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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

“IHEE" L= “HhiB”? MSBFERINITAMN R T
TAEIT AW TSI IR T

mkE R #H T W
C VIR K EBRFT 2B, BUES 611130) G E AR K235 3 A 24p%, dLaT 100872)

H B AKFAZFRAELEONTRK, AFEZERTAR LR O ETEHE. RAh, AEXTHS
FHRBAT AT ARG ESTS—KEI., AT LEARIK AT HRBAT AT R L6 #h, A TFRRES
Wit, RAWNMETMEHRAATH AR Teg R TS Hrapkl. Bhmz, F—, AT HRAA, BN
HARFH A R TR TR, BRASHARFHRBAT A = A 49 IRAEAZVG Fo i d27 i E R AR, 4R B R
IR G A YR RT)SAA ARG F =, NS EABEAFRFHBERATSA, HiHAFHE R
AT H A5 AT A 89 B AR R T g A Sl =, K3 & A A AR A AT A TR
AAREF ., AT ST, PP IAEFMN, AT H BT A RIS 0 Frn, B LS HER
NEGRENA, AT T AFHBRBATH R Ta) R rmpusl, A —2 B ikf FERE L,
KEF AFHBEAATH, TREAEE, THEFMH, /LR, FHEL5

5SS B849:C93

1 PRI 3% H) 9 TAE /N 4L 5% 4 (Amnold et al., 2000;
Chen & Aryee, 2007), EERZAE Y A By SUi T R o
st P U, capes s 0 &;gkagﬁﬁftﬁ%
— 3y, RIS IRRIMI S, |l o e o T
4 e 18 037 2 I 54 R AR Ak 2 Rkv DN A
SRR T . 2019 4E O T A FEARRY E FEE A TR HUR [ 34T S (Arnold et al.,
X ’ . 2000; Sharma & Kirkman, 2015), 7EiX—BH 5 5t
B T OB T B, 5 R R 0 TR BT AL U
R TR T (g o SRR A L B i
o \‘ s ) . N “:QX\‘ W :TM B AT AT A (Leadership empowerment
&*%%ﬁ/\ﬁﬂk%gﬂ KRBT 257, R TR havior)f& | A7 4 s P
g ; . \ A behavior)f5 LA =4 o 40T H AT A EFESE
BUTACLRVE I BT . A 507 i 0 TH O A 25 e ST
. N . o , PR RISz s A, B, R H TR
R, R BAE S TRRBAR WS, e e g
BRI AR, NROFEEEE, 0] ‘géﬁﬁﬁé%%%aﬁézaiﬁrﬁ%
MR TR T A RHLS, W R T % S, by ﬁf@mﬂjz‘ﬁﬁgg -
A1 e LB ML T A B, A B s ARSI TARAT 55 i S
RS0 " K=o S, SC (Leach et al., 2003), [ PNAMEE IS4 T4
ROWSOR 5 T, V24l IR SRS, K

— , - N BT A T R 235 ST (AN Chen & Aryee,
I 40 25 K SE =Y AR N2 n
ARG SRR RAT AL (H A 2007; Schilpzand et al., 2018; T#§ %, 2008), ik

N HA B TR T B TR TAE R B (Chen et al.,

Wik H b= 2019-12-27 2007). {5 T A1 (Zhang & Bartol, 2010)FI41
* [E R HARLE R4 T H (71902164; 71802015) % Bl .

ZUNERFT N (Lietal, 2017)%, 40 AT %
RS S BT TR, B A i, o e 1L etal, 201 SR T
BEVEE: &4, E-mail: zhaokl@ruc.edu.cn BT IR 5 W) 2 B e e e i BT 0 3
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A (Lorinkova & Perry, 2017) . N#F 5 HL(Zhang &
Bartol, 2010) , H 3% A&/ (Arnold et al., 2000) 15
1% 51 T/ TAF JE J1 (Laschinger et al., 2001)%H4)
GINY LR (ST

RS G R BT J i WO 23X 5L T
AR R I, SR, IR R 22 1 RIS SR A,
WT B AT WA BARE T, S5 T A4
THAEZ A, A BUA Tl B FF AT AR 45 (Conger
& Kanungo, 1988) . #1435 A 14 (Lorinkova et al.,
2013)F1 TAE M4 (Lorinkova & Perry, 2017), —
SesEF AR Y, AR R R Y 7 A T R IR TR AL
3T R ) B T AR AR TR 7 (Cheong et al.,
2016; Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013), 4, 4i53#
FEAUAT A 097G 0 3 T i A2 3 202U 5UF0 R S8 Xt
FEA 4 57 75 R 1 5% Wi (Lorinkova et al., 2013; Wong
& Giessner, 2018), X EBAF5Y Jhy T 4 [f7 B 400 5
FEAAT R R T2 PR TR 25 1R R, BRI,
UHSRAFAE—SE AR R A )R,

B, B E T XS BT
FEURK 5% ) 60 30 AR 5% Tl 4 47 SRR PR, 3 BB 43 F
FEIY e AN —3K ., B4, Chen 45(2007) % BLAT T4
BT A B T3 T TAERI, Conger
Kanungo (1988). Lorinkova %5(2013)0] /& B 45 -
BHEAUT RS TS AHIE, T Staw T Epstein
(2000) I AIF 5 36 I 4003 3 AT M 5 SR Mk
ARFR HGEX LR —F0UR I A= (W JiL A, Cheong
(2016)48 th, T BAUT 2y ] e R B A7 AE AR
R W R AR R ), SHEISUHE BT G150 19 7% U,
A BETE A I | VA B R T AT R I RRE
HHT, 1A Cheong %53 T IIFEMF 5T T 401 4 %4
TTRB I EN 752 m, ZFE s R R, GiFH
BERUT R A3 00 T H IR AR B W R, 25 5
TRk TAEE Sy, WX 6 T TAESS0™ 4 W)
SIS SR, A FEATI IR A BRAR G- i ik T 451
FHRBAT RIS ALE . BRI,
Cheong %548 1 S0 F AT A I F G, 2
Tt P16 (Conger & Kanungo, 1988) B 1" FUAk 52
W P42, s H A FE A (Langfred & Moye, 2004)
A BEE (Kahn et al., 1964) )8 T 1 ) i
o RS RIS X 003 35 BAUT RN 1 43,
AR BEMAR AR I 150 BH < XU TT 8134 o A7 HE ) R,
A W O IRAR I o 125 . A0 3 BEAA T K
2 [F B A FRAR G i A AR 2 2 Rk, A T

B AR 8 ML 58 0T 2 B AAT R B <L T 81 R,
ALERETH WG, SIS HRZAT N
ST H ) R S el 0 T A 5 el ) XU (AR, DA
SR U AR AR T R3O A . AR SEH
FHF G LR A7 H12 (Conservation Resource Theory,
COR) (Hobfoll, 1989), #iH#ZFL 245 5t T [F
R BFIRARAF RN, 5| B MBE A2 A i
HH AR (BB AR DL

FOR, A TR ST 5 4B #0285 1 4
T H WA ARG, ShAS A R T 4R AL
11 R B4 787 ), (5 H AR AR A OF S
PTG & Sh SRR BT A R . H
IR Z KT & AT HOTIE, B AN
— PR RS T KR, RIS S R AAT
I ETERA A IR ISR E o SR, Ok B2
PP 6 I X A S A TR AR R, A
ﬁ@ﬁ@%&gjﬂﬁ?jﬂf%ﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ#&@ﬁpﬁ(memann
et al., 2015; Schilpzand et al., 2018), FETsh A,
C A DRI E TR ER 40 B H B AT 0t
TR, RIS & AT A B S 2
BGRB9S AR AR A, TS R BT
7 M (Schilpzand et al., 2018). $Xifi, HHEAFFEAIR
Ty z, HAONE TR U E 5 H B AT X
ARG W, R, AR S ST
FA 005 7 ik H AR AT R 2 A 23 X B T 7 AR <X
TSP HLE] o A, Tepper Z5(2018)45 Hi, 40
BT RSB AN, 2] 51 T A A 1]
MY o SR, BRTARESE M AR . ST E AR
AT S 9 H 3B 3 A R B OB BE X B3 T 7 A AR
GHB)FE A 7 38 S H I Sl 72 B2 B0/ N B RE X 53 17
AR )R 2 PRk, T L i SRR AT,
PRUT T 5 B AT g 1) H O 3 72 B X B3 TR 52
W, 5 bR, AT S s AL R U AL
TTNIREGE, B BRI SH 5 H AT
WIS AL, DL S E AT 0 H K
SRR EEXT A TR

R, A T4 BAUAT 4 B SR 5T
H, MUEE T OG I RRE 1O LH SUIE SURRIE, 2 T AE
FEXT B 25 01 57 R R B AT e
A W AR 52 W0 ST 5 AT A R A1
SRR N, FESOEMHNFRE I SRR,
HYURFI(L et al., 2017), TAFAE S5 HH1F (Faraj &
Sambamurthy, 2006)% . #R1fi, R L W HF5T#H
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TEUG SR AR XS <3h 25 i 57, BT AR S Y 52 0
(Koopmann et al., 2016; X%, X%, 2017), B&F
i 2 O A BEAR B T TAR X A A 52
W (Crawford et al., 2019; Koopmann et al., 2016;
Morgeson, 2005), =Wl TAE R 541255
AN BEAVRIAT o SR, 45T ) AR A W AT
SRR Z XSS R E &, SFEIAIRITEMR
UfHb 12 AEAE XS B AR M UG S, B Rhak
TAEFAF A, 2 QA] 5 e 400 AU T R
FULAT AR BRETAFSE oA LI R LR
ARG ST, F2 B2 R o AR S 18 A TR e
— 1 & SUFIPY i (Morgeson et al., 2015), B, A
T EE SN ST SURE AT X 5T,
A B BT AR SR RN TF &
ARR Y NS 1 3R, I IRDTTE ST & BT AR 5
TRy S sZma L b, AR B R0
g T PR LA A = R Y ), A
FEAIE T VS VR (A7 3138 (Hobfoll, 1989), #Ri40 T
BTN 5L TS5 i L] . HAA
H, #—, BT COR, AN FHZITH
Xof 574 7 A < I) 8 5 el 1) el R AL i S A
B, NS SMMIRGTE, KitoieEGH
FILH B AT A 52 A5 (R AR A AL < XU G S ma pL
i, DL R UG F AT A 0 H O S AR BE X BT
R 5=, MW SUE 5, IR T
Ve E ORI TR, T 56 T b S S50 A
HUNAERE AMEERF, BHE 0T #5324
AT R B3 L7 Az XU 80 sz AL o, TAESE
PERT RAEWAERT o 8 LTk, AR5 B1ERE T4
— M FLE COR, MERSTIZNEMAM, Ry d:
G EH BT X 5L T RT3 L

2 MERERIE

2.1 MEERDUTAMEX

H i TS E AT MO E A& W
FRALAR, o8 T T A [ A A0 A e e AT 1
X — Rl N SUE BRI AL, KOl H %
AT R Lo “SU# A LN T o, i
& AE S8 I T AEAT 55 A S 2 P SRR T 1 52
(Leach et al., 2003); 5 —Fh 3T 5 TIRFNAG
1, 5 AL B TN ke 1 U B FIR RO,
I8 H AR O BLEZAL (Conger & Kanungo, 1988;
Spreitzer, 1995; Thomas & Velthouse, 1990). Leach

SFQ003)TFERM, F T SR A EAL, 2l
T M MR .0 BRAZ AL (Psychological Empowerment,
PE)FI [ FRALARER, M MARMAT M &S, Miith
HEZFILANIE TSR AT G R, H
B XHE T = A S . AR BB T
— R, U 57 A S A R E A TN .

MWHLE AR T IR, T EHBAUT e
A AE 2P B — 5 Mo AR 14T 4, 38
AER T R B RIS . HRAE FIRR . R
85 5 R0, B AU T AT (Amold
et al., 2000; see also Ahearne et al., 2005), 405 #H %
BT A TSR T E M B IS ST
3l B3R IR A IR BEH RE (Pearce & Sims, 2002),
TR HE I3 A F 1T (Vecchio et al., 2010)0 3%
TR A SRR A RE A R E R L2 . 3 SR A
ARERE, HSEAENZPTE PR (Kitkman &
Rosen, 1999). 2=F AR & MBI IEE R, X4
SERPAT A ENERERT TS, B
TR SR 92T 1z ds A 4 B2 3] 434245 Konczak
£#(2000) . Arnold %%(2000) . Pearce I Sims (2002) .
Ahearne 5F(2005)1 [ P 2 T 45(2008) Xl 4311
e . FRFRBAT HAEEERN LRIk 1
i
22 GSERWITAHAMEME
22,1 WMEHFFEUT AR

T AT R B P F AT BT H
SCHEEESD, ARt A B . BUA TR ER 4 A
WA, FIBURIANME = A ZER, 3 T 455 A
170 YRR 0

WAL RRINE . SR FH BT A B T2
THEL B, B0, Carmeli %5 (2011) TS £,
GG B BT NS SROE M, X R
1o 7 T BAAE A At AT %) B 7 R 0 2 18 W 1 PRIHE A
PRk, JFdE— 2B HESh T BN R 2 AR B A
e, BAEMILFIPR, AN, X —RREREH
AN B 58 = ) IR BE AN S M B A R,
BT IR 2145 B K 1Y) & S (Ensley et
al., 2006),

MBEIBNZRRINE « S F BT BT
) A BA 45 %% (Lorinkova et al., 2013; Srivastava et
al., 2006; FiKui %, 2009). W5 £, X—50H
T2 B 5 141 BA 36 75 BF (Kirkman & Rosen, 1999).
[#1BA2% ] (Lorinkova et al., 2013; EE{# 4%, 2019).
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R1 SSERITAKKREMEE S

S YEpE fE#% i B2 ) oy
3R T /4 & M (Enhancing the meaningfulness of work)
PUAERESEH) Ahearne “(2005) il % 5P 3R (Fostering participation in decision making)

FEIk X Bk 1Y /5 0 (Expressing confidence in high performance)

ERLZ AR 448 B P (Providing autonomy from bureaucratic constraints)

L B (leading by example)
&%%E(participaﬁve decision making)

Arnold %(2000)

1554 Bli (coaching)
{7 B L2 (Informing)

%35 520> (Showing concern/Interacting with the team)

{% B.43 % (Informing sharing)
HA 34T (Accountability)

Konczak %(2000)

A FE L3R (Self-directed decision making)
& JE+7 fE (Skill development)

27 #LJ1(Delegating of authority)
18 FAH BiA (Coaching for innovative performance)

g% i A 3 il (Encourage self-reward)

% Jih 1 B\ 1E (Encourage teamwork)

Pearce Fil Sims (2002)

il 2 B 7% (Encourage opportunity thinking)
2 5 HR i E (Participative goal setting)

il F Fk & J& (Encourage self-development)
i ah B 47 3l (Encourage independent action)

THELE(2008)

BODZAE . W EH . DARRIR . TSRS SR BERER . 25008

RS = AN A e (Srivastava et al., 2006) . 4] A%
(Srivastava et al., 2006) , 1 AU BREZ ASUFILC 3 #5576
(Lorinkova et al., 2013), 22 H.iC1Z R G (PRI LSS,
2014)5 AR B R IEAE I o eAh, A HFRE R,
ST BAUAT N RERS S T ARCR A 3 AT N
(Martin et al., 2013), J H & Z /¢ JEE AR B 1T
HOEIRE 5§, 2015),

AR Z KN F . SR E BT RS FRGE
i 5% .09 TAEZRBL(Chen et al., 2007), BIH1TH
(Zhang & Bartol, 2010) 2% >J 88 77 (B EIAL, BR T4,
2017). HLVANRITNERL, THE, 2016; Li et al.,
2017) M F AT M (AR, fEXO0, 2019; 253t
25, 2018)5F M FT R, 4T H BT AR T
YEAT R A R g ), 2R R B T A
F AL BEK (Arnold et al., 2000; Cheong et al., 2016)
HFZAL(Zhang & Bartol, 2010; see also Li et al.,
2017; Lorinkova & Perry, 2017). M #F3h#L(Zhang
& Bartol, 2010)F141 41 7kt (Harris et al., 2014) . J§
/b 51 T. 0 T4 & 1 (Laschinger et al., 2001)F1 T .4F
#%8. (Greco et al., 2006), T+ 5 TH TAEH =
(Arnold et al., 2000; Vecchio et al., 2010)% s 4%%

MR FEVE o

Zx LTk, B BN E TR0 43 3 AL
AT R B TS R R, LA B3 — B 5 )
Ryt AR o SR, S EH AT X 5L TR
Mo AL ) 7 B — B IRA R, —SE R R, 40
FERAT X B LIS RS LA 45 R A =
SRR L, WX 5 AT N RSO S A 2 AR
55 (Cheong et al., 2016; Srivastava et al.,
2006), XFHEERMINIATREEE . F—, T
HRBAT RIS 5 TAT N RS 8] 1) 56 & 1 BEAF
75 PH 48] & (Cheong et al., 2019), JE T8 K /1 B 6
(followership theory) ¥ f (L FE RN, T /& M5
AT A A BE 252 W 4005 4 94T 2 (Uhl-Bien et al.,
2014), I, FIBEALER T 0 TS5 R BE
FEZRIEOL . FRIC R BB R8-S B0 4
W 5T 40T B AT X B AT R RN G s Y 5%
W5 o, S E AR AT X 5 AT Sy G
B R R T BEAEAE AR ME G R (Lee et al., 2017,
Uhl-Bien et al., 2007), BFit, DITEMZMER R
KAV 0T: 38 AT R 51 TAT R AN S 1) 5% Tl
AT REAEAE SR BRI, T LA BB AR 2tk 56 RAEAE W]
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RETE; 25 =, SRHFBEAT IR R T H S
Y 52 A7 AE Z R R A-HLH], 400 BB AL (Lorinkova
& Perry, 2017), HILALBE/E(Cheong et al., 2016)
FIL 2R (Harris et al., 2014)5548 &, Horp, 3t
AR A RE R A EM . B, AT
MR E AT NG R TAT MRS R W,
T REZ W T X s rp A IR R
222 WMSERBUTANERF W

G H BTy B AR B R —Fh SRR
WG EAT o, Ree L RUR s SR, E T
K 8 22 1 2 2 TP IR T 405 3 S ANAT N T BEAE
FEM“BARE T BB BERANT

MHZZIKF : Staw Fll Epstein (2000)%} 32
AR F A BAT A 4T T IF5E . IFsR 3R,
iz BB Al ST e gt FA L, SSiRIg
IR RS, (AR SRR A 15 BB BT

M BAZ YT 5 : Maynard 28(2007)35 0 1 7
A DI HE I B2 B R 2, TSR 2R B, #E FIBA
Bl A A RS AR N3, AT A PN S 4 A 452 A A 4 e
5 I S0Pl 5 A R b,
ET RN S FMEAE, Lorinkova 4 (2013)1
WFoT 2B, 76 BVRTEE MR, 54 B4 5 4
) AT A b 452 AR 6 450 2t €30 P AT A 2 A B 0 1) 4
BRI AE (201 7) I BAAR B 4915 25 S AL A
WL AR &, & B4 5 22 S AR B 0N 1] BA B35 77
T 525 1Y B ] B2

MARZRINE . S RERBAT ISR R
T #4247 M (deviant behavior) (Kim & Beehr,
2017), 2 T 1E i fifi (time theft) (Lorinkova &
Perry, 2017), FIFEAE 61 T.09 TAESi 5 (Cheong et
al., 2016; Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013), BF57 %,
X — T A R e T e R A 4 AU T O sl
TR A i 1) AR SR RN B IR B 1 PR Bl bL
(Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013), 345& TR 'S5k
(Cheong et al., 2016) . FEHR T AT RS (cynicism)
(Lorinkova & Perry, 2017). i 53 T3 4505 ik
1T % ¥ (laissez-faire leadership) (Wong & Giessner,
2018)4F NTEHLT A FE1E T

25 BT, A R TS E AT X T
TAEAT R iE AR ) A s i b, N AR L HIE
R — WA, BT, ok Z R 24 i
BB GG H BT A “HIRE > (Cheong
et al., 2016, 2019; Lorinkova & Perry, 2017; Wong

& Giessner, 2018), SR, KM 78 M E FHITO0
FH BT R 5L TG & RN T B, A
B2 X BT T AR AT . B, BT
KW, OIS H AT N FER TR R T
(posttraumatic stress) (Birkeland et al., 2017), & /&
A3l FIHPAR(Kim & Beehr, 2018). tAZ1LhRE 14
(Vecchio et al., 2010), JfH45R 7 TJRAFI /L 5%
AW E PE(Cordery et al., 2010), 43R 5 T A2
B & (Chen et al., 201 1)K 52 (Maynard et al.,
2007)55 o X LEAIFFT T F 8 AT It T
At BRLAA, SR, AR B — B R S
FRUATRXS 5T TAEAT R MBS T AR
223 GISERBUTAZ M HMIR
)MSERITHBERERIGL R E4
MR, G E AT AR
DT B BT Ry Z i LA 2 7 A BRI AR 5
R RZE THLEE S TR AR
MU S AT 3, Li 522017 d8 4
G S B G5 Bl 2 15 T2 0 A A 1) ) 015 25 A
EARRIE R H LU RAT AR, HLS R
SRR, AT A ] 4 2 A AR 3 A 21
LU RAT A IE M 208858 . Faraj 1 Sambamurthy
(2006) Y BIF 5% & WY, 24 P BA Hh AT 55 BB M 55 e
AT BA % B e /K - i, 03 3 B AA T O iR
F WIS
R JE AT e, R R% ISR
AR, DR TN T R TR fadH, X —75 m
WFFE 2 B AE X R RS H BT A5 5
TSRS —2 . RIEM O EIIEGole
set theory), "I JEXI 4 G TAEAT 55 AHOC AT A A
— % (I BR E(Marginson & Bui, 2009), Kt T
JeB X AT O B VEAG R R, AR KRB EGR
TABATTR AT RS # AT A 4 39 B2 B E (Shondrick
etal., 2010). [AIFF, T 2 F HEX 45535 AT
{1122 (Paul et al., 2000), X F0 I R4 T3 L bR
FAUAT A 0 D BC AR B 23 52 0 R J8 1) TAR sh AL R Ay
A (Humborstad & Kuvvas, 2013; Wong & Giessner,
2018), %40, Humborstad F1 Kuvvas (2013)FJ 457
FW, NN E M EAUH R T R AT A A
— BN, TR 23 Rz B A e R R 1Y AR BT IER A
BORAR BE B N R ShAIL, DT 67 1) 52 0 T AE &40
[ A, & F G0 & M B2 B L (implicit leadership
theories, ILTs) (Epitropaki et al., 2013)F140i 5% 4r
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Z& B (leader categorization theory) (Shondrick et
al., 2010), Wong Fll Giessner (2018)¥J 7 " #5240
AT RN VLI R, R EF J8 XH2 A8 1) R
R L 85 3 AT N A A B 1 EE A AR
. SR HEMN T EE TS EARI AT
BARAY, EEATEIAKSH CEARE S B
LI, s AT R e L T B 2T
PIARSZ 7K

Q)FESEFNIT AWIEL LRI

— BNy, S AT AT B T R
M) N T TAT B0 DB Ay 2 BRI A 2 T A, X — 5 R G
RTRESEIRLME Y . BN, JET Pierce Al Aguinis
(2013) 1“3 B A S (Too-much-of-a-good-thing)”
W, Sharma FI Kirkman (2015)%f Hh H 240 5
FHRBAT R, JEdE— 248 4 AL
17205 5L T RN 245 R AR B (0 5% T S ) AR A
Bl U BICR, 50 TR s AR & (A0 3 7)
BAH URBXER, X, Lee %(2017)i T
137 DT =T B EC AR TT 8 7 SEIERrgY, Sk
THSFHEBENTHRHE T RS HEEIAAER U A
KR EHNEEFEEQO16)M T SLUFH T &
B, ARG ST N5 5 TR 55 S e f U
BICR,

QR)ASHEIZIT A RIN 71 &I %0

Cheong %(2016, 2019)¥5 i, 403 & & AUAT
Ry 7 A )RR 5 i) R T A 5 ) 2 ] B AR AR Y o

Cheong %5(2016)3 T & FEi8 (Conger & Kanungo,

1988), H EMA(Langfred & Moye, 2004)F1 £ {1,
i (Kahn et al.,, 1964), #H40FERZAUT AT
e BE 1 R A AL RE P AR L] o SRS, R,
TERAE L R, FRF AT SR T B A
AR, FREFAH TAES R fFEAad#d,
SR HBRT ST R TAERT1, kg
R TAESi3 . Cheong Z5(2019)7E X 4% G #2 4L
TP T e e R L, A T T A T MR S
FAAT % 5 Tk i s2 e, Rz [ B 25 pE 45
H AT 0TI BEAF A B R 52 ) 0 904 A 5% 1, A
M FH Y 5 B PR A B e L 2 AT

P9 B SR IR T X6 4005 B 42 AU T R Y EE
fift, (EATSSRAEAE — LB (EAF IR 1Y ) 8

W, TR AT X TR S5,
Bz G — M ESAE AR R L e i bl . IR
B TEERET AR, 258457

AUAT R 77 A= ) FRAR S M R AR i AL
Cheong %5(2016)42 1 1335 AT M I 8 JE s i,
ia AT I RE IS PR T BB AR, SRATT H
FEAS RN A B R R T I AR R T AR, X e
Ve 132 T O B G 5 BEAAT A B XL ) 8 5% T 42
BETHZMRE A, SR, HAR REAR 47 Hh ) 7 45
FRBUAT R 7 A RIT G 5 i {9 A 5t n) 81, B
PR A4 R B AR AT Sy [l B A A R )
FEGE . Bk, BRTRERZ — A% — 3
WHESR, TR S8 AU T R 7= R T) 81
SR N FE S R A A

B, U E AT N T RT] S5
PLHI TS S — D AR, R G HAR I H N ZE DL )
T FHRL . ESR Cheong %5(2016) Y L UEMF IS %
W, S5 BAAT N AEAE WL IT G, 5 H Y
AU —RAF5E . A e & 35 AT L T)
SR 5 I, AR 2w . PAHE T
FAUAT M B9 5L BE (Cheong et al., 2019), F, A
TETE VRN MR TR T) 8152 i i) 7 PR BEAEAE Y
A B . IL4h, Cheong 55(2016) 5T i K 2% &
LT G 5% Wi A7 AE B 3 B, BTk R4
TR AN RT, SSHBAUT R 0B w28
HETR (I 55), TR B AR S A 2 ) 55 (KSR ) o Rt
HTHERG . 5035 B 405 3 FAAT N X 61 T
S RLT] S5 WL, G 2 ZK AR AL A
SRR 2 A R SR AR

W=, AR T FEBEAUT X R T
HYAHICHESE, KRBT N — A 1R
A, ZHEMANEE ., A XTERHE B
FFMIEsY, TR 3 22 [ th T4 AT
SRR B3 T AR AN TRl 2, 3 SRS R )
BB BT 3 N ERRAUA T AR 1Y . 4RI,
ok B 2 I SRR SR R, S AT S B R
25 kA8 4k (Biemann et al., 2015; Schilpzand et al.,
2018), XFRWIG 3 H AT H A — R E B X
M o L I A R I . B UL, MR R E
1B RZ MBS, 5 I8 ST AT NI
W, R, A BRI G B H AT A <X
TIG g ML, LA R SR AT S 1 3
FRBEXT BT T 52
2.3 fEEART

i BTk, i E AR E XS AT
S B TS AT T R AT 45 MR, AR AT
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TEAE AR HE— 2 R Y )
(WMBFFELE R F, ST H BT R 5T
SR A7AE T JE A4S 2R, TG T Ol & AU T
M X SIE MR TS IR A r Bk Z o A LB T4
—HYBEEHELE, ZR G AR H R AL A R %
JOZ, AT B 45 TA il ) At 00 2 5 B2 A A T O B XLTT 62
MR AT
QMIIFER AT, B CT 9T H AT
Skt T XTI G R (A 5%, R4S 3 AL
F1 R — P S 9 G 8 KM o A7 A6 BN B2
B, ROV B B AR R BAU T 0 B3 T
XTGBT, AR S 5 AT S i H 3
T EXT 5% TS0
GMBIFERE ST F, A KT 9T H AT
Jooxk BT XT) SR i 5, 275 SRR E i1
AR BORBZ I IR, TARFFS XA
PR AR BB A b EAR TR TS AL
3 R %8 53 T ) S ma AL b, AR
B A A5 B
TR DAL EE R = SR R, AR
FETEIE T WIRGAF HIE, WRIT9S & AT N
X5 T AT SIS AL SS90 A 1
HAT N, BT B H R R A
AL T] S M AL, LA S T AT A B H
SHFEREXS 7 TR, Ak, RS AR EUE
S, BT AR SR G053 BT S U] L i )
B B2, ARWTIEA BT AR G R T
BT R0 53 TR S AL, 4 B Y
W

3 WHRE

AWEFE BT T HIRIRAT HIE, RETHERIT
YU H AT J 0 5L TR 82w pLl . B
PRI, WFE H AR -

(D)FE T BHRAR AT BIE, SRITOS & AT A
XF B T TARAT 7 A i< XT) 8 e AL, 4
FEANAE T REHL R A2 5 26 A

QMBI F LT E BT N, BRIt
B HARBAT A XIS b, DL 45
FHE BT AR BB 5 TR

G BB E Fr LU 5, K sh a5
R—TAF AR S BT 7R 5 1%
BUAT D9 %t 53 T TARAT 7 A 0 <R T0 80 5 i AL Al

AR BT R AR R

J TS EARSE bR, AN £ A =
T WFTE A ZE, BIAFSY 1. BT COR Sl T#
BT RGBT E e ma L], BT 2. Gl H &
H AT A < g1 b, BFo 3. TAES
AR 45T B AR RAT Ry S IT G AL R 5l o A 3
A R BRG] 1 T .
3.1 MR 1: EF COR MRS HERMIT AW

J1 617 5 N 4L

Conger I Kanungo (1988)#5 i}, 4l & A
TR Xt R T A IR R 2 . — 7 T, 4T
B RAAT B & R T AR, (AR
W) TAEAT s S5 — 7T, UG AT R vl fE
R ARy, Al 5T A A TR T . B,
G BT R X B T TAEAT R 00 5 i A7 70 B
A << AL ) A B < AL . AAE RO BIESE
WAE B T 3% — X J] & 5% i (Cheong et al., 2016;
Humborstad & Kuvaas, 2013; Lorinkova & Perry,
2017) HETHAPII, 5 1 KL RAL
ST H AT A BTG i AL A A A

G5 5T E SR LU A S A
TCHRAETAEBEIR, >4 01 LR 20 ARSI A 43 &
TR TAESEIRAHDCBC AT, TR 237 A BRI Y
2t 8 (Tepper et al., 2018; Wong & Giessner, 2018),
BT X — BRI AR, B SR AU T L R
TR TR TERIRN SR, SSH M RIEN
FEAETr, RTCARIRM O . R T T R A
15T o3 A ST R AT R T AR Y
HLITEN G, AT R e T B IR LR A7 B AT
TIF o BIRORAF B I . MR ) TR
A ) B 5 FTER BT Y %R (Hobfoll, 1989, 2001).
AR BTG, £ T4 M A% B B U R A U
AP B B R (5% IR AR R E ); 24 A 1A 2R B RS
SR AP B A B DRI TR AN AR S FE

FETRIFERAIS, TR — PR e
FRAT R I E I FEALH] o AR, 20T
T ARG, ST AT Jy 227 I RE”
B, 5% 38 A 45 A AT AR ICSE IR AE T
PER BB, JF7 BB TAEAT R 451 T
AN BRACFE VRS, ST H AT 27
FOHLH . BRI T#AMY A, SHEFER T
BRI, R T RAEA IR R, BT TE AR
PRBEIRIEA, JE ISR TAE T .
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TF5e3: THEFL A RIS B i
AT TS
. BT RS
. WH TR
?‘ - BFF51: ZEFCORMI“SRITTL P87
AT E L =
S e TF5c2: ShEH TAGEERITHIEN
- B
/
RTHREGES | AT TSR AT THAH
_________________________ RIFFATH
N JREI At TR
gy Y e il
T amew - ESTH
ST
RIE%HE [> AIMRET . BRI

B BT B R R

TG BT Ry 2377 Az <MK BE L I 217
HHLE], 35T T 40 5 A 4 A B AT R
YR T T E, Fik, AT EARENTKR
FIWT P e T G BT R A W R B 3 2
“t A HLE . 2 R T B bR Y SE P RR B AR AR A,
TR HBRUT R oz A MR Be oL, R TR A
PORAATEG A T ARSI T E AR
W, 40 AT s A e B, 5
PEAEFIEBFER ., LT AW, SIS HERUT
RIS 5 LSRN 2 iR
3.1.1 £TF CORMSHFFNIT J 74 BN e

ETHRAAES, MR THRERAGEIRN,
WG H AT R A BENL ] . A TiE 9T

BHRAUT ARG . 72 TAERBARIE, ™
WA TAETT o Hi ik, 83 AT e
) R BB AL 1 2 B R AR IR R AL — Y TR IR
R — 5% T B IR A— 0 THEUR ™ it o 3X
— BRI R ST B B AT g2l 5t T AR A 3
e, ARAH 5 T TAE S, B R T
TAEAT N, B,

H AL BE B (self-efficacy)$8 AYJ& b1 T X REWS
J. ) 56 B HE TR 58 A 55 147 7% (Bandura, 1986), €
FERAT R A T [ R aeeER. BRI
5, GV FHEAEAGER T2 500K . X5 T4
AW, A TAEN ST H MR RE, B
i€ J1(Srivastava et al., 2006); 4i-FF {5 E 3L

RTARMAES || AT T

PR BB

BRI B BEIRIRAG B

R BT

BEIRBLFERT B

____________ N

____________ > MENTTY

8
s
=

AT TAATH

BRSBTS N

. BHFTH
) - EWIT
VERMREIE: - E5F7K

R TAR4#E%

S mrwmmeT

ST H
* ARLBITH

RITPETE R
« fEHERE )
* BfARER

P2 T COR MU H AT Iy i< BT &I iR L)
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EREME TR O LA E BT, 2 EAMA R IA
I 225 TR TR A O 2 ik B T2 3|
TR A, B T AEMAT 1 BB (Kirkman &
Rosen, 1999), i I, NS& AT HNA B FHisE
ST TAER Y . RBJT . RHUKSP-FIIEAT I i,
PN N NSy G

T AR % % (thriving at work)$8 1942 5t T8 £ WL
I [ A 6 0 15 28 7 0 T ) (vitality) FUAS W2 2
(learning) .U FAR 25 (Porath et al., 2012; Spreitzer
etal., 2005), 51 LAY HRAAER Ak TAEER,
AR, — 5, Y5 THA RN ARG
AT, 23 BRI AT g 1 A A 1E 58 BT AR, AT
SRS TAERY FAS AR, $2m TAERYIE J) (Porath
et al., 2012); 3 —7Jr I, HIRBHEEA B TR
TR R, (R T 4y 2% 3 (Sterling &
Boxall, 2013), £5 I, 458 T HATEGRE A RAGE
SIS, 23 A RSz B 48 T e AR W
AT 32 JFE AR 5

ARWFFERT Y 5 T TAR T A 8 QIR T o L A
@, N4T M (in-role behavior)Flff (2, 7MT M (extra-role
behavior), B T. TAEZ & XX 86 TAEFT N =4
B, B S, ST e nJe R TE T
PErr PR T . B IR R AR OGBS . A
PR 947 2 (West & Farr, 1989), HA &R K
TAEZIRI BT, A G Mgl %
WEHBML A, BT Z 8% MeEtr
A (Bledow et al., 2013; Wallace et al., 2016); i
AT 38 192 51 58 OE 20 AR E A CAT 2R,
WAGRAT A L AT A A E AT M (Griffin et al.,
2007) A B mRKF TAESERM AT, SHASNT)
ZNTAE, JF G i 2% 2 58 TAE AR ) (Kleine
etal., 2019), FEITAH T 5 m AT H & NATH
MDA R, BIXS MA@ NAT R B A
COHMT R 1 T 58 OE R TAEZOR LS . X
HAHZMNAT R, AL RAT K (Bisenberger et
al., 2010; Riketta, 2002), HA /K TAEZ
MR, 23 BB @ AR TAEE T . AR
TETAETHRAT SRR, XSEHTEZ, A
fig 1 5 Bh A\ (Kabat-Farr & Cortina, 2017), STl
B A GO s 2 B, ARBETOR 58
IR LR WS i

A1 (RAEALEDAR 3 B ARAT A ER R
RIp&RKERE, ARABA IO AR T T4

R, INEREQH AN TRHFATH. AERA
ATHhA R EIMATH . B KA THEEREM
FHEBRBAT A NG R TRHATH. AERTH
Fafy EIMTAH G K Z FAEXTAEA.

3.1.2 ETF COR SIS HHFITAHFE B SiB L

T COR, b T AT EHEALG IR, 415
BHRBAT S A R . ZEUEH T 44t
M, SEFER TSR, S TIRAA RS
I8, B TamW/ D TAEP BRI A, I FBOE R
B TAETT R ik, S E AT A AN
BLH = 29 B PR IR PR Ak — 5t T W8 IR #E —
DTG IR AR A — B T oR ™ i ad A, Bk
R G B AAT o i 5 TR BN ZERE R, =
FRTHRB T, HBEm N T TAET N, B
TR/ I

I 2 #E ) (emotional exhaustion)$§ %) J& 51 T.
I TAE SIS 4 PR R R IEAE, IREE 245 IR IR
#E¥R/X(Chang, 2009; Maslach & Jackson, 1981),
WM H AT HERBG TR S, XREFH
MG X O AT R R A AN, A TR
HZMTAEH FRFREA, XHE A Tis HE
% . ARIME B AR 8L 55 . Mk, 4%
A2 28 B T AR f F0 AR e B2 38, 3 53 T
JAZ B i 2 ARG 4 0RO N X TAEBER, F
1M 7= A 1 2% #E ¥ (Halbesleben & Buckley, 2004;
Janssen & Van Yperen, 2004; Mulki et al., 2006),

TH M B T (cynicism) 8 19 2 51 T % TAE ) 1H
WATAy, AR X TR . RN AFML]
K (Cole et al., 2006), [ FEH FEH N TIHKE
T, BRWSE, B THEESZI G T TE
21 W52 (Lorinkova & Perry, 2017), T %R
PRAEEE, M0 TIRAG GBI, S IE%E
TR B, T PR I R IR Dk G i A7 TR
Z )41 2% (Hobfoll, 1989, 2001). 7EX —15E T, #
T2 BB HE LA R A BT IR S BT AE . MERLSE WA
%, WA TAER A & SO E R, B =
WE T,

THR S TAFF 0 TR . M NTT
HHACINMT R, CHEMREM, HRB &M
] Y TR AR B, AN 2l 2K A AR i R
(Wanous et al., 2000). /=447 4 (Rubin et al.,
2009). TR TR 51T T TAE HAT I 458
W PR IRRIS, 2P AR5 B8 (Fredrickson & Joiner,
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2002)0 A, 4 51 TR T AR BAT AL 25 FAS I &
W, 2 TE TAER A, BRARALRAT A | 3
TFRMEDTHNERE ., FN, HTHEERELS
FURY 5 X AR A5 R 2H 4 K8 Bl 55 (Johnson &
O’Leary-Kelly, 2003), 29/ A @IMTH . 45 1
iR, ARSNGB A 58 3 IF A5 LT TS0

R 2: (R ARALE AR T H AT A B8 R
RIEH4B, HERBEQH AR THRET,
HHMELIRO YA TAHITAH. AEATH.
Fofo GINMTH . WHRBFIEME T ERFH K
BATARNE R IRQ#FATH. AENTH. A
EIMTH M K R P AKX FAAEA.

3.1.3 T COR WHMSERTAFEER TG
F B R &4

ST X A IR ) 7 SR e e 1 4003 4%
FAT g 77 A TR BE L S < A HIL . 4 52 T
H A5 (1 55 B A5 BRI, SR AT N2
AR LR, A 5 T A REIR AR B
T H AR SEBUAN TG EARALGE VRS, T & AT
g AR AL, A BT A B TR AR R
AT TG 51 AT % 19 (regulatory  focus) #4743
B, N G T (R A ) 2 1 5 <M R BIL ] 1 4
FH, B 1) 23 1 i e B HL VR, B Sy
Brn .

I 1) R A TSR AT 5 H B bRk
FrifE—2 4k 113 72 (Brockner & Higgins, 2001).
Higgins (1997)48 Hi /PR (14998 55 5 1] 1T LA 43 P 2
fi 37 7€ ] (promotion focus)I )5 1l %€ 7] (prevention
focus) o FATHEHERE 1] 194 3252 B A A& g
ToRPIRSN, U TiEREAE AR AEE, A
I 00 2 1] ) S AR D o A7 ) 22 A T B UK A, 3
NFEBAES . BR DT 5T (Brockner & Higgins,
2001; Kark & Dijk, 2007), PAFERFFERM, #1E
Ii] g 5 0 > P AE A o R R T Sy i1 R 2 TR R
(Lanaj et al., 2012),

DT A A 1 2 ] 23 AL AR LRI B VR o
BRI, AARHEEM R TRERESRES
A XIE BABER, LIRS A&k R T
(Higgins & Tykocinski, 1992; Lockwood et al., 2002),
Pl AT 22 45T 2 FE B BAL BT IRy B B
LA EERER, B SHREZ S5 5
TR RTHE, e HAL S A S s FR bl
Zx, LR KA B FIAE I (Koopmann et al.,

2019), XA FITHE58 [ AR FES, B T4
SHEBEAT AT A SR E R, K
B R 10 1 5 T80 R ) G 3 Uy
AR RSN AR A T H, AR 1 A
SR AR IE 1915 45 (Johnson et al., 2010), iX
A BT uk > A TS e . 5 b, B TR
A 1) 1F ) 40T AT O 5 R T B IR R
B AR, B SR R AT NS R T
FEMBII KRR

BT B A T D 2 44 5 < f FH B A AR
Mo BRI S, HA B ) i 5 AR B G
JHE G R TR A 2 2R 1 £ S8 A58 R (Higgins, 1997,
Lockwood et al., 2002), EJJ T %4 5¢ AT 55
(Forster et al., 2003), JF R B L MLESFITH
(Forster et al., 2004), 403 FAL 234 2K 51 T T
R TAEMERE SN, HEk= G348 5 7T 48 23
PUC TR ME 5 i TR 55 . Bk, B B
FE ] Y 5L T30 2 NG ST B AT S o ek
SE T 55 B AE RS, BT REAR B R AR, R
B, FF B A E M2 51 & W B 45 (Brockner &
Higgins, 2001), X FE 5 T 78 H FE K 1 B[] A
TR K 58 AR AT R A S5 BB rh, B2 BT R
) BRI ME R 25 THFE, INRIE 254898 . 28 LTIk, A&
WHICHG I8 A0 52 35 IF A3 LU W98 il

AL 3a: (AFFH) R T a9 RE R &) E F) R
TAFABRBATAHE R T A RAREH XA, G
FIRTARFHBAAT AL | THEHEBE XA,

A 3b: (AREMHR B e d f iR
WARFHERBATAER T R BRGKXE, E
FIRTARFH BT AL | THESHEBG XA,
32 R 2: ISEESHERITANNIIENE

i /1 %)

WFFE 1 T COR, JhHr 140G BT IS
BT AR RITG s mpLg . BF9E 2 BFEERTT
AT AT R B R KA B AR AR, X T
FREER RIS L . AR R 24
BT R — P S 0 a5 5 WU, BIIA R
TR H BT Jy 22 [ EAERE A K IR R
SR, R B 2 ) 2 35 4 L1 S Bl i 5 A0 A R A
TEEARR, NG E WRBAT R & &L
Zh 5748 b (Biemann et al., 2015; Schilpzand et al.,
2018), Tk, AFFF LI A< 2H & H BT
R, BT HANM, BHE ChSieEEH
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R AT R o BT T3 B H BTN
O il A R SR A e v b

— I, S E AT AR, ST
HRH AT R WAFER o ORI £ 1) SEE
R R, S E £ )2 K (within-individual
leve) AT AR RARIY, T8 &30 T % 1
KRR [ K OF 19 32 8LAT 4 (Biemann et al.,
2015), X RBIGGH AT R A —Fh R 1 K
MBS Y it . Schilpzand Z5£(2018)iA A,
U H AT R 43 H T8 R I BN 5t R AR AR
1k BN, WF5EM, H % TAE—E 1% w28 (Courtright
et al., 2016), 403 5 K 1Y HEIR BT & (Barnes et al.,
2015)5 > R EGU R HRAUT I H IS . B T
B2 B IE SR, A0S 2 0T BE 32 o M AR A
RIEARAT R, B, BRER(Q2017)46 H 805 &
NEZINTE HLUR R T e M 5 ah &k, 45648
KRR B, 75 B H AR Rk, 4
SHE BT R B E SRR AR

Ty —J M, ST R H BN S
L, EANAT N H OB Bh R4 5 3 A T B T TR
MENRR B ST H A 1B # S T B T
BR Hp, SieH A BRGETEET 2N T
VBB TR, I8 R R 2 HE 1 i [|], 4R @ 64T
BFMAEL; MTH B KEAFRIERGE R, A8k
PERT TR TAEH A, R i e 5
Mkl HiEHERN TR FHERZNITH
M, ST H A il B AT REARIE T b AR LAY 7
L, 2R, A T B i FRAUT NI SIAS AT ok 52
W2 AN, Wilson F1 Gilbert (2008)45 i, #5i 2
) T 52 2 55 Ak TA 60 32 A ) il S A% IR R I o [
U, BRI R SRS FE TS SR
THERLPE, Y40 5 i RN (Tepper et al.,
2018). HEMATH I, BAUT R H SR T
SFH, BARDW T EBRMBERZA, JEm T
JE B OEAAT A . BB, BT E AU T R
Hgksh2f 2.

BT LR, BT 2 BEERISIAMAT, 41
S B B BT AR ST E AL, Ll
S B BT A Bk s BT 80 AL B
321 GISEGHBRMITAFER XIS

LI

Bk T 455 BT A 18 3% M 3 A5 LA SR B 5

ZAb, BT BIR A R T AR AT At B 3% 3 T 3

H

SR AR Hrh, B HRAERIERE R
RENE B T 58 BUSE URR 8 A1 55 W15 8, 2 Bl 4
WRARIRIS (520 . <A BHE, — A 306 S,
N — i B) AR AT 55 4 7, #PRERS G IR AR A
F A REIER” (Bandura, 1986). XK 1 T. A AL RE
BIFAE SRR BT, T — R AR RS, SRR
BROEELED; BT TAEZEREERTH
— MO FRIRES, ©Z 3 R T T AR %21 (Porath
etal, 2012), A ML RN, T TAEERERHD
2k A LAY ARk (Niessen et al., 2012); 5t T.1%
28 HE v 32 B P9 FR 9 IR 45 FE 19 52 i (Neveu, 2007),
X5 R RN TAEES ML . MRS % R IRE
X, BRESAHAR, B THRE T2 R TT
TERIG W, JE—Fh AR I B, A —
Fo 45 5 1] (Lorinkova & Perry, 2017),

MBS, TR TERNTIETASZEYNA
&4 25 E B0 (Du et al., 2018; Kim et al., 2018),
F RS AT, SRR EN, & T4
KE) TSGR =AW RS Du et al., 2018;
Kim et al., 2018; Parke et al., 2018), & H FzhT.
YE4T7 M (Cangiano et al., 2019), %} H 4 7r=f7H
(Zhou et al., 2018)FHRA1E B T AR i 3
b LE BT, B TR0 BRI TAETT I
KRR R T R LA b2 H Dy 85
FHB AT RERP, RHSRE Y BT
B REMR, ASHIF 50K i L0 RS A TAEAT M 43
A4 R TS H ARk GeE . A TS H TR
Boe T Y HIEEFE . R T HHRE
TR TS H TAETT R,

ST 1 FEF AR 0T BT R ™
AT e AL, [RIRE S T 8 sh S %
WEDL. B ARE, “BAg Lk Fnefm >
LIS AR H SR . TR B HL T
T, G HEHEAAT o H 5L E TR
RERE . AR TARTT o At aLslm 5,
ST H R HRBAT SR Y H B TR 4760 |
B T TAET . hEMMT, SirEmH
BT R 7= A 0 W T 81 AL an i 3 B .

25 LRTR, AWFZ D 58 IR 5 LU I

SR da: (BhAREEHE)AR G4 B AT
AHEGH AR T YA g RKLER, B0 H R
BREAYMRA TS THEE S8 THhEEE
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AT H AR [ RN H TR

RITYHIAEATH

FRERHEBTA

—————————————— : 54 H QAT

______________ N o TR

HHMEATH
- BLITH

HHMEIMTH

RTURMGRE > ATNA MRS T

« ARKEITY

K3 SUE A H AT AL X IT 85 L]

MR R TS BRQIATH. AENTAHFA E
A7hH. Y8 ARKBEAY D THEREMRTH
HARBATASANER T L BRHIATAH. AER
A hFe ) BIMT A K R P REX P AMEA.

G 4b: (A R ARAEDARFH A B RARAT
HEGHraR LY B FEHEE, 4O HLEHEAE
MEARTLYEHNMET, BAMURELRAGH
MR T BRHIATH. AERNTAFR EIATH.
LB B Y B IEME T EMFEE DR
FTAXNER I L BRFITAH. AERNITAHFA
EIMTAH X R AT AMER.

322 FSHBRBUTAHH BRI I]E)HLF
O]

G H BAT A H S B R AR
Ak, i 53 TR 8 3 B AT (accountability) . AR
B PE (ambiguity) F1 H 321 (autonomy) % 45 4iF (Grant
& Ashford, 2008))78fk ., Horp, SRS A9 &4
FERRAT ] 38 AT 4 w58 AN 5L T, ikl
VB B P A TAE S T4 TR 22, IS
Bl 41 27 5 5 BUAS Fe ARG 30 SR (Hackman & Oldham,
1976) BP9 2 4005 5 B2 AT oM T BE s 0
AN R el F J AR, 838 EREA BRI A 3R
(Schilpzand et al., 2018), H EMEFERRMIFER
Wik TREESE 4 A F R, Afifift4 . W
ol iR A4 A% (Morgeson & Humphrey, 2006),

T (1) 2 559 A DA R 2 Ak U 1 1 U
S (Wilson & Gilbert, 2008), Ft, 415 & 524
oA H IS, BT X405 4R A A
TR RR A B 0, MR, 45 BT N Y H
R, BT 2Bk A R B 4 S SR A %
BUFEIRH R B TTARME . SO B F Pk, TH X 4R
SEBAT R ORNF B R B sy, AR
AN TR 28 1) 1 A T2 B R [R) By i@, I if—

A Se L TR ERRAT N o

FLAA R 1 0y R T2 5 e 5 A K
115 B (Higgins & Tykocinski, 1992; Koopmann et
al., 2019). Ik, B & AT R H SR
BEARR, A AT HEE B . R ) B2 A BT YR ) T AT
PEFNE T, A XA BT A 509 KRRy,
HET R MR HLE], 4 9R H IRALRRER, BEALHS
FEW T REVE . SR, MR HFEAUTNH
W RE —EREZE, S0 THRESEHT
FEH BB, BRI AT S S R TIF
TRIREE A CRE ST, DL SCR R ARE IS B BAUH TR
FI A REPE, SECA A GRE A FEL

ELA 95 0 2 ) ) T2 T O I 3R e 2R D RN T
WEERE R, HFRA BB Z W7 R (Forster
et al., 2004; Lockwood et al., 2002), K, 244515
HERUT R H PSR, ]2 5 B bR
RN BRI R MBI, YO AR BT
YERY IR AR, T 1 SRS 4 AR08, PRI A 3R
M. LR LT, AMFKZ L T EHFRE LT
W5 v i
SR Sa: (FERREM)TEA R ZE MR
T, RFHEBERATAHN A EHRELSR T
HAREA UA KA, Bt AR TS8R
T, ARG HBAAT A B R R T &
R EG R IR K, BARY 64 Y.
WAL S5b: (B ERFF)AEA GRG0
RIMmz, MEHFRPATAG B EHRELER T
G BEEG X G, Bt B4 B M@ 6) i}
IwE, RFHEBATAH G B R EAKR, 4
FHEBBAT A R T HEHBE [ @ Frakik,
33 R 3: TEEHMASERUTANT

i #1189 52 0

TESRVT T 3 BT IR 52 T A3 T) &1

2

h)

I
B &
I
AL
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R AL, 38 NI R BT AL 1 SR S . B
A WFFEAEIR DT T B AT R 5200 3 TAT i1
SRR, R 2 G TE AR R E R IE SORRE, 4N
ZH YR I (Li et al., 2017) . A BAFE BE/K P FIMT 554
W% (Faraj & Sambamurthy, 2006)%:, HAj, %k
22 1 2 35 T A S R AR < B 25 B A (event) X}
AT FE A (2T (Tlies et al., 2011; Morgeson et
al., 2015; X%, XI%%, 2017), EE40, Morgeson
(2005), Morgeson Fl DeRue (2006)#F 57 1 41 BA iif 22
DI i TAEFAFRECOraivE . Wi rE | SCstE . B
SR X A AT AT M Y . Koopmann 55
QO16) RV T TAEF AR A BT (B e . T iR
PR 51 TSR AR IR A S0 o 5 BRAME 75 58 (2018) %
A ol I = N o ol N = A B O A
Crawford 2 (2019) # i1} T T/ — 2 1 95 7 B ig
(work-life events theory), #Ei7d T XU T. R {ART £
Jh 2. 7N (shocks) R

i, BT 3 BIEEE T W IRIR A7 BLIE (Hobfoll,
1989), %54 FH 4 R S B iL (event system theory)
(Morgeson et al., 2015 7E40 T FH AT A X}
UL TARAT R B 8 i s # v, TAE S
BT R AER TR
331 IEEHMEX. ARMNE

H i3 T HOWZE R TAES 4 (work events)
FIBEFEAR D, ARG 1 A Gt — 1Y E CFIIN T
(Morgeson et al., 2015; Koopmann et al., 2016), &
FHIBAJZ1, Morgeson (2005)IA N TAEFHAFE1
2 AT BN S 388 ) ) 2 A ) A, 3 B ] R i T — A
2HIREE , Morgeson il DeRue (2006)%F =411
PUBREAT T 3 — P b A, A TAER G 12
AL T P B RS B AE ) B A0 el B, 45 11 BA 8 )
PR AN R TR figp R 0 T80 PR T A AR U e 5
4, HTAMKZ M, Koopmann 45(2016)IA A TAE
FFR B 45 51 T R BT IR A T A SRR B R 1Y
ik,

RT W R A AT TAE A AR S
(Morgeson et al., 2015; see also Koopmann et al.,
2016), A EF X TAEFHH#HITE Lo 4560
TEEERIBETE, 5T BIRIRAF BEIE (Hobfoll, 1989),
ABETEOR TAESE A X 51 TR E i T AE B8
P W AR BB R B PR o, AR BRI AR 1Y)
FAF R BN TAER AR, 77 BE IR R 1 R I R T
VEFAF,  XAFELT =AEE iE: (1) TAEE

P28 53 L0 R 2 AR SR A S, A 23 %
BTSN TAERIE AW, Q) T/EFESN
G A SR BEUR A 1S Il 2 B R, (RO 4R A IR
% (non-gains) Ml 1% A 1 2K (non-losses) i F5 {4, X
— W 5 A2 3 X A R E — 2 (Koopmann
et al,, 2016). (3) TAEFAHR A ZSAF, BIAKR
SNIE N 25 48 i (Morgeson et al., 2015), PNEBEFE
(antkak . A5 . BIBNSEE)A)E T 504X
R, X7, 2017).
HET#Z I TAE B & 0 N2 i R IE
g —INR, KEWIE TAEFM W2 2 R
o B R L, AN AR . B,
Morgeson (2005), Moregeson il DuRue (2006)i1:45
T B MR e & AR 3 1) b 25 i AT A 50 1A 55 i
J1. WEGRHE TS, HANERI =445
FAHETAE HBAMYAE B it . Koopmann &
(20161l 20 A AR FR 2 T AR (4 B3 T [l 2 D
— Rt S E SR, AT /N X e e i
TTEMAAZ, BE/H TEFFRS R 9 KK,
For A 4515 BB Y R Bl TP B AN B E X
%,
N T AR LAE S5, NZEE T
K E A 20 BRI 5, R R I R T AR
TN TAERHERARRR. BT AFEAFETL.
AR . AR R T, HTAENS. ik
Mg BREABR RN ZER, FNIL T/ERHNEBS
BRI ZES , TR ME R, KR
FOLEE X FE = B AR M, DN R B R SH
WhoE . k. AFEREIRELR T, FF A H T
YEAT N TAER 2R,
332 IEEHMATIATERMRM
TR TAERAN R T, SEAERN
ST, M THMR TAESFNR T, &R
A TSR B E 0], BARSHTIR
ETRIERAAIIS, SMEARERER, &1
T b 4% B8 TR IR AR B AP TR S AR B R
G, SR TR DLk G 4k 22 H #E(Hobfoll,
2001), #Eik, 45 T4 T B TAESME, W
>k B[R M1 R, SRR, Fo
GRS, LR G R TR NES, B
AR T N BEIR (A0 AT 55 T e A A S BE 48 ) Fad
2B UR (AN 45 0 W) 25 A9 IR 5945 (Koopmann et al.,
2016), KL, 51 ToHA SRR A4 . A
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AURAL BRI T A R, DI 4 3 3K
KRG IR M4 (Bono et al., 2013), H T AWM T
YRS A TR oG [ IR FR 8, H ik
T B TR E R, BN, B
W= AR AR ) A 1E 72 1] (Berg et al., 2010),

MY 6 T2 07 T R TAER A, T 1ES:
BT . ok A SR M AETERT, SEkaz BT
e, RIEEMMIELE . HRW TIEFFESH R
TARE—M (s e, X TR R
#5 (Molden et al., 2009; Seibt & Forster, 2004),
Ben, iR AT R R B R R TAE, X
R, B TARESEHE IR T, I R2NE
A IR F 58 B B AT 55 LA kE e 8 U5 1) 4k 252
THAE M 2L (Stahl et al., 2012). i F IR0 TAES
P4 3 TR B B R N B TAEE 5,
PRt SR AL T 53 A B 48 22 1] , Florack 1 Hartmann
(2007) Ay S St R B, T A S 2 T BRI By
T ]

WAL, AR5 B AN R 2 %60 01 T8 95
i) 777 A A [ iR B2 T S0 o 42 0 R S AL R B M
WA MR G . I, BRI A 9 2 4 X )
TIAE S LIAEAT o FRAE AN AR B S T
TR R F X TG S . DL OCH M R
We T g5 2 KRR E bR BLAR S B X (Morgeson et
al., 2015; XA, X%, 2017), FiFRGE BRI,
MR B T R G M R A,
A2 IR 778K (Morgeson et al., 2015), J:TF Ik, 2
B T A A 5 B i, T B T AR 3 2 1] 5%
S G B (= R LS . S s S i)

P TAERE | | Wi T |

BRI B
1 RITAERER R ITBifHER

FIBAGB

TR W] S R . 2R TR, AR E D 58
IR LT AR A

A 6a: BRI IMEEHZ ) EGH AR T
HEE, R IAEFHG R AR, 0 TS
18] 4 I 6] % PR AL SR

WA 6b: KR INEMHZHEQY AR T
B e, MR TARFA R AR, R B
18] 4 I 6] % PR AL SR
333 LEEHMMSERERITHNIIE

oA ]

TAEFH 2 X 40T F AT R 3T 8B
7= A, B E I E 4 R, B4R
.

T EBERAAER, 207 7RI TEFM4M
AT, HTETAEFHFIRET R, SN
FRAGEWE . CE# R TRIRNE S, B,
AT 2 S B AA T Al SR B AR Sy ik —
HARAT TR MY IR AE, W AT 0 B TR R R 2,
PR AL TR BE HLN] o 8 S 3 BT PR
BoRMd B IR, I B TAE T MR, &
T TAES R B T, WP e TAESC R i
FE TR, Rt T ORAEBEIR L SRR SR BRI
GRZEA R . Rk, Al 23 A S R A SR 1Y
A TAEAE S5 23 I BEA B2 IR e, AN A
TR BFHIR IR AR TR 22, BEMIsR AL S H AL S
FAAT Ry otk — L BAE AT RO, 51 R IEIR Y
TAEAT R TAEF X8R BT Ry T 817
LRI RE IR, 428 B TR E MR, %150
FriR, AW E L S8 IR I LT W5 A

BIRARFERTBL

BRI B

ALAREGER | RIS

BRITTHfTHN
BIFATH

--------------- || s

AENTHN
1~ o BGATH
- . 15[1_'27?)9
T D, o EFTK
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G Ta: BPRIMGEEHZHEGRATASE
BRBATAER T oA BRG KR, X—BATHE
AA%5 R IREZ GG FA. BRIEIAEEH
R EARSER, VA A ALGR,

G Tb: M I EZ R EGIAT AT H
BAATH G R DB XA, X—RAHEA
LRI R TG A KA 3%
BELALTE, Ak ALGE,

4 IHiLHE

T F R AR AF B (COR), AHF T I 25 il
SIBME R, B TS E BT AR T T
YEAT R BRI S s ma pLl, 878 BIE = A0
FRF2EAE . 55—, JEF COR, SRH AT H
Xt B3 TAFAEA AL T) &0 S bl 7 50 Had F AL
N A=Y < d o 1 7 o= =0 v R 2 1 W e
HAFMT S, LAY TE I XE n] 2 Qe 52 0 <
fe e Pl 2 55, WSS MMEGFISE
BT h, TRUTF T35 B H AT AT R LR
W, — 5, SSE R H AT X R T H T
YEAT R 02 45 23 77 A TRVRE 8 < XL T 617 5% ml AL w1 7
I3 — 5, G BAT N Y H B2 an e
TrEAW TG m 7 8=, B TR
BT B AT R B T, R T AE
AT 5 450 T 3 B AAT B R S 53 L TCARAT 2

T, BT YR AE FIE (COR), # g T 4
T B BT Rt B T A e XU T) 615 i AL
DR TR BT N BN, AR
—EWI AT & B (Chen et al., 2007; Lorinkova et al.,
2013; Staw & Epstein, 2000), Ft;, Cheong %
(2016) 48 i 450 3 B ALAT Hg A7 7E < XL IT 81 BN,
IV 12 4TI H AR I 40 2 B AAT S [ B A2 AE A AR AR
R FE AR o X IR A BAR T B AT R
B SRt TR, 1B Cheong %(2016)1) B
FEAETR RS T3 BEAUAT Ay 1) FRURRE 2 i) % 28 R T A
R BEARET, SR T AT A9 38 XA [R] B A2 ML
TR . X FHEOINA WA R REAR 47 Hh U BH
ST H AT N R A2 MRS b BAT <L T 81738
N7 DK I 25 | A A e dU T &) o FR AL 2

T ARAS L B S5 3 AT R TT 1)
AN HLEE, ASHIF 5T L BT IR AR A 38 (COR)
(Hobfoll, 1989), HHZH K —FPgt IR, 415 H W
GRS T, BT RIR RO, AT

T AT AT R 7 A < TR B R ML R
L R, DL B A <TG B i
o BRI, 2460 TN A C a4 S5 4 30
TEAUE G, WREE RIS, ]S
MO AN L B8 X — TAE IR I AR BUB 1 BER, R
A BEUE AR Ui (Hobfoll, 1989, 2001), #iltk, 451
KA B BT N (AU IR A — B2 T sk
RERR (PR IR AR O — 51 T T A B oR (R IR A)— 1
SR G TRIHT . AT R A @ AMT R (R
R <IRAE L BRALE . SRR, 4R TSR
LA AU IRE A O MR, MR PR IR AR
RIS, AT AR BEA 14 5% A S Pk 4k
#E(Hobfoll, 1989, 2001), ik, &5k “4SFHE
FUAT Ny (52 B U 4t )— B3 T 156 2 6 sy (5 401
FE)— b1 TIH M B TR R AR AR ) — kb B2 T A%
F AT R R EAMT R CROE ™ ) i < B dH ik
FEHLHI

BLAh, 405 B AT N Z 0 LA <1 61
ORE, e PR A AS TR) B3 T B2 A R B4 75 SR 2 AN ]
[, B3 T X RUSE IR 1 75 SR FI T e s T 4 5 4%
BT R 7= A < TR e B A S < g L . i
FERWL, PR 1S R B T AR B AT S Y
HEH # (Lanaj et al., 2012), 51k, P85 & 1) Al
S B T B ASCHE IR SR 14 0 8, I 0 7 5 i 45
S B BRUT R B SR BT R, B
AR R SE 1] A B3 T 32 A ) R R R T SR K
zlj(Brockner & Higgins, 2001), 5[] T 5240 A
[ 3R & AR T A FIALS, 0N I ARG
KA AN ST R, RS A B B
TRARELA R, Ak R RE ML A VE T i A
577 1060 A [ 114 5% T 32 B A7 3] 2 4 5 SR 1) SR B)) (Forster
et al., 2004), fifi [ T OR~F 58 B BR A AT 55 ik 50 2 K,
W B2 RS S B T ATE B8 0T X A Sl A 2k
Ty RSz, DRt 2 W B A Sy 1 B S R R 1 5
B, amfbe AL R 25 b, B TR
T 23 Bk T RE AL VR, B A o) 2 B i<
P HLH A VE

Hok, SIAEF I 4ERE, M3 A5 B 5T 4
BRAAT R, TS R H BT A X R T
A TG RO o A T4 T AU I,
FEW A TS | ROE MU M. SR, —
SerE HAR W, S H BAUT AR sh A AL,
Fat i 52 ) 53 TR AE B TAEAT A (Biemann et al.,
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2015; Schilpzand et al., 2018), {HAHEHFFEAIR+
Yz, I T AT A H AT T RE
TR B “BARS T AT R, 40 & 4 H 28U T
g [RIRE AT i 23 % 51 T AR < XU B 50, (145 51
T2 H A LR AR T AEAT R 72 A Al W A4k
e ZSMREE MR, ST HEH AT NS
E R 51 T B 3 3R AR AR %5, i
AR HE 5 T AT o AN R AT R
esh A& AR PLR TR, S90S # A H BT 2
IE 2 L T B S 4 AEs . IR T, BEf
s AT R . AN aIMT R,

WA, G E B AT N H U BB R [
2% B3 T AR ORI g R i, I HL X — 5 i 77 7E
IR S = RN SNBSS A
A el 5 R £ 15 R S B (Wilson: & Gilbert, 2008),
L, 05 & BAUT AR B sh R, BT
S 7 B 0 i SRR B B2 A Sk 1 TR B b B AT
PR BRI A R AR, X B (R
] 5L T, YU BT 0 H g B AR
AR, AT 4 T B S b R A 38 45 AS B W A Ok ) B
R A BN, IAhXAH BT A SRR
UL, #EMHG SR A FRALREES . H 405 B AL
TR AR RS —ERER, TS
8 b BN BB A R R SRR AR Ak, AR B
B 16 1 RN 15 RE T AT B B AR IR (0 T R, 1F
T80 H IRALBEIRBEAL, Phuk, X HA MR IEE M
M 0L T &, B BT A0 H s R S
T4 H IR U BISE R, X EAT B
FE PR TS, MU H BTN B B sh i
FEART, A ATT 23 B 0 O BB AL Bl ok 1 1 S
BRI PE 4R i, TA ik A BB SR AR 2 i AU
M R L 2 RE e o HE L, YR B E 1 Y
PUTM &, A0S & AT R H Dk sh R 5 01 T
M H T AR R IE R CR

e, WV T S ST ST E BAUT RN
“BTTEN S AL, e T AR SR A8 AL
F1 R0 B 7= A g Il s i - DA 56 400 5 2 %
ST RZ A 5 ey, 0 DG T AR O A 1 41 2
5, WHLURE (L et al., 2017)%:, X shA4s 5
Can TAES A ) 1 2200, 1334 TR H17R
AR AR B . BFE R, s T
AR = A 25 52 M A R 1 I8 R AT Ol (Crawford et
al., 2019; Morgeson, 2005), F:TFit, 4 HEHIT

CAERAF 5 0 3 BT S % 8O0 )2 T8 9 51 L7
AR, BANE, BT R RGN
BORARAEHIE, 1 TAES M X 5 TREE /Y
TAES IR = AW AR s R . Hop, 0T
R SR RS 1Y A D B AR, AR B IR
P R SR T TAE SR

MRATED T RREZRAW TAEESE, Stk
AS TR 815 2w, 5 R 405 3 AT O
A G ML 24 5 T 407 T B TAEREM, &
FRAG R 1) 15 &5 5% U FIA HT 5% R (Koopmann et al.,
2016), FEEMEE H KT AL RE, IR
EM . HETREMRAAHEIE, BATeFmm TH8%
B A E RO A AU I A
Wi TAEAT A, SRIL40 T BT R <k BE”
il o A, R AR SR 28 D 23 1 10 15 40 3 3
AT RGBT ARMBEEN R, X — W 1E
Heza R TSNP, Hr, ¥R T4
D3 TIHA TAES A, 208 2 0 e % 51 58 Bidh
B TAEAE 45 (Stahl et al., 2012), SEBGHE I
BysEAk . FEFRIRAAENE, ATS 0 T~
DA IR . B IR A Ak S, 2k b4
5B FRGH K BRI TAE S e BE A 95 R 1Y
R, MRS F BT <A HILE . BRI,
TE M AR D257 1E 1 PR 3 40 5 2 B AU T N 5 B
TIHHFBN LR, X—HHEHSZ 50 T
T A o Ak, RIESE O R GRS, FAEW
R R, 520 T K (Morgeson et al., 2015),
U, R T AE S0 0 0 B b5, FEXT 4005 3 AL
A7 T RE” H 428 0 8 57/ PR T AR S
PR B R, O G 3 AT Sy A A AL Y
PRIV i

WEST R A B T 2F & AH 40038 0 BB A 5T o
%, TS E AT AR R T3] 875
W HILAR, WAL T 2 AR TR R 4 3 AT
Sy << BA W 167 A< R J) 8 5 Wi (4 I I (Wong &
Giessner, 2018; Cheong et al., 2019), ABI T+ &
SIS H AT AR SEIFSY . B A i B AR
HEAT R R TN, B4 H 02, K
FETFHWAAEIE, B THE—WHEBRIET T
ST H BAAT %t 52 T A <RI B 5 W ) 2o
BLUEI R B2, 33X Ry 43 B 400 8 B AUA T Sl 7 2
BRI S s ma ML R HE T 48— BeHESR,
B <XUTT 65 B 5 A LB
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B, BTSSR HE N BNENIT R, #
BT 10 B A BT R B AT N BT AR,
R EAT R FE SRR T B A (Schilpzand
etal., 2018; Tepper et al., 2018) . F: T sh MM, WF
ST H T H RIS BT R AR w I 817
AL, DL T BT O I H O Bl AR X
BT, A BT R b S T 5T 8 R 2 A
TR RHSRIEHA R, A, HiTHFEHE )
AR B BEAUAT F ol R BT E AT R BT 5T 42
HET RS, BIAT LUK 38 7R A2 S i S LM T SR
FHAT NI MRN8 T s &2 0m
TFH . X —WAH BT F ST I AR,
P G IS R Y 3 B o

8=, T TAESE X 405 5 AT WL )
SUALE 52, A BT 3w PR B 5 P X R AR
HETT, AE SR A E R R AT A . X )
FREENEAZ R, TEFFLAERNIENE
(Koopmann et al., 2016; X%, X%, 2017), BI#f
TAESMRE KRR, JF RS T HEE ST
TEFME AR R, AT i s TAEF A
SR T E H, FEENINE T TESGM
Wik, MO, AW E OK ST E AT NS L
YESHARLS & BT, AT 8-S F AT
B 5 S F ST S B A, BRI 7 AR [ M o i 3
PEsZm T, S E BT R 5L T A i <X T)
S

5T AL I S B8 R £l A8 B3 A 4T 4T
o SCERPE AR R . 1 0E, WA A E S SR
S FANAT R 0 T WL T) S s RN, RERS
R AN B R TR S0 5, T AT
Sk D TR B LA TARTT A . TR RAH
W, RS G R H K, SieE B RSRAL
ANFZKSF B FAAT R, B ALY B 25 I B 2 B 2 %
BT TAETT = AR A2, 3k A B T4 B
A QA S ek B AA T A B 1 AR A R T
RTHGIRMAT R &5, A B T3 B4l iy 4
SEMG T, SR T AR B kA A,
VI KT i TARFARXT B T = A IR s . AR
AP IR Z Al SCfb . Al AUE L Al 25
MY ZE AN SRR 3 T semm, #1207 TAE
HOU RS MIER . ETARFREE, I8
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The double-edged sword effect of leadership empowerment behavior
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Abstract: In the era of rapid development of the digital economy, leadership empowerment behavior is an
important practice with which to motivate employees. However, prior studies have shown inconsistent
findings regarding its effectiveness. To deeply investigate the impacts of leadership empowerment behavior
on employees, we aim to systematically examine the mechanism of the “double-edged sword” impact of
leadership empowerment behavior on employees based on conservation resource theory (COR). First, from
the perspective of resources, empowerment is regarded as a kind of resource that leaders provide to their
employees. Then we thoroughly analyze the “enabling” and “burdening” mechanisms induced by leadership
empowerment behavior. The regulatory focus of employees is considered the boundary condition that
influence the “double-edged sword” impact. Second, leadership empowerment behavior is thought to be
dynamically changing. We explore the ways in which daily leadership empowerment behavior and the
fluctuation of leadership empowerment behavior cause the “double-edged sword” effect. Third, we consider
the organizational context in which leadership empowerment behavior plays a dynamically changing role.
We explore how the relative dynamic situation, namely, work events, moderates the “double-edged sword”
effect of leadership empowerment behavior. We aim to combine static and dynamic perspectives to
systematically explore the mechanism of the “double-edged sword” impact of leadership empowerment
behavior on employees, contributing to both academic research and practical implications.

Key words: leadership empowerment behavior, conservation resource theory, work events, thriving at work,

emotional exhaustion





