
FQ015)WFoT KB, FH BN HULPE B R, AN PR Sk )

PN AT T B S o L TAE P A A
KM, B 23 40 S 20 BA B9 AT 55 1 7 PR
ME, Ik BA K B3 B = 58 AT 55 T T I A5 A B
(Bell & Kozlowski, 2002). $ A i 14 5 25 A A H
Bl AR b AR A R B s, P A R s i
AT EARFR B W a2 15 R H 2, DT 3 008 1 22 1)
HMELL & JE A A5G 22 (Oh et al., 2006) . 7545 5 X 2 Ak
IR BEDLT, B 5 an SR R g 15 By 141
AT I AT 55 T A4 2 AT ARG 5% [0 114 5 2R % Je
FAIERRE ), SRR LRl A A
ST, SR R B 4R 19 B . Purvanova &
(2020) B 5X & BH, 7 & i 001 1 B BA o, st P
LR 5T PR 3R A T A4 108 45 S 7 3 B T R R
HRAE .

AT FNAT R0 10 308 2 K 400 T AR [ BA A S5
B SERE, T VA AL 38 (4 A 56 A5 2 AT LAFE [ BAR 5L
AN R F 7 T Kk 4% H AR (Yoo & Alavi, 2004),
R T8 T X 45T ) 1 & J & G HE 2L, Misiolek
F1 Heckman (2005058 &, 7E45F & A A1 2LH
KA X A8 e 14 DL AR AT BA v, 4505 R
Z 51 B 2 TR # | IR FE, Wickham
Walther (2007)#fF5% & B, 7EHEHL TAEA A, 5
WA R G E N Z A B R S,
FAOCAIF 58 22 B, 160 38 I 2% 52 R 400 1A ] o
Balthazard 55(2009)iF 52 & B, 7640 #3355
H, REAE LAV EVBR L Y IR 5N SCA Oy
FEIRRE A VR S5 L1 A BA B B3 I8 0 30 73 5 11 9 3
J ek, 3 TR M A A B X L 8 S i I, AT
SR B S AR S 1M M, Charlier 5£(2016)
WFoE 2, 78RR T AR BA v, 75 20 P o
B e 1) PR S A BEAT SCAS T 388 B A B 5 1Y
{5 B FE MR R ik, RERS T NG A5 52 iR 7 2
SR UM A TARAT 55, X A Ak 5K A9 5Tk O
S A JA G 7% e L 45T 3 3 B A R A
23 BEBEREEEMNTERANFASHFERT

RHRMER

AT s e r o N N e s S U R T | B | 70
15 B 757 R (Gudykunst et al., 1996), 7418 Xk
ARKAR B BT 20 SO T 37t DA A PR ARRAE
(Sanchez-Burks et al., 2003), 7538 X% 5 1518 N 2
THE—E, WA S NZE, WA m X
K o V638 AR FE H R 5 AT 5 I A DG RRE,
Fotn £ — MR 2R | REERE A R I DL 2
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W ERBHRFE S (G EHEOR K R4
IR 5 R T A2 o BB A 7 5l £ 50 R 10 55
VAR R WA 3650 77 AR B — 2D e . A
TR 5975 18 2 4 O T 18 TR H A 8 4K
PESE R EYIEE, e, W lsE T AR
(Hoffman et al., 1996), &3z H T 35715 B (Jones
& Rafaeli, 2000)% . HF7E 2 HI58 B A 5 E ik
R 3E TR, e R0 | % (Wellman & Gulia,
1999) . Sz} Bl K 45 {4 (Green et al., 2010)%: , ik
AE RIS ORI T A T 138 XU F) 520
i, FEATSIRIES AT FE SE T B (11
4, Twitter. Facebook %5)LAIA R H:y43E B o (Hn,
crisis management, political communication §),

T 3 ZR A AT AT I 4 3R 9 e KUR f R
de Vries %5 A (2016)F2 H: 7438 K% B = R G &
TXAN Y A HE SRR 7 38 XURS 1 O 1 B Bl v AR b AR
SRR E T 3, B A L ORI 19 = 7 T RFAE
Ho—, WilE WS04, H, WiEE R L
R, H=, Wil SN, fiT de
Vries 45(2016) ) BEISHE JLAH X Lb 3¢ 42 11 I HL AR %

FEAR AR BE b S Wi T 05 WA Y 1 1) 2 B4 A,

AHIFGE L T2MESE 53 By i 40078 3 b i) By R 46
BBRGUKEHRGEANE 1 iR S R =
FRAE W P AL A R T AMARRHE . S B h LR
ENGRIHRFAE o M2 40035 38 RS 763X A~ R 5L Hh BT 3R
PRI I B AR P 4 RS
G E R LGB R 55, BRER
BE SR AR AL AT A HL Bl T v 9 3 U T Y AR AE
RE AR P T R B R B SN 2R, AR E
R IR E R AR, T ook
1438 (text-based communication) , 3T if# (audio-base)
TP (video-based) 1 75 3 45 o K $UL 74 18 XUA%
HEXNRET RSB EREREFERE, s
KA AR, ORGSR EEE T
FI AR 6 T H. Bl S WAL YRR o FE 0074 38 UG
TE B3 2 G0 v B REAE A 45 V38 5L 1|1 iy 9 5 =,
Lo ane®b ek AR [\ 47 45 G BRIL =2 A0, N A g
SR AR R E T EE M EIE S
V53 AR 55 80T ) 2Z ()16 3 AR 0 ARk
R, A¥EEZRETF AT LR EIEARCH
5 U#XK”; language game; Fairhurst, 2008), 54374
WA REAURAZ 3 E B, TERRRE L
Ml 5 VA 2 5 2 (46 A O )% 352 i SRR AIA

VoW A LA . AU ARG S T LA 889
SR R
FFi % - | xAwE
SR EE R
S | et
HEEE A
wrE BHE 8
m%j;7/ -
EHERS |///
I AR

EEEAE
SRR
R isdl]

BT HE AR T AU B = AR G R AE A

FLAG 4005 PN ) 78 3 XU 32 B T A R T
7R, WFIT & BLIE AR T AT LLGE A 1 5 AU
X 3 TP A AU T R . Mayfield 45 (2015)BF5E &
B, IE A5 T8 5 9 78 XA BE IS AT A AL
8 58 A H AR T B0, T BR T JE B s v,
IF 45 T )& 2T S SR B . Choudhury 55
(2019)WF5T & B, 4 1F 240 = 35 78 gk rh Rg % A=
NI G Al iR 4] SURR R, AT RESE X T g ek
W AR, 2T TR M E SR 4 200 TR .
Mayfield % (2021)HF5¢ &8, ERMFH AR
FLC (4 V838 AUS BEIE 25 T 51 T T AR R 408, k5t
T4 2 18] & S e S R R RO R
AR, M SR B ST AE SR AT O v B B A
JEo tbin, 45 B AE R AR 4 AT v (Linguistic
Inquiry and Word Count)#f i+ & % AT H
(CEO) 5 45 j&. Wi (CFO)AY I & AR I, IR AR
Pl AL AE CFO X CEO (3% 4-(Shi et al., 2019);
WF 9% ff A = B 4% A (LDA; Latent Dirichlet
Allocation) T 437 & i BT B 2 TR G 1941t
PR3 H 78 38 X% (Choudhury et al., 2019),

TR0 AU S e T B3 T LA BRI 17 4% Pkt 58
15 45 1) J5 FCaE AT 1838 9 §E 71 (Trenholm & Jensen,
1988), 4 51 T-REML % BT B Hh 335 A B AR
A (08T IR i, HL At P BA B 5% 7T R 2 U M
FEIXAIAT Ry, JEIA X FRAT 455 H 70 450 5 5 11
134 & i (Zaccaro & Bader, 2003), 51 T/ 34 1 X
K Xt 4505 7118 BRI 52 W T B A7 B 2E I OG HE,
Balthazard 55(2009)8F58 & ¥, >4 5t L REAE I M .
WA bRk A B AR, R ORI T A VR A
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P BB 5 23 % H = A B il . RS A, T IE
[ WU 53 T 07 I3, Charlier 5£(2016)WF 5%
RILBEUSTE I . PR AL AT 55 (5 B, KB
ISR Z= A8k i 5L T2k A A B 3 R e 1) H 5 o
FEEJ7, 42T 01 T A8 A BA b %) B B R i g,
NIRRT ARE
24 FRRIRWE

BRI O C SRR KRR B Bk T X T
A IR G KA () B, (H YT ERE S A
LSRR TR Z M fE R EA/NR 228, B 6, H
HI4R- AT R R MAARKEE 20T
gL TEERSERTAEERENES . E5TAE
5 B ST T TR BAIL AR (8 SR A ) T 43 BT R
&R0 B MERRIE (BB RE T PR SR R 2 o 26 [T
YER BAH 40 IR AT R BN 2, (HEZANHY
FHX—#fadan, R3¢, Purvanova et al., 2020;
AR, Wilson et al., 2021), #ATH, £k b T /RS
S5 TAR G BAAER KRR . BRI E A
NRFAEXE LURE M R, 2 AT R AL 5 55 50 5
AR B B ARRAE A T o BT A SR X O S R
TECHEanPER), & E TAER S i T8 EWAY
G378, X FPIATNASEE 5y 4 fih e (Bl 20 B AR 2 X
Ji7E H © E AT; Kiesler et al., 1984), M T/ 1E X kR
B2 5, A NRRAEE A 8 10030 58 rh AR 30 1 ok
N7 V4 38 KU 7E 2 1 AR 5 o5y 8 WA Ay 58
o BRI, e B TAERIBA T, 40l 4 38 XU 1T BE
Yo G5 I 1R B A TR R B S

HR, 2 F TAER BN AU e
HEipBREh s L TERRNAERKAN, &L
A B BRI 5T 32 B A 38 2 B35 ) A 57 A R
AR B v 8 B 20l A v R AT IR A
PR T R 0 T 4% %5 (1) (Cyberspace) i B A2,
A A R 285 S X i 57 F B SE 1 B i s dl s |l . [
I, BB BRI L L TR IR 5155 TR
7558 Z I AH X ST o SR, Al A Stk rh, el
WECAMAR TAEESE S, EEEEM 5L
TAEH SNIE 5% B A R AR T i AR A B . than, I
3 E I I Y 53 TV R o LR ) Rk AR B AT RS
WIF GRS R TUT 55, BT 5% 7 Wle, %
FEORME B, T REE S U K Y 5 2k R =S
LA R IF BB 4Rt . 48 T MR st ik, R

AR PR HE AU T8 e 5 0 ol 2 2V RS

It HIEREA BE S 4 A 4 B T

)5, G075 R Z 56 R ST S IR
TP 53 T ) 38 XU 20 o] 52 1) 4515 T B AL -
H A5 32 B 0G4 3 0 ] 5 et V) 38 XUAS ke #
SEIIRE . Hean, BRSY AT H P IE S
Az Bl b A A Al B A (B UL RE A8 80k A T Y 2H 41
7K (Ma et al., 2018); 4iFE M FHEHE — AR
MR RS T] 5 T 8 £ 3 5 (Weiss et al.,
2018)0 R, A2 G B FE K B SE 147 38 X
& B 7 B DR RS ) AV R (AN, <RI
40i#’; opinion leadership; Iyengar et al., 2011), “LL
T ILAT A, RS A B DL AT LA B . BH A
) 76 38 AR 1% 36 & )l TR g R B 5 | SR
51 & B B I HIEEIS (Koh et al., 2007); 2 U4
MDA ELIE . A2 B I KA Bt X R S 5
AR RGBS  RAE R, 51 &8 bl A et
% (Liu, Fraustino et al., 2016); & UWL4THN 45 E Y76
T8 RS BE LI B A DA TRLER, 5 A B X
(1945 5 J1 J& I (Mehra et al., 2006). X1l K Z50E
DLATTATARAS 2 TE U4 T (L, Wik N5k
BB T 5%, Casalé et al., 2021), 3X 1 1 15 38 XU
B S T RS2 MR 40T TR, VA XA T T 2
Y48 S 7 N IR (A R ASZ AR

3 WR{E

AU EEF NS FHEIS WA, REET
A 401 780 30 JRUARS G0 fnf 52 0 45T S R . LIS R
T PR R 225 i A\ 4505 B A 40 S )
TP AR HL 1) B ZEHESE (Lord et al., 1984),
IZ IR PE A S Rt S i R A, AT T
T EAS b ABAT], B RREMAE LS
b O HR R 451 5 D TR —— S SR 451 S N 3% L A
B 4R IO R 68 7 19 41l 52 AE & AH B UG BE (Epitropaki &
Martin, 2004), W55 4 | B BTN RSITHIS
B A ST J7 R 0 L R, TS
T 1 400 9 30 PR 52 T 405 1 VG PR A B A . YA KL
KA S 7E B vh % A B 0 R X RE A J e B
£y B AN oh )y 28 = B4 (De Vries et al.,
2016), I, ARAFFETE A N RO FEIS Y
8 AR Y = 2R Ge A AR 00 8 XS 23 7 B 1y
R, BRERZMNE S REZI WL RRAE, T
X EERHAE 2 Al i — 52 63 T4 il . %
& 3 R ADLTA) 38 PP B B R D T T R B X A
G275 U HEAT B AR B R B 40 BT, AS IS AR AT
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V— MG S DL ANTET R DY) JE XU X 45T g T B A5 e 891

FENZ 1 HFERIER L B RS, BE RS
HBI RGN AR 3 A5, BRI NEA 2
SR FH S0 vA 25 4 AR 0] 5 IR /R 46 1 TAR
VAT IBA rf R 400 30 388 199 B 403 28 6 R i o 380 K . 2 30
5 V10 S 3 5 R S T 00 40 T TR B . P PR A
ISR AL S B IR, 2N RSTUTE
B 2H A 43 b B 6 A B BT Ay 4 T A 4 T 42
(Trichas et al., 2016). BFF 4 3 B A B 00438
RGP A E T LAE R &, R RIS
g5 1) B BIFFE )7k (Foti & Hauenstein, 2007)iH 31
01948 380 U 3 A 2 43 BT 2 e A X o
FEMA I G I R . N RS e i — 2
R, T EALE e AR R, RATAMY
SN FI 4005 3 IR AN B A HI B S, R
2 B T 40 A 1 AR T 2 B0 L Bl AR Y
B (Foti et al., 2008), HFFENA 4 R4
BN A ARG G AT T T AR R 481
T ) 285 14 25 4 R SR A A ] 2 1 400 5 7 JER AT
ARG EISHEZL R 2 7R o
31 MRAE L REELIGEREHASHHNE
H AT b TAF B A R 4003 3 K 2 T LA Bl
AR HEAT, HLANGE . ETET % R R
WEAUGACE-NHP 4. AEIF LR

B R 5T LR N #(an:
WG A% o e 3083 3R 5 (0 A O =X 5 T %
TET 740 386 A JIF S [] (Werry, 1996), B 4 ki 401 94 3 5
] T AE S S R, REE ML G Y
Pz, #riMgIES M EE . BT
R LR T, GRS T K,
& FIE T T ERR S AR T R IE S T, WK
PR T RMER . RHEA. ShWERTE . HIEEE
B R 4EThe, o, BF i masss . KER
FKIHE LS, XEEE S (paralanguage; Luangrath
et al., 2017)t 7] BEFR I A0 AT 19 B HEAE . B4
B REE £, WA RE R W R E,
AUV EREA NEZ B2, MAET AR
W38 . B3 A RE sl S AN BRRRIE,
wm, HL NSRSk, HRDWEE, A
EOUCHE T BT 16 A A, X R AR K AR
ST ADLIA 38 RS AR AE . R A A R
R UL V) 88 XU i 6% L 5 oA i T 00 R P v )
(Ivanov & Werner, 2010), 4% (Rao et al., 2010).,
Bk (Preotiuc-Pietro et al., 2015), H FEBIA F ik
(Jagers & Walgrave, 2007)% H 15 B o ARAF5
TA i 400V 8 JXUA% Tt AT R 25 7 A 4R 0 THI Y
fFR.

MBIV FERIL .
S

BHR% S TN P
i A SR
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311 EBEGS N WNIERENEERNE

R T RER BTGV T 8 TR 1 R I 38 AU
AT 5% 2238 A JF B (prototypes) B4 £ HEAT 43T o
ZAFIN N B T A H Y Hp g 400538 1% HL A5 TR
SRR AIE 114 5L TR 3 45 30 B OIS S 445 5 33X 4 Ji 8 1y
(Correll & Ridgeway, 2003), AR5 T XM
2 1 ELA A0 7 P TR 17 R L7 3 JRURS AR R 4 2R
b H B A AT DR B RRAE R R R AR
ok H WA 7T - He— A B A B3 1% A BAGE
FILFEE . B B0 . SRR AR A XA
L, D 5L AT T RE A S BAT S
(Hogg, 2001) H = Rl Y Ay 56 40 3 B 1%
AT B AT Ry A 28 B FEAR AL (B A, Lord &
Maher, 1993). 434 B 53 RIS A R (947 y sl it
B AR R R AR, 9% R SR B A AT BE B DA R R 40
5o XA T 43 B 1 RO [R) A Ok U
7R PR AR AE A0S B R AR AE . AR 9T % Lok
il B ARAE R BT HEA T 4007, 223K 2 AR B 2 I . 1
AR B b B 4005 T PR 1 R AU T8 8 KU L T
H, 5% 22080 % FH 1 38 R4 A R 2k Xof 1 01
038 XA AT 20 0 o AR 5 5 SC R R 20 T 74 38
RAE IS A S 5 F M A S N
JEE 78 30 A B AR AE o ER AN, AREIR ST IA R A NS
Fa iy I 2 AR T RE B o TR R M, TG 2
Fe e PRI Ay 240 2 1 LR AR T (Badura et al.,
2021). [AIBS, B 5% 7 V838 2k AR rp s R — T
AT A L1 At B B3 IR0 B 22 6 Ak 1 A B0 R 5%
VA K TS VA B AR D, 15 A 5 X% 5 Y
B¢ J7 81 (West & Dellana, 2009), 55— 75 i 23141
A B3 R Ay R AL P o A A o R g B )
TR R, AL 0 TR R R, 4 g A R BN i
T4 35 H B (Zhou et al., 2022), B2 B A B
25 R0y B4 B B AT A 40 5 SRR, 2 5 B R
43 (Hu et al., 2019), BVRTF, AR5 RIFF
AT HFEAN BB STER D RE . R
RGN E 8 R 50 T R CHERRAE

AR la: FEA VS DRI R HLA 38 XU T
REXE B R 40 . SR8 RS0 H 3h R 40 5 9 G
FEAIE

AW R B — 2 B TSGR BT, ZRA A PT
HE 0095 38 XA 119 B LA A, R LA SR 1 Y TR Y
30 R HEAT 2 m, H W & (BN, A K
B &1 A4 %; Haimson & Hoffmann, 2016), sk

B (ltn, B, KA SR ARRIESS; Liu,
Chu et al., 2016). ifi & FFAECHIAN, R Hrik,
e LIWC)%5 20 ] KR AN SCA ) 2 R AE o ASBF
FEIN R TG T I AL Y 00 38 XA 2 1 FH P 44
AR R 48 b5 b BRI AE o TP 24 I 4°F
KB 2 A 25 H A 53 i BN, 3
KA P Aam N —Fd TR R NS,
AT RER A R AN B8 T3 0 BB, AT 52 00 12 1 7 17
SR G R 0 g (Shafie et al., 2012), 3% 1 H
JU A AT REAR 1 — R R AL B = TR RO EN G, M
DR 32 B 5% 1Y) & ol M B B (Suryandari &
Lutviana, 2020), #8555 A2 AE K FH P 2 14 0 5
23 M M2 A0L B 0y 1) LSRN 2R IR, 11 i 5 BETE
&b TARR R b S RS fE e 4,
25 ik A R 5% X2 OE BRR AR B By AR
(Schwarz & Williams, 2020). 13k 5 K F 1 564, |
Pl e 28 2 2 B 335 ol A ) R A0 B, 2 49 v 1o B B
G E A B TRV E TR FIAUR, 77
A P BA S 53 0 15 2 TR G . TR ANl
FIERR AR, W & B R R 2 A
5. REMIEE, EIZ AL S0 &
(Bacev-Giles & Haji, 2017), Tiik#% sk ok &/
KABAT BE BN AU E X FNTORL, X LA SRAS H
ftb 12 53 19 DA BT R 86t (Pescott, 2020), Bk =Z 4h,
ARG N E BB @ )8 A HE B 5 (Liu, Chu et al.,
2016), fifi FH 7] (syntactic feature; 414K % [A])
FiE URFAE (semantic feature; 155 — AFRE $18
FRBBAT™), LA s BT 10 fef P 55 55 8 T B S
M AR 40 D AR ) R AL 9 30 XA

AL 1b: AFE T A Y R D7) 38 XURS 2%
TEZ WA bR A BT e,
312 REHBEMMMARAYE

TR LA b, ARFFER AR B T AR A
G5 F) AP 70 38 JXUA Q] 5 Wi G 05 9 B ) 2ot
o A SRR A B A (E, PR Oy I SRR
AEAS UL B Z I D1 BE A% 45 P A A S i (A DT ik
(Correll & Ridgeway, 2003), #iFR A Hi{7 HH1E (status
characteristics; Correll & Ridgeway, 2003), 28 I T.
AF A BA B, 53 7 R 480 1) 388 F i i S %) b (o2 455 A7 7T
AETEIZ 8 3 B T B e A Mz, R T4 v R )
L AT RENE o ASHIFTE A 1 £ Hh BT A R A 1Y
JE 009 38 XU AR AT 6B 2 Lh 3200 53 40 A 4 e A b Ao
HETT B 450 ) o SR R T b AL A AR L B 22



%ol

V— MG S DL ANTET R DY) JE XU X 45T g T B A5 e 893

JG(Bai et al., 2020), 455 RIEIA SCHk H Hb L
LT AR AR R 0L 9 T XU T R R B A [
AT P19 bV R0 A I AR A [ 11 S Atk b 57 A7

AT FEIN A B AR 28 TR P BA B4 B 41 94 8
W AN B N b e S VA g B O R A
T SRR 1) R 0L 3 3 KUK rhonT R A
TR RIS RESE MR YR Cheng 28(2013)[0 4304, TIXT
RN ELAT 8 A 1 4 I8 XA, AT ) 3 Al
WA ISR, FoAPUIE v eS| & vh 2, X F
o AR AT MR A . L INAFSY A B, Wb PER)
W B AT BRI & At A B9 M (Cheng et al., 2013),
FEJFEHRILTE T, 5690535 A A 188 XAk nT
B LI 7 8% 0 v 8 A BRI RE T . L dn, AR
F Ve R R AR A B . RS R P R B H X
PR ISR . 2 SR T RIA S, X
FRAE & ik H A A i 3% 8 R R T ¢ B )
(Hughes et al., 2011),

AR 2a: FFA T TR AL I R 403 3 XURS IE
] 5 M Al ol 5% 6% B3 T R T IBR AT

[ B, 4G40 5 3 I 260 1Y) i 4003 3 XUA T
I I g IR 1 2Ok BE Xy . e, il R
KGRI IRASTT | 35— AR HCIRAT I 45
FEH, HA ST T P9 00 78 3 XU 18 v] BE it
BREIRE A, 1L RE NI 210 8 A B 1S 4
RZS (Derks et al., 2008; 5 5k ik H A9 1% 45 4
RELMIEL IR X 8 KUk A A T
WA B, HET G AR, R At A 51X L A b
A

AR 2b: FEA AT IR AL Y R A0 3 XA IE
) 55 ) LA 8 B3 %22 B3 T 1) 2 R IR AT

A FE HE— 2 5 AT G O 3 TR 1 UL
T XU 38 2 S [] i A A g LAt ol DA X 9% B T
FIRBGNRUE RN AN, R BT A S, f
ZARHGF IR . 5 G U3 5 AL Y i 10078 8
JRURG — 5 T 308 e 9 s B T A AR S R BE J1 1 E MY
S2M B T RE I, 53— T 5 1 IR A
HEN BRI W 5L TSR0 ) R . O B R
T30 53 T2 T8 Zo W A5 30 At B B3 ) 25 3 R B A,
AR LA SR A B B T 4 5 22 gl Al B B A
EFRA, HAA R AR 0 R T 280A ik
i 265 AT A o T KA (B RN BTk, R O s A 4
2337 (Hu et al., 2019) 423 ML 47 &5 19 52 T.REAS TR
e 5 i HLAth B B3 A% 1R B, LA B i R

B R AT, dh 2 M R Y B T AL RE N &
PETE R B T, FFRA R et 47 A1 BA IR ELC
BRI 2E, HoAh R B S B R TR 2 R
B I R HOB BE# (Mcclean et al., 2018),

AR 20 FEA O R AL I R A0 T XURS B
1o 1F 15 W0 B8 1 BN RE A, AR T
£ Hb A7 3 T 2 40 I 3R

28 1 1 gy ol S AR AT AR T A 1 X Bl
HONRNME; A TC R E AT IR, ik B
SR AR A R K2 5] (Malhotra & Majchrzak,
2014), I TAEL B R AR 20 R %5
KB ], SERREH AR 2R I T AEE BN 23 5
28N H 5 LI 3 7 4L (Dineen et al., 2007). F{ES2
TRAEL T H 8P IR BN . N2 EE SR 3L
fEAEAKT o AR5 AR AP 235 i Ho A B 53 % 51
T 4008 T A B R 2, R SR AR R, Al
JI AR 23 0F B T A A 600 A D TR 114 4007 AU A
HRRRU T AN i, B TR R JER 1 A 3 XU
SRR — A RO AT S L SURT A O =X,
2RI 33 70 38 XU A2 X A BA 1 A A 25
()% Y] (McClanahan, 2020). 51 T.# & H &hE /119
T 388 XU B 25 5 g LAt i 5 4 32 0 5 5, LA R
BLE I RIZ  TAT RE 0 45 AT AR LT (Lee &
Farh, 2019), 5% TH0A 3= 5 1/ B3R 15 19 1 38 XUA%
S AR D1 T AR B EC g At B B T R
KR, I 0 RS B FF(Algoe et al., 2020),
A B 53X B3 TR 48194 3 XA 1) T TR T A T
A B TR FHZ AR B AL iy, IR R TS
IS

MR, ARG AT, Hofh R 2 %F 52 T
A B 4005 35 D TR (1 g 0L ) 30 XU A8 s 90 A A 132,
A B 5% 25 B e DA T B R 1) 38 XU
A L R A Ty, 51 T B M K 34 3 XA
BN T A BRI SR, AN 2 T X AR
25 1Y 6 V) (Kakkar et al., 2020), 5t T % 8 A HHEH
14 78) 38 KUK 23 B — T B R 2K, R
T 3V 38 AR 2 5| R LAl 3 ) P S R G,
Il At B 5% X2 B B 7 A Rl 5 26 (Fan et all,
2019). B T 4= 5 17 R A 11 7 38 KURS 23 8T
R — PP R, By TR AR B AR S
b R 53 ST DG R, HAh R B 23 X% RS A AT
FIREE A FE (Leong et al., 2020), BAKTIH, A
WEFEIA A5 A KT 23 040 45 6 400 5 3 i 28 114 jfg 4
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538 XU X 40 7 T A R

AR 2d: AFA S TR ) R A 3 XA
I3 A A 2 AR ) 43S R B A 43 32 BIME AT
PYIRST . SRS I OLT, R A8 3 X
et 308 3 4R v i % A 2 A8 X 45 0 3 B 1 1) 5
M £ A3 58

5B TR B ) i 40036 38 XA EL A b A R
iE, (B S RE IR BUHR R b 7 RO . AR
B 2 X — A R A A R R R
MEAAT e R SE 15 58 N BEAS 4R T Az, ThiAE
HABREEE T H LR BRI . ETLT B
B 28 0, B 23 I8 AR St T % T V) e XUA 1Y A
P AHIFFE DA Ay THI X THT 4 38 XURS 2 OG5 1Y 715 s 1A
F o AN AT VA8 XU 5 $U7 38 XU 7 G e AR ]
BE 2 W B 03 IR A S AT o 55 R 01 ) 3 XA 5 T
Xof THT 34 38 RG22 (R AR ORI 25 5%, U AT ek 3L
B RS LR H S AN KT A U, XA T RS
RRATR I At B 53 % AR AN A RS . XA 4 R 4 ik
oAl 572 A7 s, 42 T2 5 7R T BA R i A
(Tang et al., 2021), {42 T+ AT BE A — 25 5 M 450
S WARTIEL

AR e TG T VA E KA 5 R 40074 3 XA 1)
D Fc 23 1F [ 5% M G Ath B 03 942244, 4R L5 1Y
AR A, AT 5 i €55 0 R 3
313 WMENRBBUHIXRELHE

TE I A A R AR T OR B 2 T R
R, b, 5IHEEMAM LT Arid O s
B, &b TAER ) iz X s ifg, X
1 K 08 38 2 B 2 AN [R) T A5 S v 1) PRk
it o A2 A T4 £ A5 B (OLit 2 I A& Bk 2/
Gy, A s AU ] F i R kR AW S A&
TE R AE I 24 v £ B R o 1 8 X RO R A 1R B
AL A0 W] R 1) TR A AT — — & R B
o Gl B AN KT 08 KU RE A 3G {5
B2 ECHE, EEmdrEmE., & LEan
SRR, BB % R 0L VA 3 04 2 S I AR LAY
NBRERAE, 0053 A0 AR ALY T 2 A5 Bl D e 22 57 BY
Yk . B AR 40034 38 XA 1 T BA K % B
AT BEX 5 B A A R R, S e ] ) B
Bl s N7 A b =2 I ) R SR NG i R 3 A T
BYJE ¥.(Sias & Cahill, 1998) ., FHAL i) 74 18 XA 7]
e/ 038 P 1, A A R 5 B 5 ) B A % O )
EIRITEBE, W20 VA 3 3 A, AT 3 #F 3R 37 AR )

K JE(Sias et al., 2012). BbAk, FHALAY 1438 KA AE
{3 37 e — A AT SRR B . AT BA B B B W
X ELAT AL A 3y 2 ) = s B S VA, AT
R A Ve R S AR T R SE LA (Omuris, 2019),

BT RRCITE SVl ie 7y a U NG E =90 Al
TARH B PE A, A6 AT 55 Fidt 23 2045 45 2] W] 3+
FEIEA (A RAR A] B B AR IE R 40 5. Tl
R IR A, TR R F e A BRC R
TR M E AT SR, B T RRASE R G R AR
T I 52 ) A R 1 ) A3 (Diirks, 1999), [Fl S
W B ) F SR T AR R TR T, BT
275 A A AR T A AR 1 R R ) (Bakiev, 2013)
UEAh, TR AT AR 2 7E O B s 5 b T A R &R
TR TR, IR B B Ak Sl ], K% 0
TR AE IE R 40 5 % (Pillemer & Rothbard, 2018).,
R, AT R B g S L TS 1 Im 3

AR 3a: b1 TS [R]9E2 A] 48 3 XURS AH B
PEAT BT S R R AU, IE R % 5L T
RIS ARTE

AHIFFEIA N i 4013 388 XU A AR 55 8007 6 R
Z AR AFAE 3 A —Fh A Re vk . WA T TR R, W
T XURS A5 35 2 T T S5 . XS fE B
A e AL 25 56 T U7 A X A B IS R o i, 2 —
AR TS —A N BoR 8038 T ik 2 i, 1458
AL B 2 DTG & RIT 15 5 22 B DG R G 78 o X
B P8 3 I R S AEAR R B A 3 A0 e 22 [T
FHXT A2 (Chen et al., 2003). IR 40 X5 1% 8 46 5%
PG B 0P 2, TTRE 2 45 WU & Rl R AN 52
% . Zhang 55 A (2020)1A\ K B3 1 57 T REAS % T T
it B C 55 1R S R X b 7 JE o S, O AE I A
3R O RO A2 1 (relational uncertainty) [ 4l
o FERANHE M BT X F A 5 W 2 g
WA 15 WKL IE AN 8 (Zhang et al., 2020), JfH
AT 3 B A S T AR R T U5 Bk = B A T At
FE WY FEXT HIAL o ASBIFFEIA N TR L B 7R V4 38 XU A7
FE 1 K ZR 1160 38 RS AR AL PT 6 23 38 nosUy
HEP R AR EE i, A riEs b
A0 2 UOTE AT T TS A g, A8 A
ISA I 7% 5% I S SR FH i 4 BT S B TE 23 L0 XU 1 26
EAWEHER . T XA E L A S
{14 K Xt i 7 A7 7 B S BRI 7 I, TR I 2 AR A i B
I 405 ) ] gk o

A 3b: R THREFHEZMEE L FTRELRN
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R UL ) 388 XU AR B VT A 3 78 38 U YOG RO
BB M, B R 5 T R4S T

R, AT $it 4 R 400 1) 388 XU Fr9 AR B %
BRI A 1 52 W T i 2 32 B9850 DU 7E4E T B30
TR R AT RN . #4N Ba)hich &
SRR, WEX AL FIT R SA AN
BB EE A —M5 %, 2022), BAGIAETAKF
2 1155 K2 40070 38 JXURS ARHRL I X 2 N7 R 3 O R A
FH, ARAF AT AP 0T G 51 2 V)38 XU % 4% 1 S pL Y
PREE, [F] 323 PR EE 1 T A998 38 XA 2 75 B 92, A
TR TEZ AT A B (08 8 KA, X b BE
3 BT ME LA IE AR B ) 388 XURS A 7 3R 3
Feng - SH RS E 7 A3 B9 57 (Pillemer & Rothbard,
2018), AR AT K-t AT 5 52 25 ) 5 0] 51 198 38 3
VL ) A7 TR 352, 3 o 67 T i 152 2% 5 BOH 22 1 1)l
WA, BEERAU)T h e R AT REPE, [A)SH St 5 T
ot HEFR RVE S, ) 5 AR AL T 3 XURS X XI5 R
HIAE AR BRI R SRR, TR 2k 25 B SR BRI A 1Y)
#1243 (Fasbender et al., 2023),

A 3c: B4 15 A 2 0] AU 3 XURS R AL
P b 151 22 (B MR 3 A TN 450 T BE A A T 2%
2 BB T AFAR BT . AERUT b TR AE
KB BT, AP0 38 XA AR B 1 3 o B A
PERORTEE RN BN A A R (s EE

It H., BARAE ALK F- T BE 3 55 k4007 38 X
F&XF R E W, AR EKE &1kl
XT3 G0V S A O ) AEL Y R AR BT, [ S 2 % B T
{63 o AR P AR 8 45 BN (Schilke &
Huang, 2018), B 725 5 80 2 AH (L 4 38 XU 4
B FRRE T M AT I s, BE T | 2 TR 56 R AN
PE o ARAR ALK Pt 25 5 300 38 X7 5825 2 W AR
A% 36k A5 27 AR ST AR5, ) 2 Al B TR
AT A BTSN T RIS AN 7, 3 17 42 #l Fn
YA C (Kakkar et al., 2020), A& T 42 35
i A VER HARSE B, VA58 X5 24 AR AL i X
M T A% 3ok 1) B 0045 8T 22 0H TR Sy Xk 5 B ARDRS 37
7S, MR 21 BE Y SC R AN E 1k o

A 3d: AT SRFZEE S B TRERD
JRE UV 38 JRUAR AR AL 38 3 1 0 738 STy Y 06 RN
R A T 45 1 1 B A A 2 52 303 38 BT (5 AT
AOPRY . FEXUT AL THEARMFE AR BT,
U005 388 JXURS AR AR 38 e DG 2R AN o X 35 7 9
TR B 1) 52 0 23 Bl 1 5

32 MENE 2 ENESFFEXNTASHBAN

A1)

ARTIRGT 53 BT 2 0L 38 B 107 3R 4 1Y) WP L O gkt
FRAEA Bh 1A Bk 51 7 B ) rp o o HL A T B
1y o B0 RGeS AR AE R L V8) 3 T A% IR 06 T 38
HANNBYE . B0 LR EE L,
WA 2 RS DGR B IE
A, XA A EEMWNEEHII6E
(Thimm, 2008), 1 RI3@E T & A5 B W51 %) 7 i i
B R2EE A, BIE TS H RS
REAEBA S 235 M Al N I ED 2 R AZ . X BB BTG R
JRAZ AR TT R YA TG AT S I I R . SRR A
G ) A B RS S i R B, TP B PR SR
W HEAE Y8 38 AR 1F L SAZ ] A 3% (Liu, Chu et al.,
2016), AR PR & 0 P 2ok FH R IR B 1 25 1R
RS A —R A ER G, RIEEE
ArkGE A EESaEs, aREnR; 7
MBS PR SRR A ERNE , IF
AT L A A R 2Rk B A T R
PLIE A E R 1R B BRI T HC &h L
T, A BT AR A 55 P 0 B4 o] 52 e
H& FIEL . Mgk BB LEE 2P s it
EEMARER, APXFLGERFAP 20
RS AEAR KRR B L 32 B B N [ 19 5
(Pentland, 1999),

CUTRS Sy A R 23 i | N L R = = g i
) (DeRue & Ashford, 2010; Marchiondo et al.,
2015), WF5E kI, VE R W AE 2 (prospective
leader) 1% AT BA A 03 £ 5 FE AL 0 532 30 vh 23 L
TR R IR T H B, %5 0] sl At ol 5
JAT] (Marchiondo et al., 2015)3F 8 7% W A AE N
A0S 4 1Y 8 (0 (leader role; HLEP, 4515 J1iH ). 1%
i AR B IR 32 AT T Ik B T 4% 4 (Badura
etal., 2021),—J7 T, 1ERWELETFH M 0 752
RS IR B B O B 05 35 1Y 0T T Ak s 4
FEBPRWER. LEETEZRAX HBE
AR R A B (Zheng et al., 2021), #H—J 1, 450
T B T A B R VR A 3 B AT 2 X
B, DeRue Fl Ashford (2010)4 3% 5475 1 43
BIFRA : S5 H B0 B R (claiming) DL & 40T 4 B
{3 IAF] (granting). X HFHEEE —&: WHEIS

B R AT By 5 AE A B TR 5L Y
TFH B, X PE Z A AR T
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BEA T e A H e E G5 By, WIEE
Wil 20 e 32 L A, B T RE VR A JE B 5B
A TRTEST 8 AU By, L 5 B W 2 T
FHN o AT By R GERHIE HA 6T ) i
89 18 03 B 7R U B LS 5 32 B AL AL R
AT,

& FHEIME R, RS RERIE S
T H B RZ B4, 3R e H A 5L Y ED
BEZ, BT R B SAR R 2 2155k
—MIER . ATREMNIE S, A B TR 5 AR A
GRS IA R A AR PTARIEN R . X Fh
EN AT oAt B 53 % 9505 8 5 3 (1A 1 (Pescott,
2020), A, Hofth sk 52 AT REXTIZ 8 51 Y SR B
A 2] . I, AT ke 0 S
M P 2o feid i — M AR IERX . VIRMIER,
XL G ANFF G oAl ik B B 4 Hp A 405 S R DA
(Schwarz & Williams, 2020), HAthi¥ 514 LI X2z
STV By 7 Ak m . R, ARBFFEINA
B0 RGFIEAT A 0 31 I A 1Y 5 LA ) 3%
81 Al o 5 %o AT 3 B Ay B AT o

WAL da: FEEOUTAE AL B R GUAHIE 2
T [ 5 e S At 8 53 % 32 B B 1) 4 2 B A AT

FRib =z 5h, AP RE B REFHERT &
G AL 5L (R, RO TS A A AT Ho Al
B (N, R )R T B R BORX B R
(i, W5 )T I IM I . AN,
XS] eI B 0y R GURHIEAN AT & S
SRR R R, e, B RGEAFERF G ST
& AL 51 AT By R GERFE AT A ST 5
UL 5 S8 8 By E s o TEXFEOLT,
T AT B A e s T, B 2 A T BA )
HAr DL BB IR etk B s . AR, BB R
GERRIEAT A 4038 T AL 04 51 A AT By R 42
FREARFF G0 H R AL R S & B hE
N XAMELLT, BT B 5t A S AR TN, B
B AE B BN B b A7 L R 40 g 3 B T BE 1 i
fiko kil I e S ga vk, fESim b itk b
TAERT B W £ A 1l B, AR Y
B0y RGUFFIE LA S 53 B 03 B R AT AT R o

G AR Ab: By FR GEREAE T A R B G2
IR 453 75 53 DA AT §18 5 el 2 52 38 Al B 51 B 1 R
GERRIERITE Y . Y B RGRHELRT & U SRR
F9 AL B SOA T YT OL R, By REGERFIERS E R

AT TR P TSR Y R
33 MENE 3 RERFFEXNTASHBAN

&

FEIAE K L 3T SR (text-based communication;
Cakula & Pratt, 2021) TH AT 4 2UE Y CF
AT AU I T X, AR KR EE B2 T2 KR
THE B IRE AR, WA & 49030 15 22 i R A g
WA AT o SR, BE AT SR B AR 9 B A0 Fn
AR, B 4B W RE NS SRR (1) A
PR T g, K 3T 5 I (audio-based) Al 3
FHLH (video-based) 4 Y4) it B e R K . 3/ P 41
FEL WK Z R R B & e T, 18
ULVA) 30 TR IEAE AR B R p 4 R . B 1 38 IR
AT IR, AT LR I SCA Y
Fetm, kS E R E B W] LR AT
HEFHFWA M IIEE, thun, ZREWEL; @&
AT AR P 28 300 %) 5 T 5 0 sl 35 T R %) BD s
WEIEE, tan, B R AR e Lk T
YT BA Y, i 40 A) 38 2R T8 1) 326 B 340 650 4 V) 3 R A
MIIERE, BN K Z 0 B BA R 5L BEA ALY T
VEVRE R, ETET Al 5 BB FIRAR, R
R4 22 VA A, AnfE BB TR QQ. M T AT
HEE Y R UL B N £ 0T, P B X
T4 38 Y 00 1 B AR A8 B Rt G I 58 XU 1Y AR A
TR UK R o Al T B 23 BH 15 92 0 R TE T AE T BA R
RIS ARTE

P BN B 53 5% T 4003 3 IR T ) — T I 2
SN VA IE B A R, Rl VA PN 2 RA T
ANFE], W B E R RE S AR, 55—
TR FEAR R AR B 52 B 5B 4 7 =X PR R
DL R 1% B8 D3 s ) A AR . BN
A 1) FH BB 90 38 MG, A 28 R i & R S0
WEATVEE; AL R B R X A, A
AN G5 o fR T AESC T M $0030 38 4 38 56 48 5 1T LA
FETE % 0 A IS e, ACHIF 5 2R AT LABE X
S5 1] B & U 58 7 15 (pattern approach; Foti
& Hauenstein, 2007), 4#r£k b T AE H1BA A% 53 7674
TR E R Lo il B R D R s 2
T S35 A 12 B 0L 7 AT B HP B 0 0T o
331 HRFEMTEREEFER

1 BA a8 7% A8 $HE AT 42 30 18 B i 3l AR 2 HoR A
RANEETE ZMREI . A TR E
AT B8 5L T 10 38 P25 19 AN () T 328 486 4 0L 7 7 i 2R
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V— MG S DL ANTET R DY) JE XU X 45T g T B A5 e 897

B an, WilNA AR RN, AEE8T
TSR, ] RE M BRIl A T X AT Y 3
WA A REAAAE AL, T E Ak IR, WA RE 2
PEFESCFE WA, BN SCFET A B AT L. A
FoR 2% Z MRG0, BETE AL
AR R WO I 58 7 ¥ (variable-centered approach;
Zyphur, 2009)4b 5 o] A AEAR R R IR . 1E
mn, XTI AL R L AR 2 A 03 R RR 2 T
ZHAN . TR 3 G e ] R 1 2 4
BE, A MBIR FiMEE S 2 M
T, AR 5 Rk e, WA 10 M H R
ZHI, 10 A =F KL HIN, 5 AP FEZE3L HIL
K U AHHEZEI, X5 Bk T 42
M H AT 85 RAE LU R . [k, AR5 EUR A L
A N R HUO ISR 7 75 (person-centered approach).

RIAS AR v BRI 7 ¥ B SR ATD 2 AR ) 28
MG, HRFH AT 5 2R A T AR &2 o 1Y
Ji & (Zyphur, 2009), LAAS A Hl 5970 Hr 75 4 19
FBIE DL UL 38 I A R Y 2 A B R e A i
11125411 (latent profile analysis; LPA), EA&T
T, RSN AN R R A0 38 IR A B
(F5 PR B 53 R A7 R 0000 3 e R IR A & S A
FRE) IR T2 . B AR I R
FHUAS N A vt A 58 7 ik o A 4L 37 o e,
R FEM A LPA /- Hrdd 2URiE Bl (il an, 1%
R AR LG AR 4 G Meyer et al.,
2012) RA KR S A oA (i an, TROMAR SR | 03
Wi | EIRARIR A4 Hil R IR 19 41 4 ; Bennett et al.,
2016) . % H ML IAAUAE T REAE X 43 BT M il it
b EfEE 2R, B E A TR /T AN [
B 5 AT A ZE R AR i 2 R . FEARBISE T,
AT DL TR0 A BB 9 3 R I A, O
REMETE ARl b LU BN (] B8 S 70 R A7 1 047 3 It
RE LA R A AR

AL Sa: JEAULVA)IE ORI 1 R A AE T A

L BRI ZESE .
332 AMABREEEERXMAMNRRTAZN
EEM=sEA

AR R UL VA 8 R T R R A A X AR E A AR
o, (HARHE 14 38 X G2 1 A () i PR 8 U ] g 22
Fo HETE, WIEEAENG AZM B it
MR KB, TES AR AR, A4 AR MA
Hb WA 15 S I R (Bernieri et al., 1994), &7

(Pennebaker et al., 2003) L)L & 45 F J 5 A9 B2 B
(responsiveness; Richmond & McCroskey, 2000),
ST SR ARl B A B AR TE D N
25, NTTE S AR G By, 475l 58 e 2L
— AT AR ARWR T H AR IR TR
51 K A0 1) 388 2 3 2 B X (19 AR M (stability) A
Ko 55 O [6) % G2 1 A7 18 38 I T 3R 90 09 22 ek
(variability). 743 X 4 19> 44 22 5= 0T B A F 10
XEEE e, I HABI N, 155 A FX 4
T I R T R PR 2 1Y 25 VT e E RN &= AL
25, G E M 0 BE mT BE R B Ry B AR AL, o B
UL, DTSRI AT i I, R 8L i
RIE R PEAEH G X BB A RIS A K K25
(BTHEARARL), fH 2 RE 0L 7A) 308 2 3 8 4% 1) 2% 1> 4 BE
BUHA TR (22 572 0

S Sb: 5L 5 AS T X G AT T T
F14) M 400 78] 388 3 T 0B A5 A A A 22 S N B M A
{188

2 b A P BA K D3 A 9 e 2 3 e R A A
B 23 9 3t LA 1l 53 %8 32 B 51 1) 52 52 i G 45T
FINRB AL FE, PR X S D R AR ARk
IR L 2 B 5 1) 1) 3 A LA R G 0 %o A R AR 1 )
J1o ARWEE I FHEZLHIE Y L M (framing theory;
Loke, 1989) % i A> Al HEAT 70 M7 o L FRIE Ny, R
A AR R HERESR R 153 W) — DR T eS| &
SERNEM G SR B BN, HREAE S R R
BAEACAE 55 (B0, KT E S vs. Fy3E
M i ) 2 ik BHEAEAE 55 b R E L2
GUFATH o ABFFEIN A BT 1A 153 IR T8 e PR A5
AR AT R 23 93 3 HCAnfe] 75 155 3 Ay sa Jr =X, Ik
FE AE BT I 18 38 v R B B R SLS I AT
(s Sy E . AWtk BRAT N ety
RAEAE), TXEEAT R SR A A A T B
BRI, 5L T BB 23 AN SCA )3 J2 —F i =X
MR faE Iy, X BBV IES, EHT
IEAR TAEFNE S 1658 . SO $2 4k T 58530 1Y
N ) LE VA 38 2 BE % A7 200 L R RB W AL, DA $i2
AL R R A9 I (Dennis et al., 2008), SCFH 45
e Rk AE B E 5 T8 g firAr, A B THEw 1%
K 2RI AIE B, SCF D s AT DU IE RS
FRAE, JHTARAKISZ FE M (BT, BRI,
2023), 51 T2 R SCAY T RE A8 56 W B 24T 55 %
0] (T AT A, AR 45T At B D A S A B
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11 R o B3 T AT R 2 A A 25 A0l A0 A0 9 3 e — o
NPEAL . B AT ) . AR A RE %
B VA H B . IEER AR, i EEER
H NVEAL(Ishii & Markman, 2016), X Fh B WA 3E
T A Bh AR Lk Y A B A T S A
SEVIR IR, RUE N Z A S R, B
T A A RN AR VA S R 85 58 UE 2256 R 1)
M4, i NAT b sliat 2158 .
BeAh, ARWIEIE 2% 8 R 5 — A Jr i, ok
SR B A BT 7 308 U 3 5 R A 55 ) LAt
BRGT 203  ED G BT, B3 TR IUSCAR YA 3l
Sl At BB B 2 A B G S AR VR BE, RN
2 B A RS T A 3R 5K B8 7 RN T 5 Y Tl B )
(Charlier et al., 2016), oAl A% 51 2 50 AT 1% %
GUOFIA A e S B 2 0 T A v rk &0 E
(A B AT BA B3R 9 35 1) o 573 TR B 430 i 4430 3
3 23 Lh At B B3 B % B 5L T £ A IR A,
FHoAth 5l B3 BE NS FIZ AR B 77 A T 2 (415 SRS (Ishii
& Markman, 2016), J8HIE]Z% 5 02 1 56 A FFIA
pop N A IR AP N X L N CAR (PN

B65 Z A R A B ). Leary 55 A (2014)# H,

BT AR 2 B3 rp R B S (B A A0 22 B
TH R AL o ARBIETEIN R U7 T R A

ST RE I FC M 51T T 00 SO 2 B (0 347

T WE 122 FR 7% 9005 3 B
AL Scx M DL IA) 38 U R PR A 2 R WA AL
OLIAE 55 GV AT AL 2 U AT o, 2T IE AR

T HET I
34 WARAE 4 EHRGEHENASHEIAL
el

63 R A AR A A A R B ThRE . 2k
A AT BN A8 R, B AT R B g
K T 2 ST 5 AT BA H Al i A B 40 B B 22 ]
(N BREK ZR, AT A3 2o A 0 K 1) )y =X 5 141 BA
rh A I AT S A3 B 5L R A TR [ R VA . AR
W5 IA AN A R 11 D7 20AR TT RE 23 52 i 1
Lk L TAER B A 450 T M B, 4005 g e —Fof
B A2 3h A5 (Avolio et al., 2009), & T PR
XAE M ShAS, okl 2805 ikt 24k
#2245 PSR A 3747 /3 T (Carter et al., 2015),
ZA A 3B T BT e —BE Y B R N bR
P ORI S TE AR R N L LN
B A AL (Borgatti et al., 2009), H2x 445

A FAS AR I AMA . SR A E
T AT 23 45 (0 B4 4 PR AR AR LA B N AE 25 Y
PR, e U P (centrality) . £544 1 (structural
hole)55 45 . Bl AL A W 25T+ 25 I 4% it kA=
MAEAk, Hean . B AN e SR PR DG |
B AR e

H 0 A8 H R A AT DL e B, 22
Je RS D, AW AUR FH #AS AR R T
PR SA pW N AEES A R 1A 1 P N
N Ings A i 77 BB T R ek B 45 g
Mo P4 rpC MR T A AT D 2% 25 4 v 1 G
R, AT A B D) R — iR e Y A 28 1
R g, B AT RATE A AL A 9 2% v g
VAR R R, hR G AN R . X T RES
BB T v B 0 4% R e, H T B A R 4 4
Myrp i P 2 B3 B (Balkundi & Kilduff, 2006), &
2R D 255 v M I B A A A 1A BA 3 3 4
B, A T AR s A BN 38 {5 B SR R
{5 B HTT A E, T2 m A AR 5 32 A
BRIl Fn R R g, I B4R #E L BAE B
WU IE, e 25 B B A A B AR ML G
(Pan et al., 2018), &2k I P45 0P 9 i B3 2
S5 R ST 2 B g, TS Em T
i A BN B R 3K, Sk AT AR B R b A s S R R
AR, A BA B R 22 (R ST B B R,
P2 T+ P BB 5 22 10 5415 A BT B I At AT T =2 1] 7 9
AR, TR AT % E AR BTk (Burke et al.,
2006), AL S 10 A4S BT ST S, MR T
AE % B DIy A1 BA S BRAT 45/ 96 2R 5 1) 9 H AR 45 7
A4S S TE B (Lee & Farh, 2019), Ry, ASHfFos it
RVES S S e N s e8RS SR

I, ABHFST N A 18 38 06 Bk (e . P35 45
A AR — R AR 3 BR A 38 ) AR 7T R 23 8 7 ™ 4%
ZER T B B A0S S B R R 24 AT BA B B e 2k
b AR A BN A a0 G A O S SR N BRI R A
T80 38 35 SR 11 7K S T R 5 1 R IBE 2R 1) iR R
SRt T Y VA I O B S R A
U 2 548 1 gh, MTRINGR T 0% iy 36 3 ik
Bl FERESFE MG FISPLA T, 438 15 BT
FE 3 3 5 1k X 2% Hh 0 1 Sk 5 1 45 2 3 B (Shih,
2014), oI5 3 1 BRI AT AR A VR AR L A I 2% i 1L
D) £ R A S 2 5 AR U, AT AE R4 o B B
hy 8 3 9 B (Muscanell & Guadagno, 2012), X
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b A ST D7 I B AT g R AR AR AE o

A 6a: 2k [ L LM IE ] 50 SRS
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G AR 6b: 28 L 2 P AT T B
Wil 2 7% B 94 38 05 B AR . A6 VA T BRI
B OLT, e b 4 ot P X405 0 T B 1E 1)
AR B L

BT AR AR Oy, RS Al ST
WK 20, AN TAERNES, A
W LIRSS B, ALt 3 HOR S — 4 Al (L
e RO RBEREE) . N T SRE B AN i 7R,
AR FBR TS B A AES G 1WA 54 2R
14 5 2O 450 5 7 I IR SR o R  4
FERCASE . BN A ) ESHA RS
We) FEN R AR AT IR . BRI AR, ARERR
AR 2 A AN AT O X B B 1) 450 T T IR A
ZERYZA, JF48 g A RIS B G A B HERR
FESN G REINAN B0 LA BB 99 A BRI G Sy (L dn : T
VES S0 vs. #2210 AT BE 52 0 52 R B 53
4T I B o TR, ASBIFSE R 3 250 £ 4 A
A5 1R B3 #2 (Landis et al., 2022), MR 4%
HALAR SR A, AR 07 B I FE L S 6
It (leadership ties)iZ i d 37 . A LL40 T LBk ] g
ZHIANFEER 2B WY G, n] Ref Le 4T J1 ¢
RIS AAAAEE 2B W %5 3k mT REAT 2L G5 ) %
WRFFEAAAE o

AN BB, B AR
TN N 57w T B S5 A 7T RE 23 R e B R
MG IR, B, KRB B ST R
I R e WA SE TN ZREE T o e 3 4 B b i
BRI AR T HBW A2 B, WRA
0L ZH ST BA R e T o A BT BA A 25 TR
F) A2 AR BA i B S B AL A, B
FI|HE AR S H7 10 (Drescher & Garbers, 2016).,
HW, G — R A B2 1 O, A A
B 2 IR 3] & R 2 B 0 1 v 3 A i
S fi #F T 22 01 Y LB AR S, 3K B SR
by T BA R X K R R R . B R, BETINA
R IR R R S I
R, TR BTN PN 25 R R AT B A TN
HEAT T A AR A28 5 0] VA3, 33X X A AL
[R) A BAAT: 45 AL olb R, DA R 45 A BRI J2% L 5
K2, A AT BA i 5 2 8 3] & ke 3 Xt

VA B T S R A Tk, X I R AT
50 B Y PE M (Lee & Farh, 2019),

DA 60 KA R RRE (45 : KRB
O3 N LA R REHIN ™ 32 28 ) 52 W) i ke 2 1 4505 )
IS

[l B, ARG A S S 75 B A0 A RE IS B 5% 11
UMD A BRI, JEEE R A BB
WG A50 (A A 45 HE B3 76 S 16 0 500 LA B bl i A
REWDE S (. TAER S0 vs. 4138 R F10)
HEATRERZ M 2 5 H SR M . B AEN Y
Bt T — AN B A P BA R T BR R RS
FE o MRS 5 4SRRI B T 0T AR B 25 5w A
VA BA B8 70 JR R, JH Al P BA B Bt 23 1A 5 5 5 e
AR e AR BBCRE 22 19 4 551 6L O B 22 bl A A
a4, BN EN S5 E P0G VI T AR Uk A BA R 5
HEWE T, I Z 0N 2 5% (Kwok et al.,
2018). FHSZ, WA i 57 o A0 HE B A G S
FEWNZ A1, oAt AT BB 51 25 R iZ 61 T e 4K 15
HE WAL BIFERBNNEHER, HikhZ 5
B TCTEAT A AT A5 1R B 1 T AR AT 45 LA 22 11 BA
A ST IS H 3l (Carter et al., 2015), IAb, #
PN B RERAS A T e E A K A RTIE:
BN TAE R S BRI 2 538 S0 E &
AR RL B AR A T, Al AT BA B AR A 2 e
Bz 0 T TAE LB RE, IR %A TRe
AT 58 S5 5 19 1Y H FR(Walter et al., 2012).
MR AR T I BRI 2 5 3 S0 A 5
MR E A NBRC R, S 5% B 5 1ERIBA
TR AR SCRE RIS A, oAl AT BA R 5t 23\ R i 51 T
AE A% (2 32F 11 BA B 51 22 [R) 1 A6 3R, BT AT BRI
{5 AL 55U FIEE % 77 (Lanaj & Hollenbeck, 2015).

WA 6d: S5 WNRBERRHE (BLE5 . B ARE
R | AR IR A AR IR DA R A T -5 1] 458 ) B2 i
S 5H WS IHMR

BRI LASE, A5 A IR B &R . T BR
P B TR BT RE 23 52 Wi 25 4005 ) QIR I A8 4k, %t
FREFWF, WIRBE &R Z S ) 1) 25
. RASH AT QAR WS R A,
TE AT 25 1 4005 7 DI A WO R 1) 9% BR B Bt
RREE SRS 58N B, 51 REENITE,
RVEGUT I, 2R N R 2 R A R
M. YIRS A VTR, 2 BB A B R
PN H Bl I 5 T ORI R ) R
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Wi 25 (Balkundi & Kilduff, 2006), %f2: 5311 &,
W RBEN KRG T T 555 FORE o A 5% s
NBR IR FIR)TE T ) RBR AL S . FEHINR
BEATEERBT B, 2 5 HBL RS 5 EEHTS
PRE IS, RN M E 1A 55 5 B s iE e
15 ECE Zly, RN A B DL B ST T ) 6
o I RESE ADUET, & R 5% 0B F AR N
H b 8 S S5 E LS HAb 5 A
W E R E S, S5 M0 E 7 i 405 ) SCBG 2
W O I e LA ST BT 19 405 77 9 Bk (Pietsch &
Tulowitzki, 2017),

S 6e: WIRBEN SIS FHAECRLSS . K. T
BR DA B U5 ) s i 5 5 2 5 35 405 00 I R
OFZIES TR

4 IBiLEW

ARHFFEIET NS SBIS W T AT #H
Je 7R %) R A0V 3 XA R s, O 0 ) s KURS 1 =
R G0 & 2 R AUVA G KU Sy R IRIE R
SR ) R g0 b BN CHEEARE, 22l 4 A
PO ARSI, WM RS
SR HIRHELL . FRNE | RRAAGT N
TR 19 R D030 30 IXUR, DF T R 2R b T AR AT BA
AU 77T IR A 2 THL R G R AT ML, A
BCIERH b, ARFIEE T 3 AFE A A 4 )
F BRI AT B RGUARME . SRE R GRRIE
Bl R GURRAE XA T 1 B AL . ASBF o
BAELAE = AN AT TR

Bi—, ARURERTL L TGS PaSH
J Y A 25 L R ik O s ey e A= 8 Ak . B
T FIRIA N BTSN AR U 4T3 1Y
JRIY I BEBRIE AT A X 28 5 B (W N (Correll &
Ridgeway, 2003), $R1, £ b TAERE SRR Y
W Kb 1 N R R R A T — R Y
ARAE, X IE SR AT G I S R, AR
MBS S BRI gE T, FENTR L R E
35 v B R AIE PR ZE (A A1 i R B R R ) e 45 g 9
R RZ R, AR AT 27 3 PRI 2R L 5 P i R AT I
EQ IR R DN DAl 5 B N T S 32 i
& B S00F 7 P TR 1 R A V) 8 XU R R R R 2R
b H B AT R B RRE . BT 3 XA
MRS HESE, B TT 2 X SRR 25 R BLLE B0y
Ao RIERGV N EERG AT, i, i

FHEE Jin %l A E 20 S N 32 T8 S48 4% 15 T 4 1) Jek
By AN AR AR 2 1 2Rk T KD R E TR
G, B, ASTFGE NN FE S8 3 T R A 19
BMREMRARBRE L &2 BT B ahisgm, 4
10 A AT BN R A A AT R A B 5% 1% i 400 9 3
DA 55 T X T 90 3 XA 119 DG i 2 o5 i) SR Al g
FORZ B B3 IR, A T 5 T 2 B ) a7 R 45T
M ARV ST b T AR5 iy &
SR, FR T N RS R B i Y S
ZEE TR

B, AWM T 5 T U] 5 B H Al A
DU HE 0078 P A T By, T E B
4 & — A~ A bR B 2 i) # (DeRue & Ashford,
2010), MHFIANNy, XS EREKEA T E : AE
G X T T B B R DO A 1B B X
FHA R SR RIATT o AR Fl & &
IR REAS —E RN BB AP ESNTTH . 1538
WA & R AAEAS U178 2 LR 2 AR [F T8 5L
V38 I N BREFAE, 3X 28 A BRFEAE A 7] g7 28 9
FH Y M ER R WSCR, A B AUEY
L0 Y0 RERHEAL R R TWOTE B0y, I
AT B TR Y Y UL 38 KU T R s Lk A
P BA B 5% %6 53 T4 B4 7 A B R A ] o e AR,
ARG I — 2L, R RS A5 T
JE TR B B e Al B B 4R B A A T
(BFE A YO AT RE A TR A o[RBT, LA
T8 RS T A% 38 56 1038 4 115 B A 1 25 1 38 L
JT RN HO A B 7R o VA E B R R A S BT
25 R0 HE 3O 78 38 ORI, U A% 256 AR X6 A7 1)
RS EEEE, HEMHE ST 0O R AN E
3 A% B 53 9 30 1 0% 7 B9 T RE P (Zhang et al.,
2020), 5T 3 B8 A7 09 A BRFRHIE &4 B 3 it
RS AT PR R R, B3 BRI
AR, B N B R AE & A Bl F 8 7 0% b 2 E) A AR AT,
LT 5 & (Pillemer & Rothbard, 2018) ., Al 57 18 i3
IR LA 8 KA, £58 T 6 AP 3l by g4
FH GO IR

H=, AHRRAZSMA L I kMEs G
PRI M $00 9 38 XA X T 9005 7 TR B A4 5 i AL
il o AR B A R — A AR P R A 23 A
Bto 28 b TR, B TR DSR2 8 R aE
JraCHE AT A AE, A A . A, 1B
5 B LA A 2 U055 553X S8 5 TR0 AT RE R2 M) 5%
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Abstract: With the digitalization and flattening of organizational management structures, the emergence of
leadership has become increasingly pivotal in supporting organizational operational efficacy. Consequently,
delving into the mechanisms governing leadership emergence within online work teams has become an
imperative in contemporary management practices. While existing research extensively examines leadership
emergence mechanisms in traditional contexts. However, there are significant differences exist between the
online context and the traditional face-to-face context. The dynamics of interaction and communication
differ considerably. Therefore, this study aims to analyze the mechanisms of leadership emergence in online
work teams through the lens of communication styles. Employing grounded theory, we initially explore the
salient features of virtual communication indicative of leadership potential. Based on the structural theory of
communication style, we posit that leadership potential manifests in the identity, channel, and interaction
characteristics of virtual communication. Subsequently, we analyze the impact of identity characteristics
through the lens of leadership identity construction theory, scrutinize channel characteristics utilizing a
person-centered approach, and investigate the influence of interaction characteristics stemming from social
network structures. The objective is to elucidate how these characteristics shape leadership emergence
within online work teams. This study expands the theory of leadership emergence and provides a scientific
basis for enterprises to make good use of digital media for effective management and communication.

Keywords: leadership emergence, virtual communication style, identity characteristics, channel characteristics,

interaction characteristics



