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W B RS ERAT A TR KA AR T A s, ARG EAAT A 6 RO, MR ey kAL,
MAA LY RTIBRIPAAR TAARTAF AN, REEARERFHREILAE, T IRRYPZARN T
RO RARTHRAFERNZT T HERBAE LS5O AR, EAGRER IR ZHASR
T heht, SRMNAERTER, MToEEL, BHEELZRLRET R IZERBZHERNARE L
#, REMATARMFEZLGE TN E, MARLHAFRIT, BMELOBERY R, L2 ETEGWRIK
RETZTEPBPRT RRRGREA,

KBIE RFRRITH, BRPE, AEHE, EMER HEZLEL

HES  B849:C93

1 3l
BEE A ASNERIAET H t3 S B 5 8t . A
SEVE . B2 TE SHMITE YRR, U A T

s ALIATIA A FA B e P AL 41 2L 045 05 2Ok
KAT A EMESBRE . ERHET, BEUK

il

SRR, AMUZ BRI, W2 H 5 T
520 (Sharma & Kirkman, 2015), 151 T2 7% A
45 S ¥ A% (e.g., Wong, 2019; Wong & Kuvaas,
2018), AL IR TAE AL AERGE T
B, 23T RO AT B AR JE AT — RN T S
X% Ay B (Marginson & Bui, 2009; Tsui et al.,
1995), A SRAT-F R A BAT HAT S 5L T B,
BT EESE it E (e.g., Epitropaki & Martin,
2005), MMM G TR H T LI
WO B KAk, 2H 2B B AT R B ANAT N,
FFIHEM 5 T A 2 A B2 (Wong, 2019).

MG HE, Bk 2 B9 T 1R 6T R
THERRAES S S EP R EZE, W6 M
(followership theory, Junker & van Dick, 2014), #£
HAFALGEL, 7 TR PR R THRAUS 23
T Mk £ B & 1 (e.g., Humborstad & Kuvaas,
2013), 01 TARAUH R4S 1 TR A el 4
MY AEA T 2T I TR RS 5 55 i R vk
Yo H 0 2020-03-04 TAF(Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013), LA Wong MY,
* [ % [ SR 2 5 4 (71802019, 71801120, 71902061, FIWFFE A A B T A4 S — Bt AR T 5

72073009); FF ERALFHIT T A R4 T H (18Y1C630230); T4 AU S A 2 S G A b ) T T A0

g i e S AR BF L 55 9 (FRF-TP-20-023A2, FRF-DF- DAAE R BRI ST 2538, AR LSS 0 20 SR 453+
19-008).,

45, 2019; EZTE, IMERL, 2019), BAREEEMA
B TERE, $RTFH S 50 (Ahearne et al., 2005;
Pearce & Sims, 2002; Vecchio et al., 2010), ZIifff
GRS T G BT R 5 B 0 TAEZ5 B G,
B TAESIHL . TAESUL . BB SR, Bl TAE
AR TAE-FEERI 5% (Kim & Beehr, 2020; Kim
et al, 2018; Lee et al., 2018; XU/EH, fFaak,
2019).
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2015)0 MG THEAUY BAE B AL T2 i /A 1)
SRR, 2N RSB/, WK
F| £ {6,158 € PR (Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013) ., 43
500258 (Wong & Giessner, 2018), 7% 2=
& (Wong & Kuvaas, 2018)%, I T X LL B 1) ifF
FAAE MR R, AW R, B2 ARG,
A SSUEWF S, RAR N — B A R )
By T 5 40 AL S LR s e, ELAS T8 2 S0 2 A
A (models of expectation confirmation, Brown
et al., 2008) i J& 3B fifi L 18 (followership theory,
Junker & van Dick, 2014), Yy 5 T. 1405
X AT A HEER A . A AT 5[] i
AHOCHE, PR T ERABUN AR FRCR 55 m A
A SEBATAL, AR — B AR R 5
THRBUNE,

ARLER B A R G W TH AU A HE2
W15 DA SRR s B A SC B, R AR T
B—, DMEXTHAEE B 58 KA T J A% BRI S5 %
RIS | &P 1A 53 T A R A5 i R Can ) A5
[ A, 2018; FEmeH, m P, 2020), @il izl
A T HROGHEE M AE G SCRk, B IA T 51 T 0 95
EHBENEEN, £5 THEEHLITREAT
PRSP B R EE . SR, ARG T
BEROHEE N Y AH OGBS, T R Mie . K
RS FES . WV EHIRSE, 45 A HHICSEUERT
FIRT T FIREE anfer B T 5 TRAUHEE, R
Jr gk BARE TR SR LA 4 55 =, A58 3 U 7
KFALBA DT 30 B 45 R R ) A
ROHZE, BAEHEEL .. NROFETTTHER,
PRINT B TRAUNE N SRR, ik — 2
e Bl 51 T2 AUH B A I R SR R 7

2 RIFNHE

21 BMEREX

PR NS EENOCEIIEE
—(Sagan, 1997). Major Z(1995)¥ T4 b iy 28
TE SCH T AE TAEh e TAEE S hsm 2] 1 A
KA BT SES R, X E%2018)
WAk ok B 405 A BAEE S 51 T 82 4t T FF AR RLTE 19
AL R, T B 0 AR T . L%
AU B8 2 T B M e B2 B SR ) B A, AR A
P E B i (role set theory), 0t THEAE N T IEAT, &
JE WA 54 T N R TR AT 5 55 1 1 28 (Marginson

& Bui, 2009), 7EI IR [, Humborstad il Kuvaas
(2013 )4 B3 T A A B 5 SC Ry S0 IO 1% A0 AT 25 5%
TAAL B, (H IR E SOF A 1 M 5t e 92
B SE AT 4 o 545 Major 55(1995) A4 WL s LA K2 X1 A5
FE 25 (20 18) X 471 A Sy R A 2 ST, AR SORE B
TR B E SR TR U A G A (i
FER 8T 0 1 o R B2 5 55 [ A A
FER—Fh S IRAEZR, O3 T4 RU B2 T 52 T 4n
fu 7CHA 5 20 2R i Q5T A DG 1Y AR £ €8 (Labianca
et al., 2000) . AR A SO 57 TARAU R R E X, 51
THRAUHEAEL T2 MERZRE, i
FAUNE L HEAE MR Z R, AN IR] 51 T AR [ 4505
I A R R 8 WS R ER, 5 T ARAUl
BRI, AR, 25
T A S A RO Y S AR ME (Tsui, 1984),
HIAB ) HARN R H SR S S E 7T
TR IR ST 5 MBS N AR, R
Ry 51 TN S 4 455 FE B2 A T T 32/ N 1% R AR
M TAE BB AT L5 .
22 BEWE

HAT, 51 T H AU S D 6 3 2 3 o 2
SF AT N IA ERTIA, 5 LAY SR AL
TR FREIE 8 FI(LFE 1), NEEMEZIRE, S
L F B T AR A (Ahearne et al., 2005;
Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014; Arnold et al., 2000;
Konczak et al., 2000; Vecchio et al., 2010); 2 F1[i]
B3 FH T4 5 ] BAJZ K (Arnold et al., 2000; Yun
et al., 2006); 1 Fpj& 3T H1 BAfE BE T & 11 (Kirkman
& Rosen, 1997), M A[Rl&E R #5150 E, Ahearne
4:(2005)F1 Arnold ZE(2000)Zh i 1) 1 F 9 51 Uk
i (Lee et al., 2018), MIIEHNER, HEHHZER
I e W R BAAT 4 FEAL G A VSRR . TR
245 | TAESZFE; Amundsen Fll Martinsen (2014)t
IR TN % DR RS R S R T
B F Pk T (2008) 58 7 -5 BAA T R A 45
NERESCHE . ARl . AU RAE . 450 B iR
EHl. S50 TERS 6 M4, RE Lk

U FE A (20 18)4 T B3 o 391 R R A BT 3 T TR
WAGL, XA BT B S5 Jy . L B PSSR T AR
BEORFIEBEE o

E SO R TR UM, Z RSB, AU
HRIEZ DT,
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x1 ASETAHNE

lEa JAK i jir &l
Ahearne %§(2005) A BRI TR, RitR S| RKEASGHWE ., [T 371
Amundsen Fll Martinsen (2014) ~& EESES N3 S E; 76
Konczak %:(2000) A WATFH. 5t/E. ARRISEHIE . FESZ . HEESAHSEEST 380
Vecchio %(2010) A B AT, MLatEE . AR 100
Zhang Fl Bartol (2010) Ak PR TR, RiERESY | REABSEONE . A EMH LR 79
Arnold %£(2000) AMEMIBN BEREGT R S . R R S HGRHE . O 380
Yun %(2006) A BN —— (SR —_
Kirkman FlI Rosen (1997) T BA ——(FAYESE) —

e WGBSR TIR T web of science, REFTEAE

WFEAE BRI Rk B R IRAIE T4 SR AU T 5
ARG U A T R G A A
405 )5 LAY S [F] (Cheong et al., 2019), {HX} T4
FEAT RGO RHE, BT AR A

T BAUH R 0 75 R —, Y@t ) 4
JrACRME, TERWEA SRS,
M2 g A A 8T iR, B, 5
TRAUHEE S Ahearne %5(2005) 455 524X
TPohER, E s a4 H FIE RSN L
BUH R, B a0 <30y [ 905 Bl 36 21 i 76 19
H AR S e SCIR 2 23 =) 5 bp 59788 < B TRy
- 2 B F B 3 A bR 2 A ey SCHR B A F H AR
9> (Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013; Wong & Kuvaas,
2018) A W G AR AT N B F R I = D L%
FUWE, FEWTRR: (ODWNNERER, &E
3 A Y [R) A T R R A RE A B A TR AU B
NSO RAAT RN T —EG QM
W AE, MREZHE MRS, Eid
['] 500 22 ) 30 R —Ab A WD R, R A BR &
FMI T E . PR A R D>, B Y 2
FIPEAl T SO (B 2078, g, 2015), K
Ok AT LI S A R A 00 4 25y S G b A 4 01 T
WNE I RS, G)NERR I #RBORF, T
Ahearne 7 (2005) 41 B2 AL AT O i R g 1) B2 T
FAUW BB R A5 R4 (PR 0.855), [HAE
SEEBINEER S JOTM T, FEREECH
0.53), T REMY I KR B N A Y BRI v 3 BORE T
'] 5 P 0 £ 2 R o v P A s O

3 ERMRSHEIRME
O 52 E BF 5 2 2L 5L TR R — Btk

(congruence) f F % 1+ 51 T 4% AU 28 () 48 F &SR,
) VAT SEUEAFIE O 1 51 T3 ALY B8 A0 Al 37, 22 W) i
TE AL . A 551 TS0 T 32 U0 B8 — 3ot it
FEZES N TILF: —5&, WES5KEH—8
P, BP 5 TR AU B 5 G B AT ) — Btk
Horr S B AT 9 I £ 538 B2 T4 (Wong &
Giessner, 2018) 54015 A 1':(Wong & Kuvaas, 2018);
TR, VPR, B TRAUHE S
SR Y 5 T 42 AU ¥ (Humborstad & Kuvaas,
2013; Wong, 2019), B T4 AU —BEmF 58
WREIR e RS AR E e, B
BLL NI 0 a3 ok S I AR 8 R 2B NS S TN
MAEAR G S ), AR 04 IR AT, B %6
AR EARNE, RIE 0 I & T2 A AH
WA (R 2).

31 RBEEELHATRNHAEFEMNE—H

=TT
311 ABEEEE
£ 46,15 58 S (role set theory)JE A W 45 A0 45

(DHLE—T ARG, WA 0R N5 MO
Y (Katz & Kahn, 1966); (2)54kH L1485k i) 45
— RS T I — R 5 SR E 2H 2 b At Bl 5L Y A
AR, A2 B8 T 3 S o 0 1 B AR A N R
(Katz & Kahn, 1966); (3)-1A&2 54500 £ A
B N5 2 (Katz & Kahn, 1978), —J5 i, #
T Z BT A AR 25 I8 B0 413 19 #6401 22 (Tsui,
1984), 75—, hF&hER. MEEFER
R, G — & RO MEGE IR 5 T A )
Y (Katz & Kahn, 1966); (4)X4MAK & H O Xl
NI B R o BRI, MRS SR T
HEAEAT M (instrumental acts), 1AL AL HC
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®2 RIBNHEEXHRLERR

o HE# (E 1) F i e

W Wong (2019) GOTRERNE DB B VS R R AT RO

—HE BURRAIB T Q-8 VS 15— AT ()
L]

Humborstad £/l o TR BU

Kuvaas (2013)

OfE-EmA—E VS B A—5
OWE—F VS WIER—F
SR BT @j—f—5 VS 1B

LATRIAT N (N)
OB (o). NTESIHL(H)
FAEBRIN) . NTESIHL(+)

L MG FIR 5 VS BAEA 5 BRI . WS
W 5K5 Wong Ml Kuvaas 51 T 424U OPIE—5L VS PEAR—F TAEWEENS) ., OHBZA(NS)

—FtE (2018)
BRATH

Wong I Giessner 51 T.4#Z U2

ih

BTRAIS Q-8 VS -5
(61 = N VA </ 1% N
OB —5 VS WEA—5
(2018) G EITHR @8 VS [Tk
Of-FmA—E VS B A—5

TAERBEENS) . OHEZFL(NS)
TAEW L () L BEAL(NS)

HAERIG T (-) . SUFHRNE)
WAL TIR S(N) . 404 3 (N)
BT RIS (N) . 400545 3 (N)

AR ONRR TSI —B0E R A B e MR OMAEER TSN —BUFOLT, 508 S0 RA Lt
HHROMNE AT S RIFMA S, AR TIN5 0L D0 & TS IR0 1 He g, VS AR BIRN R Lo, +18
RMHE TR, RRMERTEE, NARRE MBS, NS REFEZBBEA AL

i) 7% Il (Katz & Kahn, 1978).
312 HEXMRERLEL

£ 6 B A T RAUN S A
PRVT 51 TR AU ER 5 400 5 BN 1) B3 T BB R 1)
— PR TARYE . AR AR R E B, — 7,
E Ab 2 2 1 A AT 2 T I 20 20 v A A B
M) (B8 (Katz & Kahn, 1966), BIFE7E 5 TR}
SFMRAOHE; S —Jrim, MEERSEmMAMA
R R, RO TR AU R 5 4 B 5
T B 2 [ 74 22 7 (Katz & Kahn, 1978), %
F1t., Humborstad #l Kuvaas (2013) & K42 H T 6
TEAUHEME, IR SRR AR R T4
BOWEE S B T RAUN B A —SU 1 5s, IFiE—28
KV — BN, BT B A% T A e T A 0k Y
110 (Weick, 1979), BEAKA BRI, A TN
TESHL., MSS0Fm A R TRAUHEN, 44T 5
T Z Pk il & A 3 A (Pearce & Sims,
2002), fi45 3 T HIIG BT 22 AN M, A LT 4T
MG 61 TR AU S, B T BRI sR . 5 IH
B, AT —2 4S5 TRAHE S
BTN —SUE LR 14 51 TN e sh LK
o, PO AN G i Al R AR, AR RRAR R T
AN-TAEVCEL, FZm bl T4 N BARSEI, W #H —
O, By T AU R R B ) AR L RE, Y
TE B H145 )% &% (Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013), 7E

—EFEE I, Humborstad fil Kuvaas (2013)#i /& T
A E e, FoZIe I A i — 2 R
TR 5L A R 5 B T SRR A a0 B 2 )
225 %0 51 AL DA O o) 1 2 e

G EIRE] 0 TR AU B 23 ke UL 45 2R,
{H AT YT A BOR B A TR AU T,
RTEIERE N . MIEMOREHRL, Y IMEE
I A X B At B BRSO R T SR AR A, S
i A & R B H T 24474 (Katz & Kahn, 1978) . 3
F LiRiB 4, Wong (2019)4& B, 4005 51 T
BAUNE 5 i THRAUNE AP A - S ME 5
T EATmMAT N, AT mAT A 4 FARER G,
A A 1A 3K T 55 ) v BR S A R 5T R 30 4 ok 19 AT
4 B b i (rational persuasion) . UF i ¥ Jil
(inspirational appeals). X2 KH B FI Y
Z SR T 5 TR A E 5 00 L E (Kane
& Montgomery, 1998), {21 i3 T H A, 45—
PUTARS HARYE . 51 T 8 FRARE R E 10 /5 ik
KR, FEAST-5 TS BARME S, 41555
T2 1) Y B Bl S %6 (Weick, 1979), X5 9 #%2
RO 25 57 A AT Be R o, i 1 FR AR IR 1Y
5T B A W A9 45 6 B 1] (mastery  orientation)
(Rawsthorne & Elliot, 1999), fi 0 & 541 %X} #%
AN 22 S S BRI AR B . 2 3 TR AR5 Y
BEBONFN—BUnt, 0T EAOHE S, Bm +
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i AT AT o R B Oy AU S Y T
A5 E 5 sh LB (Amabile et al., 1994), ]
ST SREE Z AL, GFE IR & R
THEAMER, BESA TR TEZNA EMHME
I AL ST (Bckert et al., 2010), J:T Ik, Wong
(2019)i s 41k T H AT RN Z, 51 AES EK
P, BT ARMBER, VR T A Hie, W
AR E BRI A HE— 2P B R T B AT
RAFERLE, DL R AT A5 AR S X O R
BEiRE A C A EIER R THEHMET A,
32 HERZERUATENHPESHFE —

MR
321 HAEEZEER

PR B 7% 22 P (met expectation), MATE
TAE A ARAT A B BT B AR 35 5 S BB A A 22 R,
£xpe i HEA VK 2 (Porter & Steer, 1973), HHAVk %
PR I SEAUL LSS - ()RS B TR R A 7R
VUL T & IR, FInETm . BH. SIRXR
& ()R] B3 X AR v i A <2 Jil > i) LR
A Q)EBUR R TEMGR OSSR G S Z
B MO f sk, ISR A B, SRR
W FEIFHA RS, Tttt AR, WEiE RS
AR TR R . dHE8URIE. T/ESRL REH
IR 7 B (Wanous et al., 1992), A& RFEAL LT HE
B, HEOHYERGFELRGIE, WEERE
ARV 22 7 2 R 9 45 48 B (Brown et al., 2008).
WeAb, HETN RIS, E BRI AR % (2017)
HE—25 & B IR 22 45 45 AR R BB 2 1 TH ARG
2k, AR PR R, SR H B IR R

SR AR v 2= MRS A B BARA RS ), A
TAFAE LA S BR (Brown et al., 2008; Irving &
Montes, 2009): (1)Ff:5 B A4 AE F )5 (A 508 i
FHTH R SRy, g g
B BN TG, 3 2 R S R 2 0 S SR I A (2) M)
Pk SR T RN RA T RIFE 2L
Q)V&A IR AR B R MO0 T, BAER L X
R AR R . X LR m R, Brown 4
(2008) % Ji& H 31 B2 % 22 52 R 114 09 B2 DA A Y
(models of expectation confirmation), #t T =%
BRI . R — R R (disconfirmation model)
FAH (B 7 (1deal-point model) LA Bz {4 5 ik — 455 %1
(experience-only model), AN—FHIR R A5 A4
JE RIS 5 FETI N — 2, AR S R R

WA S R o Z BRSS9 TAE W=,
AR T 0128 S R AR B, X Rl 2 2Pk Y
FRAE A 3L T — 2 M (congruence) BAE, AW
LAVE X IR R AR LR 1Y, AT AT 0 R S AR R
— (I v T ECE AR T ) ER 23 SR AR A A
PN o REGME— B A Sy HUA =5 5 IR 5 52 e P41
AN SRR TOC, X2 B i K08 1Y A7 AE
AT 35 R U0 TE B 2 T B2 J7 . Brown 4£(2008)
$2 0 A B EE A DAL I A A = A AR T 1
IEHESE, FORRIE T ARG 5 A LR DG G
Wk = AP AR
322 MWXHMRSAR

BRI 22 B0 R IE ST R TR AU B T 5
TR, RVEXT LSS ARR S HEIHE, R
BB R, AR 22 R,
TAESE R R AT A B (AN 45 2 7 4R AR),
IEH 3 Tl EB AR SRy I 40 B A P ) BT 1 S 5 E
(Oliver et al., 1994), TN RS T 5
WS HA RN Mt T 2% Wong
Kuvaas (2018)7EHR T I TAAUN B 5 R 24U T
S — B R BT AR T = AN e R, 45
X T Brown %5(2008)52 i) =R RAAL, &
T AR S T A — BRI, 3k 2 R
AT N R — P B 44T, B T A
WA — SRS 25 F BB AU 2 —Fh
P MO EZAURE T R — R, TR
SRR AR — SR R 08 12 T D1 T 0 B4 ASURK,
X AT RESE: R A A TE 2 8UA 5] /2 IR (Spreitzer,
2008), A = FEAGHEE R 5T T AT LA A 48 3R
1537 Fr(Humborstad et al., 2008), &A% T X 5 3240
SR BLAh, FIE TR K, RS R
—E, 0T BRI EEXT O BB U R,
BT B 7 A~ M X 405 ) B2 B B8 22 rp A OKOT B
MR R 48 A SIS BREUKTE . SRR E,
RN RSO H0 3 J5 00 5 AT — 2
PR PR HE T — A HESE, EXTT IR BN
B [ o A 5 SR A e 3 TR — AR A
Frift— 28T,
33 SN LERMATEINRESEHLE —

TR R
331 WMSHEEiL

44573 25 P8 (leader categorization theory)f&

WA R E 2 H 8 2 — (Lord et al., 1984;
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Lord & Maher, 1991), HAZ.LW A A (HFFIN
‘Hl(leader perception)7E 40 F 1% £ | 4054 J1 K 1 LU

e A0 40 FE B A f4(Lord & Maher, 1991);

() & T A A Cr W E ST B L (implicit
leadership theories), 7£#E4T 0% B T AT,
FET P B 308 1 D B s, X B AR
RTE P B 5 B 3 Al AT DR ALY . R T
PR S B (O FR 4 T JE BY, leader
stereotypes) & —FIA AT B 2, & LT 05 76 1 L
TR RPN E A 2R, NZ R
JEFERYAT A (Lord & Maher, 1993), M52 M40 S
G T Sl B UL R B S S A R A
(Shondrick et al., 2010), Ju H & 240 8 450 G470 5
N BT ER R — BB, 53 T2 6 40 A i B 1)
#r (Epitropaki et al., 2013; Lord & Brown, 2001);
Epitropaki Fll Martin (2005)W &3, #}E40F17 R
SNRBINEBEARA-ZIER TS -0 TXRSE
fb, GkT e 61 T TAES S 5 Rk
332 MHXMRE&R

ST 4 S PRIE BR OR 53 TN PR AT T BRI AR AR
BRI EE M. Wong Ml Giessner (2018)
FET T IR, O B TR BN AR Ak
B —FAEE S, B TSRS R T RHERT
EZ I AT A AT R (Lord & Maher, 1993), M
R T XS0 S /AT P . BRI S, 4
SR EHATH G 0 T RO ERICECRT, 463452
BAT R P N AT (laissez-faire behavior),
RI4 5 20050 TRk . sbkni A 25, 550 T4
FRim it 2 B T AR AT, BUEEAT A T
2P T 5 TR A RO 0 F A, X
S A S S R AT R B TARAOH R,
Lo )t FERAN . AR 5T T IO S T %
AY45 547 4 (Hinkin & Schriesheim, 2008); i 24 51
TRAHE R T FRAAT I, 5 T21A R
WA LB R A C TR, R — P
Sy (Skogstad et al., 2007), 40543 Rk I ke
TSR ST AR A D e SN 1P
(Douglas & Ammeter, 2004), FL$E 51 T 450 . 05
AT, G0k ) %5 32 & WLHE b (van Knippenberg &
Hogg, 2003), A W58 R F 12 TR Y 43
AR, Rk TT LU 2B R TR B UE iR g
W] M

BRI S, ANE R IE— SO0 2 M8 51k

3 —3, 0TSSR E -SG5 T
A R AR R W, ARG AR DR L 4R TN
TESIAL . #2540 A A E A (Humborstad &
Kuvaas, 2013; Wong & Giessner, 2018), X7 & A—
HAVTHCHES, PR — B E SR T T
FT SN AR B ) — B(H: UL L (supplementary fit),
T 1A 28 15 A 56 — S0Pk o8 &2 b (R I AE 77 2R 48 1Y
H M VT E (complementary fit), BEA IR — B %
BT ARFEA X FHY L FEE S, EA RN E
ML AR R e, B AR S AN
RHIE (Kristof, 1996; M, 344, 2019), G542
PP IR — B R R i — 9 R T A -4 4T
BUELIE, VRN —Fh—SPEDCh, EREMSREILA T
H AR O], $ETF 5 TR N 7E S AL (Humborstad &
Kuvaas, 2013), 5% 5 45 DE T2 48 A A 0 D 4
T 25 R S s 45 M DT R (Kristof,
1996), 03 T AR N T 5% T TAERRIE i)
58 EWMHNER R, MAFEEIT N2
WA TR 5 RMEERR, FR-HHH
B AMAE VC HC BE S 4R T 5L T R (Kristof, 1996).
{HJE, Wong il Kuvaas (2018) 8 5% - 1% 4 UE 52 31
R 5 RIS (1 — BOME X AR RS2 R T A — 2
W IR B . 7T BE B A B A2 L R A 5 R A D
(N=114), &%= E T FEs%, XthE
TR JESEAT LU — P IAiE RS,

4 HREE

TR TE T3 T2 A SR 00 S B T oA A A e A L
A LA B KI5 maE AT R A S . — 2,
T A — SR AT, R,
RIA VRN, TFBREHIS S E MRS
IS, B0 T BUHEEAE ) — A E B RS A b
KRBT, RGBT AR R SR HACR (LR 1),
41 ETHRGSER, FERTFIUHENN

EAN

A 57 T2 A0 B ) R 2 o ) g ik,
TR 20 e —Fh o IR, A R
WM 5 — i ——<dE B IR, B AT AR
FIIE T2 R, A A DA BB A R e S A R R
B o A0S B ORI T A ) P B4 3 BLie
TR NS AT W EZEM(Lord &
Maher, 1991), P9 F400 BE A [R] 400 5 4 o
. HESSHE, ANSESAMMERETRT



52 W FroE A BT RBUHER RN B I e AL 359
n RIS
m (S E KM
m FRBAER
m GSH A ISR E
BT O
i m A
m G PR R TR o A-=IGAL
FEE A . Bl o
O SR AGE Y > WAL > O LRSI
! 04T SAE] o iR
o SR — o LA i
AMEEE m B T A IFRRBOHE SR
O AR o 4L H B R ITYI;%%}%
okl 7| 0 RS m AT,
o KA E% o 4EBE3: TSR
o BEJIIAGN 7 HEEEX
Hity
RN GE- il a22350)
0 TAERRUHESITE > OBRETR > 0 SR BHITH

P B AR R TR AR ]
BORRUE . fEF R, SEMRCAMNTR, ORI MNARRIITTNE, X ARAEAMLgEE, SL-RRCAHR, ELR
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The effects of employee empower ment expectation:
The underlying theoretical explanations
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Abstract: Most of previous research on empowering leader behavior has adopted a leader-centric approach
to examine its effectiveness. With the arising of followership theory, more research has emphasized the
importance of examining leadership effectiveness from the follower-centric approach. Expectation plays an
import role in management. Employee empowerment expectation refers to a set of norms that employees
perceived about the responsibilities and obligations the leader should shoulder in terms of empowering.
Based on reviewing the concept and measurement of employee empowerment expectation, the main findings
from several theories such as role set theory, leadership categorization theory and met expectation theory are
summarized. Finally, the future directions are discussed from several aspects: the validation of measurement
based on implicit leadership theory, the logical framework from followership theory, the mechanism through
integrating related theories, and the antecedents of subordinate empowerment expectation from the
perspective of expectation management.

Key words: leader empowering behavior, empowering expectation, role expectation, followership theory, met

expectation theory





