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PR DM FH AT A?
RERMBIRNER

F OB o B HRE' ELR’ B2
(B REE R, TN 510632) C T ARM 4 K% TR HISBE, 1 510320)

H E MEARDEATRERA—ANATEZGHFEM, LR -ANAXBGEELTRFM. AEFHITEX
EABAEZ T RA S FAARATAH G IEBAER, ABRABAER QL ENF S FFE., REARTRAEQHHFE
AT HGMALIR, EATIER I ERARBEFHDTATR PN, EREETERAGEL LAY
FR. GANKE, ARSUERHRE, ANREBTERI, ERRARREZANMER. ARERMELE
BB EREY R, RABIFAERS LS FAATAGESCREE, SERABRERF T EARNEH Z
28 RTEN.

EKER R wERL RAGRRT R RHBL; BERIAR; FARATH

RS B849:C93

1 HARNHBIBER K7 (9 WE 28 AT 58— o AL — ) p B T 1 B3]

R AR e g POre VR IL BOEL T BB A
A It Ay, A ALBU U A A R
o P, MRS - 38 EL A O B A AR
(Scholl & Sassenberg, 2015; H i %5, 2012), 7E4 (Weber, 1915/1047), %H4T HE VI8 A X Bk
U B, AT S, AU R — Rl eV oen o TR ITEREEAN AT

N o .. Weo X (Maner, Gailliot, Menzel, & Kunstman, 2012), X
W, PHE S B E A T H LR, D& (R 5 S B ) (Tost, 2015
AR A T O FAA S, Ry e [ R (Tost, 201,
RS S gt E sy T 0 AT AR 9 B ) (St &
R S S TR IR Antonakis, 2015)% . 3 it g s e AR 7 9 5 AT
Z A AAE, PR 2 B BRI 2B (Anderson & WU B s R B 5 LA KL 1 o (Zhon
Brion, 2014; Maner & Mead, 2010), 1Efi#iAiR ot al 2(’)06)17£ﬁjﬂl$ﬁ:%l§]E(J‘%VR—FA!ZD%#/[%
BT, A A FA I A 4L Aéﬁﬁz%%éé%%w%¢MWﬁmﬁ%
N N A ES LB DTN )L MR N
ﬁﬁfifiiifémgﬁiif32222 o, W LA R ), T 2 XA B
- rE Py N =] N N N
PR R B AR e 2 o PR A N
SR O 1 UL TEANR AR AR Rt S 5N, XA RS 4

; K
12 Xt LBV B o R T e, e SRR

i, PG, 7 B B
KT DK 25 15 72 T4 SR R 0 R A — mmi;gi@ii;;ﬁiﬁg;iﬁ?gﬁ
& (Guinote, 2007), % Ji& % 42 % i 1473 % A X o S

BB L, @B AMERIEA B 2 0 &0 (E %
IR, BEfE—CBIE Rm SR, RO E
Wk H B 2020-01-20 PR FHRE M S 2L Ot A VR, R s b R 45
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i) FE I PRIk, iy 2 P 8 e T R — A
SLARE IR, AR — A S A A B S ek )

2 HLAPNOHRBBIESU A

KTALUFE P RIS, F#E T EZEN
4 NUAIEAT IS . FET AW A, ST
00 A AR A 7 A U A8 R T O R 2
HEWRGAT; T NSRBI MA, FHEE
FEIIE A AU 22 A A0 BRI A 56 7 X LA
LAT R, FET ARt 20, i
WA T BT RN B PR BILRL ;& T AU i
B, A DA XA T PR R g 15 2 52 ] S A
HIAT o BSOS A R 9 BHE 5 WLE 21T 12

AR,

A J7 By 4 35 /400 i 32 (Approach/Inhibition
Theory of Power) \AEW2Et M th &, @t MARY
MY RGRMBEAUIRTE 4 . INAAAT R
52, Keltner, Gruenfeld fll Anderson (2003)I\ A
MR D7 R B, AT b 2 3 R 45 (Behavioral
Approach System, BAS)# G, ML HE 5 X%
Jily R R, AR T 2 (Y BRI R, JE A
FIT B H 25 0908 A 25 R R, SR A S
SNBSS ISR, 17 R S
(Behavioral Inhibition System, BIS)##{i&, M4
SEZLEEM . AETTRURTE M, RIS A
4, RAZENESWVAERSRY, ML EL
HATH

A T 01 5% 58 fE #Lie (Situated Focus Theory
of Power)FREE R ZMAH A, MASIE H 5
LA ERBT AL 520 . Guinote (2007)IA AT R
BNGHEAHTAEREGER, BRI A
N BRRAE K, 38 I 5 1A A BT Ak 1 55 45
B, Bl TR S R A IS, IR
HAR 55 ) AR 0 6 1 A, IR TR L Y R
TSI oy 2. BRI, P1AG BT RE RS 4R fif
ARETEE T, ACCFESHERMAEXWER, X
[] PV I B S R A AR e g, B i TS e &
HAw, I HAEEARHEAS R IR B IR L S mg, 42 &4k
MR REM; (HEtZ B S HARE T OB AR
hA R, RIEMHZE, WRBOEE 1508
R SHORALF &

7 B4 2 HE B #E (Social Distance Theory
of Power)3: T ABRgh 120, &I T AR

FNBRALE FIAFIALH . Magee #1 Smith (2013)
WK N BRAIL ] 24 A AR T 18 A X s £l 177 )k
B F] AR 2 BE S, — M1 ke A T AR R ke
Z SRR AL S 3 0y, 2 A 3 TR A
SRR, MRASCHEMA, BWESITNEARSZ
F5E0 o ARA A A T 5 AL A A A B R,
PR 2RI B BAR A E S R S, REIH AR IR . A
HLT AR B B ] A 2 BE S R, 2R AN
[ )2 Y fig B KB R mAU MR
R SRR E R IR K, Hitka R
SN EW B B AR A —B08AT S, A BRI
HFAEERIRE Sy, SR HEE MR B . T
B ARRIZ R . B B AR K, T
B E R, 17825 32 BRI kA2

Br T EAREIE AN, A AU A i A
FIRMRALT A R BLII RN . EHBE S, 4
ARG AT A B2 A TR, A APk 517 R Fo
2P ) SR A 4, SO S 2 AR S AT HY
AAFEA TN R HLEs I, A2 AT Ry 3B B A
N4 B B kA, 6] T4 PR A O B9 %R H AR
MR R A BE, B A KR 1 AT S (de Wi,
Scheepers, Ellemers, Sassenberg, & Scholl, 2017;
Sassenberg, Ellemers, & Scheepers, 2012; Tost,
2015), U3 B3 R WL 23 BTTAT BT e 14 i SR A
SRANIR], TR 2 AA A ] 22 XA T3 77 A A [a) 1 i 152
We? 2 AT AN ] R UL Tost (2015)IA RS2 AL
FIINF 258 52 M AR XA B i Ty =K. Hw A
15 AT 23 X0 AN [R] A ABE A AT IOCARL, 3ok S B AH
fEAFTEICIC T, AT A ZIE BOA M 4, Jf HAE
RORANE LT X AMTRAT A7 R . 24> 4
T, AR A N 2 2 EACE N B AT ITE
WY G251, TR 2 Ath (8 DA 0 I 2 v A3 7t 25 5 <38
B AR R AU IR R, TEAT I 2R A SE A
FIFHEARM 25 de Wit A (2017)IA AT T 19 J&
RS2 A B R R S, St B AR ET BE R I A
RO e, (YT A1 B 2 3 SO — R i i3
A B X DT S ACE AT R . AT SR —
20 A 1] AR A i 52 S SEAE R A, 5 IR
JE 455 53— B LA RO i 132 R B2 1 <
PF, s NAbR BRI, GRS 5
I B R TEAT I, HAp ) TR g8 N (45 T )&
MEZ)MEI . Chen, Lee-Chai 1 Bargh (2001)
) & 7% 56 7 B In) 23 52 0 A (AW AT 1 8, A
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A ) 1) SR 2o A s L2, SRBLI
W2 AR AFIAAT s WA 2 R G FEAE
SRR R A DA, EERLIAT BA R B A A S5 ROR
SR AN PNG I CIEE S

ZE L RTIR, BB A A
SRIEAL ) 2 SRR A B 2 A W R B8, T
FEORFT R 165 R A ISR I R A
SNSRI DR VAR 723 R Y A G S Ay
S SV NN DA Vi Y-S SSE ST TN (11
T RTE AL 22 BE B SR AN B 2 IR Ay 22 5 A
30 R AR WA R R ASU R R L 22 B DA 23 i
JEAN R B AT S e 5 o BT 58 A 2 3 B8 SO A
YA Wi BT 5 2 A B — 1Y I T o 7 1T B
Wi, B AT e KA A [ i AR e AU AR 52 BR A
A, Ao ERA B Sk, EAE Sl —
FOBR AR S H AR, Tk L8 AR BE T RE AR 04T,
] B AT M .

T i = PR AR A A BRI E BT R Y
265 EEACAE T MKW Z 0, EARL ST
w AR B 2E AT . HeF 2, BIER
TEAFTESE T, @B MRS . X
B TARB AR AT A A g 10 7 A
AL TR 1 22 AT AE TR Z T, R AL
TAETEARFTEEE T, XU ™ H AN [ 1 Jg R
Sk, BEmT AR AT o A R T
AR ERESIE, WITEIEC WAL, (R
TR ST Z A . UK R R, A
B S A o s R 5 AU ) RLTT 400

3 HARMARHAFHIITANAE
& SRERMEFTER

31 WAMFEHSITAHRITRRIL

FALSAT AR RIS B AT BT ] L fE AR
JRAF, EMIEXTAA . FEFISH 7 AR,
W BN BAT R — Fh B AR TE 2 (Schroeder &
Graziano, 2015), 7EZHA P ERITEMLSIT N, AU
RERE WS I LI AR, e LIESIR, g
12 9k 41 218 8 . 2 TF 41 21 %1 (Henttonen,
Kianto, & Ritala, 2016; /N, M=, /MR,
2019), FARHIARIEH L IR £ 5 1A
HFIR, ABMmNEA ST MERITRE T, R, F
EESRHN BT B ST, RIS BB
T BN HE B A EENE L,

SR, I A AR W 5T E0 I R gt AL G AL
Wfarsg g SEAE AT I IS — B A R R
W 5T & BT 23 0 S5 41 2347 7 AL T AR R T
b B B AIF 5% 10 2536 T ] AR5 O <A ) S B0 M,
LN AN ST I (RIS (Acton & Himmelfarb,
1948), HAKWMIT, W55 & B &5 AR A 5
AT Ry s, angE AT e B B i F 55 5 ST
Y% (Galinsky, Magee, Gruenfeld, Whitson, &
Liljenquist, 2008), #) bt A DL BCH U140k ik B
H & H # A9 L H (Gruenfeld, Inesi, Magee &
Galinsky, 2008), # /b5t A 5352 H 315 J3 (Maner
et al., 2012), DhKFE W] REXS [F) S5 F0 N @ T ANE
YR PEIE 4T M (Kunstman & Maner, 2011),

Wil 5 W9 BB AR, B A F 98 & & AL S
2 X SR A 23 AT R AR e . AR R SR R W,
AU AT LA e o s A AR Pk R BT ek .
LIRS R NP S (i I = SR O PN K E il
Tk, TREINAZ 2 hia SR a1 JERA Y H
FR(COté et al., 2011), WIERAAYHA LUALA o0y
HNBRIC R B, ARAM B e, HABRC R
JR P i 5 (Schmid Mast, Jonas, & Hall, 2009), i
651 15] F e 1 25412297 9 (Chen et al., 2001), i A HF
TR, ERLRE R RERE T, R AR %
W 2 his AU 54t 2547 . Y i
IR R SRR BN, S MESS it
A1 BABRAS FR A (9 SR (Maner & Mead, 2010), & ]
Lolb FRAEE B TS, EAMA A (de Wit et al.,
2017), 2~ 4H H X £F b A (de Cremer & van
Dijk, 2008; Overbeck & Park, 2001), % JFlisifl
A H C B E (Karremans & Smith, 2010), 4 fif
AL FER TR AR S G, S AU MR SR
Y40 BE AR R 5 3 R R 1 B L (Postmes &
Jetten, 2006), B HEINEEAR B AR 47 A (Maner &
Mead, 2010),

TR AR A T H U 1) — R ULAEAE, X
Yrip RS H LG IL R R 25, (RIS 2Z [ B )
GAE, SCHAL BIG B S SCAELEM . [FI,
WA B IR R — XTI 8, anff A, fr A h
SRR R, I, TR ENT
P4 T AR T A B LA S, 4B s AR ) B R
M LA 5| G B A A SR AT W 9K T EL B SE A0 (E
B X o 0 Pless (2007)48 1 R BN 19 75 L B 52 AL
1B I THTZE 401 6F £l 450 5 2 =) QAA] AR R BT A
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K 2% 78 X RIEQ015) W\ AL KA A
REFHA N1, WERAATTE N PR ASTE h REAE
N, A5 o AR SR A BTRk o A A SC
RAEH LU AU X 24T 24T R BN, 8 it
X LMER CWF S I R G BE, & 4R AU E )
S SEAL AT A B N TERLH B K2R, TS
AR #FE R AU RS S, SRR G AL
R, M A B 45 0 0 (B9 0 2 3 A7 kAt
TR, LMAHLR 5 Rk .
3.2 MAOEBHRERMBAREREEZT

AT —Fh L) 4k T 7 A7 1 55
B A AN A S R RNl N 2 R O T
(Handgraaf, van Dijk, Vermunt, Wilke, & de Dreu,
2008; Tost, 2015), EA WU TR BALZA TSI
BERAL AT AT B —35 . @A MER T
iy A O AL A ] (Hersheovis et al., 2017),
B Al N R 5 XU A AR S (Tost &
Johnson, 2019), XJ iy 4b #F 1A 41 A 41 41N [H] i
(Scholl, Sassenberg, Ellemers, Scheepers, & de Wit,
2018), XA AR TR . AL A L2
F8 K3 SR Ry BEAT I, 2 M 1] T OC T AR KR £
B SR A AR 45, I E 2RI R 247 M (de
Wit et al.,, 2017; Sassenberg et al., 2012; Tost,
2015), PRI, A SCAA ) it 32 A A s e, DR
SRR IE [0 52 0 St A7 9 VR o

IR SR IS FAt 23 6 R Z A B A4 1
wfm, wEASERERENE, T AEY
A1 0T A7 SR 98 K 5 AT R LA B B
W SRS (T IRAE, AT R, 2009), F3C
WG 2R EAEAT (AT B 25 SR X 5 53 12 R 18
ik, WEAE A ERESMA, URERES
HA =R K, 732 E R B SR AR 5T
SR = 2 AR (R SO S WL 1)
321 EMNEBS: WHHEFHFFRNIER

e A ) A A T 45 2 RGBT 1E) (Williams,
2014), SRR AARLE, M A AT REIE K 4k
A 19 B AR (Willis & Guinote, 2011), AFfif—A4>
HRHRA T R AFTEST LR, — Iy, HEERL
IRIE A ) AR B 0 Ry e, o5 —Jr i, AR AN
P BERUTT 1A A 23 IR 4 23 B s 4R R RO Al
W47 . Sapolsky (2005)42 H AE L35 AN JSHE N A /F
EA 2N L F AR o N N e
EE S TIERWOHEMAME S, MR

R 5
KFAL. BT

1 AU 38 5RO e BE R AL AT O A S E S

T 24 S G B UZ AL S g o — Bk U, &
A2 38 5 38 B it AR SRS 0 R L &
AT AU LIRS S HT 2S5, DT G A 4
P RN AU B 2K o

NATTHE A 25 R R AL B AR R [ Y £
@ FF (Keltner et al., 2008), 54 T %% K JZE A
AR L, AL T T2 B 2 80A oy B4 TSR Y T
PH WSS L PRAT IR AR R TE A T 43 BC B U Y e
(Anicich & Hirsh, 2017), H. 5 %4 HEA G 45
MBEWRH T, W& HirF A EPR173)(Chen et al.,
2001; Zhong et al., 2006). i} 57 3% B 1 BA % 51 & %t
AT A NMERB R T ZEE, FEER
A FLLE AR B BA (9 30 (B e i, IR B, JBUR S,
R, 2017)0 FrLAE AU AN T 4 sk 358 1
BRI, <30T Rl R 14U A a1,
HEICJE U TR, R Z A I B A S H bR
I RZAT BT,

BRATH AT W EACE 43 BT A RS
. HUR Keltner % A (2003)UESEAN ) 25805 A~ 4
BB IE R G, A0 R AT A AT ] T G 1 2 Jgly o ]
e, W BBE A AR S AT R, (BERCE A
By, T E N E S SRR £ RS A5 3
KSR FEHE ST, @A R G EAT AL
Jyn g B R 25 8, ARA A R 2 iR TR 4
AW SF g, IR AR T HE A
ARG IEAT AU I e A DL SEBLR O H bR
B, AR RS IA N ERCE AR BC AL . T HURD
FI, ARFTBESR HCE B AT S e 4t B0 >4 i A0 AF g
B, 23 Bk (Lammers, Galinsky, Gordijn, &
Otten, 2008; Magee & Galinsky, 2008), Kk, AT
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WA B EAT RGN, RS & UL —F
[ ARE PR CA R e S I P M NS |
LUR AT I B4 AT R .

Hershcovis 55(2017)# & SCHERFGE &k B, FEAL
T A U B AS SCHIAT A R0 A ol b A7 R0 A 4
BBk R, 5 A AR A A~ 1R 356 8% [l s B 7 A L,
AT BT AT BB AS SCHI AT S A R T BT O,
g 2 AR A 2 SR RVIG RS R o 3R PR AL
BN T REDS NERIAL, FRNOTHERA, L
— P R H At R s Ab iy 7 AT H . Lammers
Al Galinsky (2008)t3 i SLHGUEIA, 5 3h 4t
WA G R N B2 — B A AR A 4
Ji. BESRNGIE MR RE), o MR
FHRRRBAOT MG b at, goalaih Er
B R AT A MEGE AT A L g B B AU, 2, B
B T R AT A RN AT S AR R
PN E
322 EWHESMA: KBEMMIER

BT TR G R, MR Dy 42 1 i X S7
T, W) AL 408 A9 — A4~ B E A% 2 (Emerson,
1962), —Jr i, AU A RERAXFRIA Bl
PR, XA Rk arig RAREHIAG 55—
I, ARGz BN AN EFR, R
WO AT AR LR A N B s, RS RIZE . AR
#204h, Eul 58 R MO AU - HOBC R,
HRYEARIGAR B2 7T LK XUy 6 R A8 R . XT AR
WRAFRIAS X FRAK 6

TEXT BRI OC RAG S, X5 43 0] 48 X 7
ERAFR, FEMGIWRIA TN N BiR.
WES T AW R A T, AT RE 8% S 4 SUR A e
SRR R R, B TR RS A, LR
TR AR LA GA H R, EMPHER TS I
R LBV RRFRAK O R . AR OC R IG R
wh, —Jr LR AT e BT R, Sy — 5 T AT
WAAFAREE T 8 W S sl Bl HR A Re it 3h AR
155, 524 HFR(Wilson et al., 2010), 3% FiAH
HARHE . PR O Rk LRI B IRE A 2 AL
A IO R J, W T R R £ 7
3R, X5 8 17 5¢ T (Handgraaf et al., 2008), A GEW>
[R) =3k 58 % TARAT 55 o

NI PR Z B ET TR b E) R 8
I & B (Foulk et al., 2018), AN#F 1T ol 437
Y 57 L, HEREE M R —, FREACEAIR, T

P b H BRI A A4 O IR A RE AR E TAE,
BIE B /), HoaT AR, PR 5% T
5 FAEBTAMNBIKBM LR, FEIEEE NS
2 IFEAA I, X TR SIRE L AL
% 4B HEG BRI ER, T IBAEAEAX
PRl T Rl AU B AR HL 2 5
i B E 24, I 23 L 228 SR AR T A B 1Y
AR B R i, 38 50 6F AT B B AR R (Torelli &
Shavitt, 2010; Zhong et al., 2006), B iRE|# @K
S, LA BT R R i s iR, [N
WA DT, AL 8 8 AN F 45 1)
1128, TEAR SR G 25 R AR /NG, RO
HIAHSCH R N A T 2 v, SR TE 28 AN )1
A VEFIIEEE R 4T M (Pitesa & Thau, 2013),

Handgraaf 5 i /%) [ 2 (2008 )i i 24 Gt 1) £ i
T R R RN SR S UE S T AU I AR RO ORI
W e 2R, 24 AU A A AR B 7 AU N
BRI, Hiriz HREMKB A & f g n, b
AR T RAEAE AR R B, N RUT 2585
KFR o MR, WA 2N R I kb T —Fh
B O, AR 08 XY, ERCE 1 54T
TR E A, T SR AR s AT D Oy 2 L 45
FHEZ M %R, Howard, Gardner Fl Thompson
(2007)fd FHIR NG BE AT HAIE, &I S AU RF
FHE A C SR AR, 21 (RAL R H
B SATTEZ AR, $ RS D R R R 5
323 EWNEEAR. HLLARMIER

K I AR M AU SR v i A, & el ZH 2L BRI
I 3 I 32 & i RV S 1 3 25 22 A 4 (van Dijke
et al., 2018), PRI EFSCE TEATRIR I 75 7% 1& B
S HHL R, X OCR S AERAT H 18
Wi o ZH LN )2 A TE R E 44U rh 5 18058 By A
K AT ARy, 2 MAX A 5 5442
] 5C R MR, 8 B R AL 25 AR (“TRATT B 2% A1 i
IF HIOGL B Ry 45 2R ), A = AR (T2
— AR T A A, TR 3 2 2L 7K
WK E M S 5 R E S KB (Puusa &
Tolvanen, 2006; Tajfel, 1972; Tajfel & Turner, 1979;
Thomas et al., 2017), ZHZUIA[R] [ T A AR 4 40
PN BHFRMESREE, e TR 54
SUMHIR R (10 BB Pk, JFRE TN MR S 1 2 KB
NS A B2 2 ) SRIET S o Scholl
SEN(2018) 48 1 2H LU [ %] 98 385 A g F2 44 14 53 4T:
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B R ECEAVE R . 72 TAERE h, &AM K
SRR AL R AR A R B, [ SRR XT
HAURIHAD AL AT A S, A BRSFHA
AR, WA S NHLUAR, AEX S5
T, EACE B EA AR R, A LU AR
ETAE, BOIRE R R X RN B, I
HEAZEEMAPLE TAEMREAZ 25 (Giessner et
al., 2013; van Knippenberg, 2000),

FACEW B CWAEA S L R, X
1B LU R RS, F I R o 4 4 S 5t i o
PR, A AT O ok B 2R i B B Y
L5 By BARKE, FEAGE Sk 544
H A5 A0 25 A0 5C 1 TAE AL, MAH LA ik
Z &, i RAZUEM . A AN E BT
WATE, #WEhfb A, Al A BRI 25, If SRR
TR B 2H I 4 (van Knippenberg, 2000), BRIt
ZAb, AR T A o 4R v A X 2H B T AT IRk
A, EICREA AT . AN S S A T AR
RS ST R B, EACEERE AR M AFH
LN IssCAHES, A CA o7 07 93 BA Xk
i, BB AR Rl S E T A AR Z
(Maner & Mead, 2010), Xt B & FIZHZ 8 R B R
EHHM, WA TKNT B A N ENEA
ARV AE BN, I 398 5 2 2R 5t S % AT 45
FAVERY R (Hogg et al., 2012).

AR AR FEAESE T S AE X BT AL 1 A
HHLUANR, 2358 5B Il SR it 17
Ao Scholl 55 A (2018)7E IR 7 P A& B, TEit 2
iEPRPIZ G R B AT 2T, B RE Y
TR RGN, Y At AT ZU A R T A T BA B,
FRCE E RGN B 35 5 19 52 4E P, I X AL
Tl A FRE R FI R E AR . [FEE, Scheepers,
Ellemers Al Sassenberg (2013) J& sh#ak A 7 J8%
A, FFBECRAATAEARR G T Mk sk, St
2 A it X 245 TR BT A A SR Ath o % (48 ) R AT
R, WA E, 2 RERY], Kt n
TS BA 7 A 2 2UA R, HURFN B B O A TR
e AT BN ML, 4E30 I BATE £, DA ik i3 58 ) T 1A
A H FR B 83
33 HREBRMEHFEHSITA

TR B AE R — S rt sy, DO
My AR ST — T 50— BRI R
#(Tost & Johnson, 2019), ffifi AT — ¥ H

SR ANAT R AT SR 8 I AT i K
MR T) — BL25 4, A2 i AR AT S pk 217
A (Hermans et al., 2017), X} T =&AL A4k
ME, JHERE G LR AR, i
oA A Ry o X A G LB Al e XN IR DN 3
I AT 2T R, AR B T AR B R F AL
AU AN G T, AR B9FI25(Scholl & Sassenberg,
2015), XHREH Y AR EEZE McClelland &
Holland, 2015), ANigt4x J %% 5% il A\ (Handgraaf
et al.,, 2008), S AGYE, WAL X3 (Balau &
Utz, 2016; Howard et al., 2007), 5 FE 78K
YRR B, X TR BRI RS [ (de Wit et al.,
2017), A8 T (A 1 AV i 1 A O 114 P 3 (Scheepers
etal., 2013),

4 WABBREBRFATEKZHIAT
Sk

41 NMEBE: WAzHMBEASHEZNE
MLUEEEH, ANRERE 23 A BN S
A7 ] 1% M2 (Chen et al., 2001; Z5&AHF 25, 2014;
Overbeck & Park, 2001), 4% 71 81 ¥l (power
motive) &R L2 H KFEMIXT S, BE L —Ff
TRERU NG R IT, REE AR > MR s 52 e i
N PR R AN G B R A B R A N BRI AT
(Suessenbach et al., 2019), 5 1A S ShHLAEA L,
AU SIS AR A TE SR ZU AU 4 e oK,
TEFEM R BZFHEBEOAT), A8 T k5
W T B AE IR AR R AR B XY AT (AL ) H Ay
(Willis & Guinote, 2011), Jf E X% FH&- 38504
) A A SR e o, O T T At G 2 i) LA
A0 A3 2 (Hermans et al., 2017), Maner,
Gailliot, Butz Fll Peruche (2007)3 i SEHEAF 5% 4 3iF
T =AU S ALA A7 26 XA T 1 458 2 DR 1]
AT T R BRI R R R, S O PSR T
AR RS s, T S BRI, AU Il
55 8% 72 26 B AU B, S AU S LA R SR AR B
PR5F, BFE4ERR A CAEA B SFE G AU AL, ]
I, FEACE PR BRI ET S, Y8 BRI A
Lgmifli N, BRTRE S A R AU R K .
7% (narcissism) At 2 52 ) 2 AL AL T 4k
FRoRMEZERER . AWERNMEEGEKNH
R, IR TN iR A IR R
(Campbell et al., 2011), BEAEMEHERL . AEX
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TR RS S A G . 2 BTk, — 7,
i A K FEACE X A SRR, AN A
O f MR (1, ZERIIR . B A28 56 55 5 Th ot dnc
T Tt N, B o A 3 b I i e AR R SR
(Chatterjee & Hambrick, 2007; Liu et al., 2020); 73
—J5 T, H AP B ERGE 58 R A B AR
AT, BRI ARREE RSG5 5, TSR IE
H & #% 2 (Campbell et al., 2011; Chatterjee &
Pollock, 2017; Zeigler - Hill et al., 2019), Zeigler-
Hill 25 A (2019)2R H] 1) 4 3 £ 1% H H I 0F 78 vk
THOFFE, B A 28K V- 0 A X AL 1) 45
Gl AR IE A, RIACH A C A AU 24 2
(4, I LA T 36 5K 5 R U S Gt i, Al AT
ool AN NRE T ol FH AT SR A5 A [ T B
FRANFEATT, P A MG K, 212
FRE B A KRR, B BGR ZL R AU e
iR, AT A TR A b R A% O T RE )
LLPNIE B/ a7 )y 2 L A E 9] 7 S8
42 ABRBE: XRKEMESEHNZMN

£ E R NI i A=Y VIR NN
AT R, AR BERE IR AN BR ORI B AR R BT, TR
2 AT DL - b B AR AT B9 PR (Karreman &
Smith, 2011), & Z &K # (relationship commitment)
AR MRTE OB X — A NP AR, WA K
JERUTT KA B R, I B R sk
AR ] o 5 ZU Y 5C 2R 7K v d i LA [R] H B oy ik
B, WRAMAA BRI O R OR M, B ATE—BOR
F o, AT £ A ) T X B SR A
B B 22 B LU AR 25 O 10 94T S AR, A
A K FORIES, AT OCTEDN N7 K,
XPRUTT 5 Z I HEHF I A 00 (Righetti et al., 2015)
SFERCE IR AT T A B — AP BA, 8% 1A
NSAL HbR, fhbFEM T BT &S,
BFRRBAFABRER . B, 487 ARt
NI SRR BRI, Al A OB R S 2B 5
RIS 0T R R Bl AR B B R, DL A
R AR, 255 00 1 O 06 X 5 oK,
RIEK IR ENEIEL R

TERIR IR WS, “E AT 32 ER A
5 (mono-episodic) 1Y F2 45 Jr vk, B G EAE R A HF
JE I 2 B AN 45 S 1 35 R AU Aok s . (H
Schaerer 45 A (2018)4 Hi A% 1 5 RNk #61 4 H vk 1.
3J) (one-shot interaction) 5 T & H 3l (repeated

interactions)s R A 45 A —FERY . SR B S
THOL T EACETT B FALE RG R ERHE, &
O T Z AT R, 3X 5 R A SR 5 5L 6 Oy I AR
G 45 - — 3 (Gruenfeld et al., 2008; Lammers,
Stapel, & Galinsky, 2010); EE H3EIEHER
B — 7R BT LA B R A R 5, 3X
BB AP e I R Sh 4 7 255 AR BT
T EANAT g O — 7 TR A R R XU A5 7T RE Ak 25
PRIFIX B R R, THMERE LR E G, San Martin 55
AN(2015) & B, 24 w5 A ) A g 53 T0UHA oK ok A
T AR Y LB R, 23 A ] T2 SR AR A ) B
WA TR, WO 7 BRI R, AL
HEMAWES EINREER L, b8 GE RSz B XL
TR S Z, (E 5 0 B gk B 2, HE AL
H— R ZZ A, SR AR A XS 55 55 o
43 HLEM: AL BRARESRENS I

WA R SHE B Ar—B1T8,
FE2KEENEPESAL BRRHENEL L
(Guinote, 2007; Keltner et al., 2003), X th4H 4N
T ) PR IER 5 M T 2 R AR R AR B 1 5 M A 9 TA
H.OWEERST R, YA BARER A L fth
ANVEXR TS, HEARZ F A2k
A, 2R S A 2P Al AR 25 0 A 25 S
R B IR G Bas, A4UARREEE
(% 4%, 2016; Handgraaf et al., 2008; Overbeck
& Park, 2001; Scholl et al., 2017), AN\ &8 R4
BRI VIIRIT G bR U, FEAHBIT b "X —
B X ERGE RS TE MR, ks AEE 2R
HLUNF, KB BNEMENS plRRAS AR 2022 2k
HAFURIE AN NS e B, AU AR 2
A EIR, WEIEAN AR, HEUNRRE
JERRAL . AN, HALE bR ARt SR
58, B bR g =<, T 5t T 0 B 54
I, AT RO, FahhiE 5
AWt e, B2 AL 5 AMAR AR
ML & (Magee & Smith, 2013), B, 42H4 Hbx
HARMbPE St ot 4wt 2 I B i s B
i, ERCERHSUAR R &

& F 4 [l (ethical climate) )& T 41 24 5 il i) —
i, SR A 5 A b A A AR B ) R
ZH LU (LAY 0 B 5 DA Z0 P45 (Tastan & Davoudi,
2019), Sl LU R AA R E#AT BRI, X
SRR AT 25 5 M) A 4 b B A2 B ) LAY 7 2 (Martink &
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Cullen, 2006), £ 2% & A4S HH Bl 5 EAE B 4H
ZUNA BRMBER: YT 2 2T
B YRR (G BT, RS AR AL
NEVE, HEEAE 4h A 52 (Ellemers et al., 2013),
X A SRR o HL T S R o A SR A (Bllemers et
al., 2011), Pagliaro ¢ A (2018) A A& 4 Fl ] LA
SRR, — R O TS B AR, BRTE LS A
F YT AL PR A R ) — R S AL 3
W, B T HAGE, DR E O Ak B
B, “# A 1(Pagliaro et al., 2018)iE i SZIEHF5T
K, FC AR E SR 0 0 T 42U RBEAR,
o A] i 20 5 At B 53 HEAT R R, MUH R 2 R AR
TEAT Ry T OGN BAR AR B T Y B TR A
HEUARRE, AT 25T 2 09 B PRS0 OifE A
s TALERE L, AR T ZH BN RAT
o Kk, MALEA MBS FE, T2
B REOBLET, ERGE S 5 H B TFREHEN KRR,
FEA T Z A 0N

5 SEE5MRRE

ARIN AT HEPRIEE AR, HEE T
FCIIBIFSE 4 0 B e WL, 3R T SR IR 7E
RT3 fie ot 264t 2245 o A A R T A AR T LA,
SCEEAR A B AU TEAT R I 25 1A AN () X 42
JRRETFEIE, 3B T AU 5 AR R A A
[l A, BRI X SE AR I T I 2K . BRI
L, HRELCGE A B, O TR AU
TR, SRR TR, BEMMSOE — R 50 E A
SAT R BITEIHLE F A A MR 1 3
WE, SR PA s, 8% BA mKF
(4 H AR AR IS, A AERFRR ST . B EEMN
FHHMARRRN, MESEIRE A SRR
X R B0 B R A, 2 R A D R Ol B AT,
BB HABHLUR B M SR TR . KRR SEHE
B NBRZ W R, S ERE M A
BRI QAR sUE AL TR E T S E S P,
AT AR . B TR EAE AL C
A, L TARREL T &SRS
HIUPA B IRME &, X B A B A B i 2 2L
IRV, TEAR AT, PRI A A A 1)
AT R o AHEE bR A B4R 2 2H 423 1 1 9 4
R, RIAAE | Fh o P 4 At 2 B B Y 24
ZUARR, PLEOCTRE U5 F S A R I o

(R S RSE PN

AR 2227 3 AU X R A AT
A BB R, SR A AT B X — AR, (HIZ AR
WANSR BV 2815 892 SR R )y, IRt
FE SO 5T BALST D ), SCTEAL T B AR PN
AN, FEAIBIRINE, DAl
R G AT R 1 T i
51 WiITHEXUERTHRENHE

SCAEXS AT R B L T AT
T TR A2 o R ) SO A R R T
FUE LT, RAE T 06, H80h EEEE il m
SR, &— DA MERPIE IS, —JF
T, 12— A AR SR B TEILIE G836 #1486 %F
ALy, Tk R a8 BT B s AL
TIAXS FREEH, LU s B R iy 45 il o 552
Wiy (R AF, 2016), AR SRR A 35 <AL 8 T
AW, ATy, TR, X REAR
PN, m AU R A 2L B B g€ AR
FIECE AT 4F, 2010), A AT A2 Al
MF 5 5z, A RS B RAT . 51—
1, i 58 VAR 45 SCAR R R AR ) 5 384 B % B,
HIE 0 e Sy i3 i e 9 7 E Rl
FFIITTAE, JEAT R AR L IBCH) £ FAR Ak 1 55 o
“RKERNACARURT, AR P4 kT
il R3S B I B 2R 5, HAR AR AL
BB NTEAT, KA N O E S ZAM A,
IFHEREF SN AR R, IO A
C IR IE NI XUt Jmy 11 (B SCH: 5%, 2019; 5 IKHE,
2015; Witt & Stahl, 2016; Zhong et al., 2006),

o E SO SN AR A 2R, RIS
NN TAU i 2 CHE 2, EAUE & —WRiE K
Y XA ), PURE TA ) S A2 100 2 AR I 1Y 54T,
e T A R 2 R IR TE M U A, A
TEATHRU I 2 BRI R L SARIOEER | LA
L AU G R A5 B L, 2o AUy figp 32
HTHE, BT A O, Ml 2R AT
o RAKAMCMTE T WA EETIA, R H A
75 58 A ey A 1 SCAE 51 R AR INTHTE . L5
FEE K, MRS . HLas iy M B AL
PR, 320K SR T A AR B R AR AT,
WA AT REfe dE AR AR AR ML 5 A SR e
5.2 KFWRAEMES SR FERSIT AR

Mz I 4EfE &, AN AR A —
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MELRE 22 R4 Y, 75 R A 4y e 22 Fi
A, R FRRERT . A ERET [FH
ITFIREA ARCFIR . YIRS, TaEm
T AN BRMAUTT, 8 2 A TH T Ath SRR
T ARSI — )5 (Anderson & Brion, 2014), AJ I,
BT BA R, AR5 R [ X G AS 7 75 1)
AL —HHE S R . Anicich 28 A (2017)3 TAUII 1Y
B AMHI LS (Keltner et al., 2003), $2H TACIRY
$2 30T /40 i / [0 3% 2 32 (approach/inhibition/avoidance
theory of power, AIA Fli), A NI S & —FhiELE
ik, AIBEATREZ DD @A ARA T, T REZ:
DIt SERUT o T AR AR TR B W T
“TE AR, BRI IR 5 A T AR MR AL
T B B R 8 AT A, BEMITE 4 5 4
Difaarhge, RS E, SETRIE D AHE N
B, 8L B 22 S A B 2 B R AT

MBI 4ERE &, AT EA A, %I
Ao R AR S BT R & A 2B . AT Rl i
BRI . R M AEAEZ IR )
fiET . SEABITNNEG RS T X RAB T
(Emerson, 1962; Goldstein & Hays, 2011); {H4 A
(NSRS P =S A iy G B AR SR T AR D PNE 7 S5 A
B B2 A NER R e, B S g B 32 3 e
BF, AN sk & AT 3SR R AL B AL
A, YA ATT T X AS ) 0 G e SR AT SR R A A
A7 AELERBE . EA— B[], DL
M RALRE BT, 4T e w s R AET? E
FAAH DG HIF 90 0 2 R RS Y . R TR AU BE
TR L | BRI BT X ST
FE o
53 FEWMHHIMRAZE

HETAUT A G oY E 2R ek . AR
SR AR LIHERR 1 2 o AR B, b AT R2R A
B, B S ) B RORS AR R, AT ST
K A HE B 7 EE (Thau et al., 2014), {H2 505
2 1 B g 2 T IR IR TR A LN B R A AR S R,
R —EBetE) B4 U5 BEH 2 o Schaerer
SN (2018) 82t 1 U 85 5 SC e X PR B =
A5 R 2R, TIEHEUE
ARABRES, T AORFME, BHESTS, 66,
{FAF SCAC M AE s R, AT AT S A AEAR
K25, 50 = 184 2R Y [A]J [m) B g ial, iXOR
REIR A A i 22 Z R 57 B TR . HOR A

ZUE R F w1, HLUh R AR D AORE, EAH
RANE, BT NBIW =, 2 N PR
R — oy, JFZE Tz R R
(Emerson, 1962; Sturm & Antonakis, 2015), 1fjsE
B FEWF ST TR S T X SR B R Y2, B
WS AR S S, £ EEOE T R
BERETT, 3RS S AR AU B il A
XUJT AT —MRA I FR, AH EL S 35 v B A —
KAWREC 472 TILD HE 2 ILER R, AT
JE A BB TE R SR 5 At A\ gk 2 AT B B 2 5
NS 14T K (San Martin et al., 2015), Smith I
Hofmann (2016)% #£ = KB (8] N, 4R X 9 1 ik
FTILUONEE, 4550 R B R BN AU /NN
S TR N, 35 AT AR AU 2 8 A
SR E SR . RIRTER KM T, %
AT DA B S 00 % 900 5 LA S ARG A, B i
FGYNM B SEARGE &, B A i 7 A R ST A T %
NATTH A R 50
54 MREFEENESEITENI N TFHIENE
A R H L AR R AUT ) 5 B4R 120 EAE
I, ASRA 2 MUR R 24T R, KRR R
WA, SEBLAH BRI K J o AR SCE i A BEAY
TIPE SRR AT A A BT TS, $e il T — 25
PSR, AR %] 20 258 3 AN [F] B AR R
R B SR R, e A& BAT AU — &
MY R, AT AR U 5% o (9 T Bl i
HEATWRIE o (1) FERCE A dedr o Fsg sm AUy A~ N5
Ko HEUT LI EACE I LAENES . KO E R
HRAAL DE A A HEAT W 06T (9 A, (SRR IR BAR 5%
BT, WD K Al B AETE; HE & B T
BUEL, B TEARACE A AGTR, 67T LUK S AT
N LN A il N s e N 2 3 e
SIBCAN IR R s 5 80 e 85 B AT R
VlESHIRSENEs  OAE A £ TN T ESEIS TE (DN
W, FEAGE WSS BUR SRR, B0 SRR 2T R .
AN LASEATINBE R, B4R 5 — I A s 307
SR ) 5 SR, Bl =07 0 B L 2 56 A ] 4
28, 2 TAET R EN AR AR RE . @i TR
2 W E RS, IF AP E SR AT H
AT LAIGE BT I) B 5C F R M, Al Sk AT Xl A
TR . B)MAX A C SHAR K RA BRI
VRO R, WREfE AL AT, AU E S
KBS B, AT LA A 20k, ik
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How does power in organizations promote prosocial behavior?
The mediating role of sense of responsibility

LI Xin'; LIU Pei'; XIAO Chenjie'; WANG Xiaotian®; LI Aimei'
(" Management School, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

(> School of Business Administration, Guangdong University of Finance & Economics, Guangzhou 510320, China)
Abstract: Early research on power has provided considerable evidence for the negative effects of power on
prosocial behavior and its internal mechanisms. Although an increasing number of studies have attempted to
test the positive effects of power on prosocial behavior, the mechanism of this positive effect is still not clear.
By reviewing and integrating the relevant literature, sense of responsibility has been identified as a critical
mediator in this positive effect. In addition, individuals with high levels of power may increase their sense
of responsibility because of different reasons. Given the individual's own needs, relationships with others as
well as organization, we systematically figure out that need for power maintenance, perception of
dependency, and organizational identification would lead to high levels of responsibility, which then triggers
powerful individuals to conduct more prosocial behaviors. Moreover, we also identified potential
moderators at individual level, interpersonal level, and organizational level. Future research could focus on
how power results in increased sense of responsibility from various ways including exploring this
relationship in Chinese culture, adopting multiple research designs beyond experimental studies, as well as
manipulating interventions for helping powerful individuals increase their levels of sense of responsibility.
Key words: power; sense of responsibility; need for power maintenance; perception of dependency;

organizational identification; prosocial behavior





