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A AT BA G B2 0 80 R ORI R R B A AR A P o 2%
SRR AT AR L, R BE T 2 R 8l . H#E AR
] b 5% ) 55 BE R FRRGE B AT (M B B, B &,
2015),

R kA, Al B FRIEEXR, RET
T IBAT ARG R R B RS, X Rl
W 7R B AL AN B, FREADLESE FHA
REZ A RIS R FIE, YR B kR
T2 MBMCRER . A7 DL H 56 R, X st
TR WO T A R B A R T R 4y, 4R
BRI ERH . WE SN REN B ST R
Sy — 7 1, BB T AU I KA ] 36 B A
B P 2R FA . BB U A B T
AT DA 5 A R U 20 1 R % R R e e B, B T
Bl AT BA 455 15 XoF 20 4% BR 5% 1 )l ik 4T (Dvir &
Shamir, 2003). £ [ irif, A5 $E AT IR

H2b: PR Al 45 5 X6t AT AR 3 i 77 L
A 1E [ 500

H2c: Bl A1 BA AR 38 Bifi 1 25 42 3F N B il
U4 1) B 3
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H2d: PEA B 405 5 Bl AT BA R 36

NAFEE R HRKFR
33 RZ=: AREIVEGSS % RRRRER

N EHHATECIEHF

ARERGy AR TR, A BN
B2 P B Il AL 505 A £ 4 B S A AR BA B
BRI RIEE S ER, H—, KT T
Wb BT RVE T, ©A Y« SO R fif BEHE 22 77
TE— & i Bt . BUBRGE BE 14 T I8 i —Ff 2R 21
RESNAT . AR T] 5 00 ) £ A8 80 a5 1 24 1) — Ik
Bl TR R R A S-S A T R R
AT, BE . LA, BRI Z [
“HEINFET IS R R, B, 2012) 41k, A
WhoE ik B4t & M G FE 8 (social role theory)>f [fit
F18 P B B 0 51 5 0 22 S22 U BRI G I g R R 3
F o AMAIE BE T i AAE ST FIGE B — T 55l
R, P LA T ¢ A AR R ) R P Bl 2 45
XA BRGE BE ST f AR o A BAGE B g ik
NG T H SHEEIRG D, BT LS TR
T A I N [R]—— A 19 L A R PR R N R
B A 45T X0 A BB ARGE B g AR T 56
KT FRARAE B g X 40 0 S AE T, B/ FSE R R
T RECTE . WO E NGB REH AR AT, 4>
B TS W) 45 BT R -5 B9l B KUk 22 5+ (Dvir &
Shamir, 2003; Schyns, Kroon & Moors, 2008; Ehrhart
& Klein, 2001), {HZ IR M BT 20 BRI
AR X, ACHIEFE I A ES AR i AU GE
REAT A, A B SRXT b GAR T A R Y — Fh IE Bk,
HorbpZg & 7 R BT R, 33X SE R B A T AR
FxF BT A, BT, ARSI
AR O B AAE g A AR o, )R AT BA AR G
By 98 3 Y BB B 45 i e AR ISR =R B

AR 5 BT o
3.3.1 XFRINE8T PN

K ZN A LA SC H S A X i 56 2 (leader-
follower) Jg I 58 1 5%, B RE 5C 38 XUy 1A T {0 2L
FENL QAT £ A AT . R AR ERFG v [ S
AR AR AE TR, BIFE EIES T ATE
00 1] 38 2 PP 55— O 1 G R B ok o8 R B R
By EINE, REUAER AT (DY, XIZEE, &
HE, 2001) o X IC R I — T PEH R, G R IR
SlJ7EsR, 3 B REURARAT N T REvE R . ZEXT
BXFRT, MEABNGERE )2 T & i —Fh i A7
H, FIERSRBOGX —17 AR KRR FARE T 5
BRRM I —w—H EHJE LR 045
T T X P Bk A S, AL R R TR A )
W H 5 Ry — N B IES S, %47 H 2 IE T
fro ENRELLBIGFERKMREI T, Taa
Fie IR T 5 0O 0 1o 0 < FRBGE B 2 pm o, 6 AT
A @M, BT A ST, R HBBGERE T
o (AEME, RSO, Jesiog, 2015)0 L b, ABFTE R
H AR R

H3a: XFRINE AT AR Al 2 45 S x5 A
MBI B 7 19 I ) 50
332 @SNAFMEN PN

GFARMEEAT R SR B ER &
JR Y EE A R, AR 1 A2 AT BA B 5 o 4T 3 AT A
REEN B3 B BT JE (van Knippenberg, 2011).
AR R, T JE BT SRR S i Ay
A A AR . A B geds AR M2 —Fh
DGR, — B8 0A N 2R AR A
41, WL, RS IRELKE A0, (RBLIRAT
EiE, SRR AR T . e, 3G
A G B2 % PN AN B A P 1 45 B (Platow & van

BRLEYA |«
Y + +
P B RS P i AN TP
BN
R
XRUR > s
*

5 B =B
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Knippenberg, 2001), W5] 1 5t 5 HARFF—FOIF R
MH PO 3R (van Knippenberg & Hogg, 2003)
A&, NN AR E 6 ol A A FRURR 8 B T T e 53—
Jrif, SRR B, SaTsE L
AT BB 53 B A5 S A (AR B 36 B 13 1Y B A
WERF, 403 A 80 A A BAL B (van Knippenberg
& Hogg, 2003). X THNEBDE ST, Mi1F5 &
ANl AT BA R4 B 53 ) BRAR 2, AR R B R IH S
BRI rpeoFH U IR ) B, P Rk A S S A
N CTR A (=B B e i = N A
05 16 4 52 AT K HAE SR Ml AT B AR AR
No ZE LR, ABFTHH LT R

H3b: ST T A A 855 X
1 BA AR 3B B 7 4 1E 1] 52 1) o

H3c: GUPACRME DA T AR A 650
ANV FEU 3 Bif 7 149 1F 1] 5% 10
333 RURCEEREI DT

TR BRBE A — B ] FF R A RO, 2
MMAFTIIA B B RARER . A SRR
PR S ) BRI (Bastardoz & van Vugt, 2019), R
WO BEGEAS (09 15 B A o 46 11, T AR B B ) By
T RO AN EN . —2&, B
TE8 Bt g X G A AR I R S, AR —
Fh SRS Y TE 1) B W5, A BD TR IS 1 B
AR, T, WIBAARRGE B ) L4 IR T
BN IBE 2 ST A, ST E XA
F S B0 AR W4 A B, B A 3 B v B R
RGN, v — T, SR R RUR O R AR
e MG I U E B RN R . RYRRE Tk B8
0, BUO BB AT IO S H S wiE
SRR, Hh, BRI SR A

5, AH BN X S IREE, RS EEE
PETGF I A IRIIERE TT; SRR —Fh AR
A B THRAMF EHIEREK . L6 0L LW
3T, ARWFIEHE DU R

H3d: FURC 3 BT AS A T BA B G B
XoF P B Ll 29 45 5 B4 1E [] 5200
34 RO ABRGLEGSS S RIRIARIERE

HWEHRDR &G

ARFRIY AT R =, 18R N ERAD
RG22 2R BWGE B B3 R 4. ©
5T H L ORTE R B AR R B < S B B G
FHREEMRTEM, XEDARZER LN
HEMR, ESRIEA N E S SR A B
R R T o BRI, AR A bl A7 E A S
SCAK T R 32 SR R M AR, AR 44T
MR TE 22k A TRARIE S A5 22 5, Wi dET
BRI R (2L, 2013), HIL, AT
—BRE—ESE” (L-F-S)M T3 HiHE LR, A4k 4
N N R e 2 S UR T (S N 3l it <
A TAEGNE . SR H R FZET
BRI AR, RTAES A B TAMAKZ
S b S B e s NG R R e B
(RO A s AT BN 22 7 4 L A A A )22 T 17 45 R R
S5 b ] A A P 2 S P s Ak TR
FERUE NGRR3R, S me v [ Gl 3 ) skt
FEAG R 225, BISHRIINE 6 iR,
341 BRIfRHMERETER

TEE AR5 AL g BN b, AR SE Pk e g S Bt
o E SO (R OK SRR, BOE, 2017,
ARHy, W, 2018). B A G EIRE L THEHE M
O R BRIBURL | 3B SR AR R 25 (Yang, 1995)

TR AL
T B R FAA 2 PP A
< Y
A ENEC C v BB
L
MERER
A\
T BN
At
AT eht

K6 WF5E IR B ALY
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G A A LRI B0 L5 (B EAX, 2004), i b
£ X ST i B S L e €LYy R T
H7, BUWRBATIEREH G X 55 (SR 5 T2
Bl RS0 T 75 0 H B A O, i IRRKZ
RS SR AR B R, SREUBUGE AT s (558
RB T O RE<Z, BIEAL BArS A SRR %
BOR, AT LU B AR i & AL, S IMEBR L
Th, A TEZET LTI, AFREHLUT
Bk :

Hda: I T &5 %S0 A0 A BBl 78 40 X
A AR TR Bt 7 A9 1 1) 50
342 HNEFFZEEEATIER

DA FILD O APRER, MESE
LLR R, BAE B AR TR B T AT BA 22 )% 4
Rl 257 4 B S WL T A 2 3 PR B 4052 3 T T It
HRRBEMNERBRE, ElgRsS—8, 8%
BEEHLD, REMALIT HEENF(Chong et
al., 2015; BRGEE, ML, 2018), X TMARUK
BRETIN T, W22 7 FREE 2 R AR AT B B 2
SR, B B T ATE RS S, A AR B B
JEAI F B (Chen, Chen & Xin, 2004); [Fmf,
BA B 5% 7F e 1 22 1Y SURL T 27 A i g0k, SRS
N [FIBEH 55, X AT T I AN T LA 38 Bl 2T
“BANN B E A QT X T B AFURE
Bt 7, 22 6 RF AR RE S 3l AT BA TR 51 T
TAERR A, (EXT4 K 2500 B AR 25 5 77 Ak
5 45 X5 PT, M R AR A 1 22 ) (Duffy & Shaw,
2000), 4T, ARG LI R

H4b: 1B 22 77 50 23 H 55 4 B A1)l 780 451
XoF A AR 28 Bt g ) T 1) 5

Hdc: A1BA 22 77 450 [ 23 HIL 55 P BBl A0 43
Xof PAT A RR AW 36 Bt 3 1) T 1) 52
343 HRATESHBATIER

TR A5 S B A R R T AR R MR
PR I AR BT B — AR B SRR T, X
AATAT A EE W (Kark & van-Dijk, 2007), i
PR S R A, O E R H AR,
LAY B A5 AR AT B ) 5 R B S Rk, R
L FAFAT R, B AR & S Ak,
TEOCTETEM AR, AhfiTXF RE 75 3R A5 2 M ek 2 2 2]
TRV UL, R T 2 1<kt % 17N (Der Foo,
Knockaert & Erikson, 2011; EH#%iE, 2017),

TR T8, R T A s U e T A

kAR E W25, BT MEARF TR
F&) TN FIHEZE (Lockwood, Jordan & Kunda, 2002;
Baron, 2004), XM T 2414 1 0 [ 40
VA, DR TR T AR ASURN B A B R T AR S A
23R IAS [7] 1) b 34 5 W o MR 90 0 43 oA T U
AR 5 A SRR A — B0 F IR
B, WA MBS I RBUTE . MO
BLAR AV SR, AT A S IR s gt
F) Al AT A A i AR AR R 4y, g LR A o
CNTES T, TS NG rh AR ST 4
RS A B, T B B R R T AR A
BF, AT B G v Al T BAAT Sy e SU S5 Rl e
AR, WE T BB T R B & S
TR O BRGEAS (5 A, 400 ah] A B ) ol 789 450 5 1) T
WMo FET U, At ik

H4d: 5355 £ 0205 A BAFRARGE BE )
X PN ol B 4R R A . L, R R AR S AR
FEAR AL P AR AR BE 7 % P Bl 0 4 114 1
) 55 97 0 R 9T £ a2 L 55 A BAFR UG i T
Xef A o ) b 54 4515 199 1 ) R 1)

35 HIRAE

MR —SFH LT HE MO A5 T
BTk, =AW B e BB —, #1h
[DESIEOE - 1l P o i P | S E R4 2= eI ]
AL AR BRI R HELR, FRELIF RGN AT AR SE, TB
I PN B ol 75 4515 (1) 0 1 25 4 BB B 3 . LR,
8 Bl %) 26 0 52 PR F, X6 AS (] A 35400 ol A ol 119
500 £ I T, #EATIFER RS TR A ZoREEAE 1
20 SAEAT DRI TR AR 1Y, 8N R A4
FERP IR A SO AT N SR BT 4% B o L AREE R,
FRARAT A sl R T 0 IR A R AT 0 2k, A S R B
FERIEE R, SRIE, IR PRSI, 2 gt |
92, MR A %2/ DT MEE R, B R
Bl BT B NS 5 S5, IR T E N
Bl 78 45 S R 2 ()45, T A E T 43R A Liket
B 7 PR .

M B =, i B P B B ol TR 45 S 5+ 1Y B
o iz ASCHLRTE, 8 200 2R QDS R E
AT /AINEEASTIN, 58 B {5 B R A 5, )
LR RIS B IE . AR5, R & i h)
&, PIRERARLRIETE 1000 AL, RIEEX
BRI, A AR A A 3 L 0 A3 i A TR R
4 R4 A RS A PR T
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=, 5HMM T Mg, s
Epitropaki il Martin (2004 7% {1 > P4 J7 SCAE4T
Ry s A g, bl a1 R AR AH T
Tl R N, AR e MR AT B, N A
HURPE LTIk, Bl AT Wsl . B
BRI N\ 3B S 22 75(2008)H & 1Y
P B - J R A Sy v SCA b S 1 = A
K, LIRS IR F R At R A B, nIdE
PEWE R SLAF 5T 2R RIE . AR AL . KA A
UG B4 8 P IR AFF A L SRR B T R R
R Lo AR RS AL S IR SR . PRI OCIR
UGk Sy BT R 4R (BT, I, B
#1,2006); FKIGUR MG ZEG T AETHUF
BURST: 3 ANYEREECGRE T, 25820, XIEH, B
HE, 2018); AL B4 5k H Gupta 58 A (2004)42
AL AR OS5, IREEFFET 62 A~ RIS SC
REARTE WL, (SR AEAN R SCALTE 5t P BRI R
W FETF LI LU A, A Y B A Ml 25 4
EEYE, $0F HI,

R, =, WAREZENREN RS TS
TURE B B R A 0N . A SR RO,
JRIFBEFE, e KA AR g, AR s g — S8
WAE, ARG ARIE & AT AR, (5 B AR
TEABIIMLASEE, BAARSIRIT .

T, WA I N R
M 7R AT S A T e R P A A — A5 E, AR
EYRACA MR RER ., JRE IS BV
B, kN ER (il A B3 RITAS 4588 % 52)
W [F] 00 (4 0 SRR AN 15 1 7 S, B BE 2 0A] 4 -

HW, BnaE ) B R . A il
WAL at . B VYR WL R AR AL
BlARRT S 25 i XA Al el DX Ak AR A B A e
o 8T ARUE 2 8850 HUA R T i, 48 & 7] 4 )
B, AT 9% R S b ) 36 PR U SR B0l . 4K
PR AR AT . B SRl R VTR B AR B H
B LR R ST At AR, AR AR L R RS LRk R
Z AN 5L 44 5, JEAE 44 S bR BN 8 R
J& A PR O R o MR T B A Y XA L
TE ) B KT Z T, R — 13 [F) 45 A E — R ok 11
FRTE, PRIER A 7 — 731 BA B R & Fh o % 1 - 2%
SR A BR RERS AT IO o [0 FE T 8 A R
WA RRAS, b T WA E T, 5 TR
B EE AT RS UL S, R BT g R

TIEME, 56 TG MREGE R
]SRN RS SN S-S YN i I TR Y =2 O i 11N
Z RIS NEREA R E R EE TS
()45, GLFE A BARRAR G B T . G a2F 75/ 8 25 Jo
PR DL R B O B A B PR LA B £ A
UNICPNEE ST =22 (PSS

B e, PEAT YR AL BRI R RS 56 . HLARERAE
WR: ()HAEIFH BRI S G0 ARG S
WFEIEBEAAE . Bt ™ dE sk | $id JC Ik DL DA
T AT BRRRASEAS £ 45 2 3K (141 BA BI04 00 5 5 R
T 3 N TCRRI A, 0 AR AR 2 A 2K
e 800 4%, HIBAJZ AR 200 5%, ()
AT BN PR AS 2 1 A8 S e o AR S B B R
J@ IR A B WBRANE R GTS:  ATBA 2274
Pl R 450 A% 36 1k P J8 AN IR IC R B AT A 2 1
SRR Z A AUE ST A Rwg {8 . ICC (1)
FICC (2), F3 ) A A7t AT BA 8 152 B[] 28 1) —
MR | A5 A A B2 RO A A7 A B 1% 201 1)
22 5 DRI 3R 31 AT A2 U IS AR o 9 £ s AT AR
A SiE A I S i W i 2 EE R T T S A & A
WU B AR [ BTN BE - Q) ik B il A8 it
AMERZ IR A RE. TAEFR. #
K LA A P A T AR Bt [ 4 Sk 9 ol 28 o A
oA )2 T S 436 T BARLASE | AT BA RS B . AT BAATE S
AR TS AR i (4) [P PR R 22 K 5 2 I
AT RS . SR Harman BRI FARG S DL K
0TIE 2 PR AT 0 S G 56 B TR VR AR e R
e VEAS Y KA RLRE, DA E ASAFAE R PR 22 1)
[, R ] 22 2 42 P45 R (Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002),
DA R R G Bl ) 10 1 O 181 A% et e 57 R, 4y
i@ 28 7] F11 £ N J5 2% (Hofmann, Griffin & Gavin,
2000), 38 iz 21 18] Jy 2 b 2 M 5 T DAEA T B
JZWRAIHT o (S) DAL B S TORE R AG TR, 4%
A8 Hofmann il Gavin (1998)fJ &I, AHFFEK
RGN A RORE S, X 4 AR e R AT A (E
Al o KU R T RN IR, X A A S B AT B
He Ak o SRR B HELT A1 AR TR s 2
WAEHLIR, XA A i AT A O AR SR T B
MEJZIR LTI, (6)4 ISR AL . BFsE —
B AR R - i SEAH DA IE (5, TR, 2013;
WHE, FESREE, g, 2016), R AZ M 7
TR AR ARG 565 P e Ll 280 451 5 5 AT AR 26 B 7 174
HRHEELR, it AMOS J# 2800 E P



722 DI = N S

%28 %

H2b Fl H2c, i .k PR AR A 5 55 e i A (R
B ) PR G RABEED LA R LU B AIE H2d; BR
Bl 7 50 Xof A A B 3B i D 885 ) R L R
(Hl1a), >R Singer (1998) 7%, B HLM fin LAsZ
WE. BT 3 BISRIAIAYRT S . H3b A1 H3d XML
e Ll 80 451 5 5 P AR Bt ) A PRSR ) R A
BONE, ¥ ABNZ AR . S %K SR R,
B AMOS #8415 2500 M UL M sn PRI OR
A AR B R OGRS — A
A7 S8 (14 Ay PR G R AR R ) DL B B A A S
UE. H3a Fl H3c X0 P A1) il 750 4515 A4~ A FEUAR
BB 7 B 2 A Rz, Herf H3a R 2R
A 2-1-1 B, H3e X 7 85 J2 R M v A 2-2-1
Al AT M YE Baron fll Kenny (1986) 74, &
B HLM AR YA 50 191 9 22 H0 DA SRR A48 5 B 56 F
H3a fl H3c, #5357 4 BLUSHIRIFIRELR . AFR4 DU
AR 208007 AR 15 47 R i T R N A AN R A B R Y
50 75 B HEAT I UE o ey, Hac R H4d Sy P A )2 T
RPN, 5B SPSS M ASEIEKE; Hda F
H4b S 5 2 YR U A Y, 5 B HLM LA SGIE

4 HLEH

4.1 EHNFHESEILIER

B A Ml B 45 2 A B AN T S e A%, L[]
FER ZNA —FE<PAT B R o ffTIAH S
bR Seam, BT THE S 5, B b
Gt VAW, 5 Bl 2 I 0 B 3 Sl 2 A
S AN 2 R SR o DB X BRAR G BT Y
SiR AN, o ] i A T - AR AR B B
KRR ZFOR FRE R, (MR <3 705
G L AL, 2T R R AT E FRARGE BE
I B e FE R RS A SR T L <R A AR X
T, MELLZR G e s A L AL A B R BRUARGE Bl
IV BT | BT THT 55 AT X R
BEAT B PE T, O SR AR S Bl ) X 401 S 385 9 3t sk
JE” A BEREAR AR h T AMAZ T, BR= ST 5 1T BA
BGBBE /I R R BRI R RN RRRET
MR, 2w T ST AR AT BA B4 15 55 45 1T
SEARE, RAERLF M A A LA, G
HUTHCR Z R R BIRGERE S, SCBA T
JBBE 7 RS X — B S

ABEFEIN A BHT A B LA, S A BT R
SRR WEIEA R BB, R I 7 B IR

IR L ANV IE SRR E, A BT
TE . R EEERGE TR R ER . (D3
WA R T, LAIB R R ot i PN B
MAE LR BB W EZEEE, EREN
it FL B 68 A I RN B B 32 30 M I RE Bl M A R AR
(Carsten et al., 2010), Mary Uhl-Bien %(2014)7E
38 B PRI 534 P ke Y B B 81 Dy T 36 e T Y
WEM R, XN EOR T 8 FRRGE Pl Y
CHRARAN Oy OIE AN R LA A L, T2
AT IR AR . R E AR T R0 b
N R A AR, X AL S 5 2647 H)
5E, MU IR BRE, LR U a] 8 Bl A B AR He 0K
(Eden & Leviatan, 1975; Epitropaki, Sy, Martin,
Tram-Quon & Topakas, 2013 ), [H I, AR5
“grer, AE R R AL A 8 BE ) TR R,
1A A Al 3 Bl 2 2 R Y 40 SR e SR — Bl
a2 BB B4R S, 4 A S 8
RAIAZ R FRBGE B AR R R . ()91 52
TEE 0=, B EIE 6 7N 4 5 AR ARGE B T 1Y 5¢
R, BT BTS2 TR S5 X R 3 B B X
X R, HRYE S EHIE (Hughes, Ginnett
& Curphy, 2009)F1 £ JG 5% My [ & £ (Hunt &
Osborn, 1982), 45K 43k Z WA BG4~ 2 UK
OG5 R E AR A LTS . S5 R R B A, Wi
TGS F B A Ab i SRR, andt 2 3¢
A, 2013)0 WUABIFE S, HOWLE]L 5L
RIAAE SRR PP . A S HLE DL Rl
SR ERHERE, 2012), BHE T ADY 4SS
—BREE AT A LW FHERER, MEHE
MR IR R BRRG M S8 B H B
o 7 J AT X R G B T ) B s, (R AL
A ARG AT 3 5 3B A A S N A, fEAE
S FN3E B 22 18] ) X[ 52 i (Bastardoz & van Vugt,
2019; Uhl-Bien et al., 2014), Xfit, ASBFFE#Ed T
PN BB Ml 78 4R — AR AR B B T L B PRLSR OG R
Y, Sf ) B W 22 )W e 1R 28 0 Bl
o ML B = B 4 v EE S SC A (A,
AR, 2013) HRETE KT 2R 80 SCIedE B B S
(Hofstede's cultural dimensions theory), %53 X%
TEARE RS T A3 E B O BEZRiS (Hofstede,
1980), FESCILLIAL . A5 AL, %
P22 0 R KRR (G5 B R, TR,
2019), XEHNESBBEGF-B G 3T,
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FHR R E BN A A XTI, ARG T4 T
B BE—TE 55 (L-F-S) #3043 HT HE 22 (Hollander,
1978), $2 P ik 5 4 5 - AR B B 1 5 3
PRI RO AL, MIERER . SR AL AT A
=ANITE R E SR BT RO R A
AN R BSAE SR N A 1 N, PRSI R
mr,

B, AR T N B Al Y 40 Y B
=, AN EEA LA T A T8 e b
JTy ARG Iy S MRS ILT #ie, G5 558
B — ks, T s TR BUEH ST R .
P I 0l 764 4515 55 3 i 2 R Y 6T SR 2 5 4 DG
Be, BT LAAT DA oK PR BE s R T T ) AR G Rl
A, W&t &, PIB AL A4 5 B4 Wf L
T EmR? M d, BUE—1a
B W2 A NG 1 25 A S (Mccormick &
Martinko, 2004), PN BB 78 €55 2 i A £ 38 Fifl
FHRA RS A . Bk, AMRSET
A N RS SR B A N A (o 43, 2008; 3
Fik, 2013), AR [ BT SCAE T A0S IR A 4Bl TR
Nj(Offermann & Coats, 2018), & H Py Fafill %145
APE B B R B AR A
#e )y, X H5PEESE S NEIE, B ST
. OREPER IR R —SE, s R T
A A=Al 3B B A X BEAR T 5 RE T W
EE, 5CA8F ML, NERADIE R G
it BA —E R, B T AR STR
FBTEMTZ WA —E N R, RFFRIAHE
A WFFE P4 M i 25 28 WA 4T O SUE R OR A B
b A Y —FP AN R B . BE U, AR
5t 2 JT LA A M R B T 7 A — o 1 2 5 T
EEREIAER— S BT <N Bl & 5 u
FW B AT B RRAE o 4522 BRSNSk
LWL KA — A7, FFAE«vkil g H oK s o )
A, EARRATI A KK PL R 4
P17, XTSI W AETF A IE MR AR
E, HEFEEZ PG, X—W5 0 B E RE T
b 4 DB R 45 B I — T 5 A £ 3 Y i R
B 0 57 M 5 T AR Bl i e 4
FEAIE

Hk, TEBHG T P BRIl Y 4505 1) WG 45 44
HEZR )G, T ok 75 B R 1Y 2 N Rk B 40 5
TNGERE T M E IR, KPR m A~ R

— 2, PN RE M Y AR S anAnT 5 e 22 2 R R R
1y o, FRGE B AT S AR T S Rl A
G

K T2 — ] 0 (400 %o AR AR G B T P D
F 38 B JI A 5T 00 S B AR, — o A R
2 DK, R DL R oy SRR A A 4 a8 e (UF AR
2018); 73 —ER TSR PRI R, e
(Yagil & Medler-Liraz, 2014), {HiX %4k A2 4047
HIRZAREMBNIS . Mk, AR AMS
NS LA S, A T T SR AR
HoR A, WA BEE, Bk S WE .
EMBEEAR P ELXTHZEHENGEL, 153040
SH MRS, Il i X REARED R 1P 5] R
F £ 47 M (Tee, Paulsen & Ashkanasy, 2013), {2
PRSI FE L, B AE RS G H AR BN, B
Ry BN SR AT AN R BT, T At 4 Y A
. RO TEmEE B SO
HIfE B, AR NEA X 7 (Hogg, 2001), B
it 5 T 43 A € TN 45 SR T LLE S A 2 TH
B <IN ) I DA 6, — Do 2 1 Y OC &R A TR]
(Sluss & Ashforth, 2007), 55 —~J&HF 4 )2 1 A 450
S ZE M (van Knippenberg, 2011), BFHA IR )RS
J3E 3 [/ 1T e s 2 3 Bt S5 BB A AR e 4 2 R X
BB B, IREE & HAMAT A, BT, AR
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Mechanism of the cross-level interaction between implicit
entrepreneurial leadership and proactive followership

NI Yuanl; LI Cui?
(* School of Economics and Management, Beijing Information Science & Technology University, Beijing 100192, China)
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Abstract: Multilevel proactive followership has been an important determinant during the growth of startup
enterprises. Existing literatures have emphasized how different explicit leaderships influence followership,
yet the conclusions are controversial. In response to this, based on the implicit leadership theory, we built a
multi-level interactive model of “implicit entrepreneurial leadership-proactive following”. In this model,
implicit entrepreneurial leadership could promote proactive followership of individuals and teams through
relationship identification and leadership representation, while in turn team proactive followership may
shape implicit entrepreneurial leadership through positive psychological capital. Besides, it has been found
that team’s Chaxu atmosphere, employee traditionalism and leader’s regulatory focus are important boundary
conditions of interactive relationship.

Key words: implicit entrepreneurial leadership; proactive followership; cross-level analysis; interaction

mechanism; entrepreneurial team



