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MFRE, RARFEN R L EDTAHNSERNRITARRLZLE S TAREMEOH 0, KRR TAARL
RILEHITANFERGRSHCEESFTARE, WERZTEHTALMEH XOBIRX R, AAIRIE EHIT
H L5 G AR Z A 6 R AR

XKBIE AT ESHATH, MFRE, AREH, BFF X, LML

SEKS  B849: C93

1 3

BT NIRRT A 25 SR
M R R ¥ A IR AIAT N, B R ARk S
AR B ] A E TS B S REE (Parker et al., 2010),
HAE F 3T R0 H Y, DR 80 TARTT
(EEFT R QBT ) . S AT o (i a)
AR E S AN-FREE IR AT Ry (e it 5ok . T
i 8 9) = K2 (Parker & Collins, 2010), 51 T (3
AT A RE A8 S A AR ZH 2B L b3 I B S PR
ARGEPACH, T 32 2 2 BRI A )2 56
(Parker & Bindl, 2017),

KT F AT HRHTH BT & B, TER A2
1L, P BB B A o s BE A 8 AT A P R
RN 3 B I BUR 45 25 Bl T B F2 sl RS FAT
(Harris & Kirkman, 2017); ENRZEE F, E3hfT
S R PR S S S R AR R CAHS (B, A
T RE LB 1 2 45 ) R 57 TR 3R (T3 AU B2
Bl ph 2t A L TARRRIE L TARE 155 Hi 2, &

il

AT 5 5 e S AR Y Y LE S HLAR S I UK 5t T 3230
17 M (Parker et al., 2010), T E 31T M I9E5FAL =
WEIET K ZH A FBA . ZHEUKF) B0
T (BRG] 5878 A8 52 WD 47 73 26 (Bolino et all,
2017; Harris & Kirkman, 2017; Z=¥ ¥, ik,
2021), BEPRSEDL, &T 0T E T NI £
B rpr TR G A N RS, TR 3 AT
FEAUNLXS 53T F2 S AT Ry =2 T A AR
ST B IA R B T R 3 B2 2 4
H R, A AR 1A R e e R T
B BEWFSE LA T.GB B ) il WF9E 01 T A
GUE R BESNVE T, A B T RS I 45
H 517K (0c & Bashshur, 2013; Uhl-Bien
et al., 2014; BB % 2021). 7EEFERTSE A
WA R ZF, FATIN A T3 e i % 3 T 52
AT N EA IR A SRR L T X
TR R T F AT R RN B R GEAREE,
B BB 5T A AH SR ST IR PR A R (P 305 48, 2021),
TATA A DX 5L T E T RGI RIS TH L
P57 O RO AT 1B 5 A B, DT = e X 2 5
MRS L 20210211 ﬁ?%%ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ@%&iﬁiﬁ%
T e R — FRCE R %, 2021, 0SB 0 B AT
WAEVEH: B =, E-mail: mgjyduan@hotmail.com R E AT N PR HEEIE SR F (Parker et al., 2019),
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2 MSENRIENITAHNRAE

BAS NG f R AR . AT IS AR A
F ORI, 3l P 7 ) DA JHHE B0 52 i A (X
40 193 5 A I 5 0 (Katz & Kahn, 1978). H
T B T S AT O A R A AR SR
R AFAE 2 5 (Campbell, 2000), K, Hxf 5 T.H
FEhMEAT I, 4T T RE A AN IR Y B
21 ASEXNEHITHNSERE

A5 A0 A TR B T B Sh AT X H B A
MR B B S A AT T AR
H AR5 ST % 75 2 0 TR 23 5P Bh A R &L
SEAN, UM E S AY B TOREAS 5 B A0S & B )
AL AR ZE L D BEAR R U E bR B
Ju &% 2019; Carsten et al., 2018), [Htl, 40
PR T EFHAT R, B4R M E 17 4 (Whiting
etal., 2008). PRS2 i5t 55K (Ashford & Tsui, 1991)
4 % ¥ BUML S ¥ (Chamberlin et al., 2017;
Thompson, 2005; Wu et al., 2018), #f 55 &8, & T
FEEhAT e AR BT T MBI K5
Fr(E L 4, 2019; Carsten et al., 2018), X 1] LA
B BT A B B JER K 56 (Schneider et al.,
2014), R4S % 2 32 AT R S AT R 1
= % (Allen & Rush, 1998; Whiting et al., 2012), Ff
TERUJT Z [0 JE S AL S, s 4503 — B B2 52 4
X & (Yukl & Michel, 2006), 1233005 IR A T fif
K 2R & B (Han et al., 2019), [A]A}, HRLE%}2H 2
Fits . RGBT REJI K1 FahAT o, AEAE 1A
A TR R 1 f A~ Nk Ji (Crant & Bateman,
2000; Gross et al., 2021), M A48 34 A TR
R W, FHAIZAT R & 3 5 Sk PR B
(FMFTE, SR, 2019), Fildn, SRR
WAL bR 905 & (Yukl & Michel, 2006), &3 51 T
XL AU R, ARG I, AT B
T3R5 5 & SO (Burris, 2012),

TR 6 ELAT 8 1 R B 1) = 347 Sy ) 3
H 22 B 455 1) 75 2 (Burris, 2012; Duan et al.,
2021), 4N, M5 THIHEHSMTER .
FRE Ay s, o B X R M R
MR R, LR, Xk &% &40 5 & 1
Hu A7 BHEG (Burris, 2012), 1 ELAT B 52 ) H
(9 25 BhAT M 1T BE 2 W YR 21 SN0 A8 o6 2R (10 P14
B D AT 00 PR X (Duan et al., 2021),

BeAh, O TR, P A S R T
W) H A E (Chamberlin et al., 2017),

ATLUE Y, BT AT o Re g B 4 T
Bij S fife e AR (), Jnsi 5 405 & R4 19 AR h.
) NSNS R N (2 S N v YR A o ]
Ti] A T B 23 Pk R R0 3 1S AR AT B A3 (Bolino
et al., 2017), MR 4S5 19 = X (Campbell,
2000; Parker et al., 2010),
22 GESEXNEFITARNITARE

EAE R SO RS B, 4T 5 2 REUT 8k
SRAL AR 1 T AT R . U e TR IR
segg iR, SAC B8 BRARGARRKCR
i 5% T8 2 TAF H £ (Yukl & Fu, 1999), 51 T3
AT AR RIS NRE T K, 5 R Rz 1)
B KPR E (B e 4E, 2019; Han et al., 2019),
DAl 7 UME(Zhang et al., 2012), &AL HE4S
F 1 H AR IERE (Carsten et al., 2018), HIL, BT 3
SNAT A RE s i 2 T 15 A% 0 T BB T
(Sharma & Kirkman, 2015; 224 4§, 2018), 10
FBNAT 9 P R 23 U T 1 R SR
H(Burris, 2012; PRILEE 55, 2017), M & &
S A FOC B AP S AL, fh T
F R T A (Williams, 2014) . 401, 440771852 21 gk
Jolb Bk, 45 2 2 TR SRS AT, SRIBGH W B
OCHE R AR E . HEF B /Y 0 T 4817 )
55 50 T JJ (Maner & Mead, 2010), LA, X
TG 504 oy 1 B T A B AN BRb%E, 2o
FXTIZ I LR EAT N (Tepper et al., 2011),

ATLVE L, SR E X R T E AT R0 RN F
BT EEAT RE RN B B RS mPERT . 0T
FNAT N REE Ty ST HEDL A X, I S AT 55 0t e
W, U 2 BUGS B IT R I T 8l it — 25
Jili A TAT R R (B T 4F, 2019; Han et al.,
2019). Q2R B T F 3 AT A 15 B4 B DT Bl
e S e A RS A R U A
(Burris, 2012; Duan et al., 2021),

3 RIEHTHEZMASENVH M
Ly e
T SCEL X405 1 SR AT T AL, AT Ay
45 44T SRS N B E S A (3 A 45 0 PR B
P9 Wit BE B8 b A PP — B e, X
BT ST TS 1 R LR 617 B 3
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A, DIES BY AT R G B AR R T 3T A
AU
31 HEER

g Y A b T N R ERE, AT ARG e 4 D
HOR AR R, X H OB A WA
BrdfEie, SO AR SR HEAT N, I e B
B 10 HE 517 0 S B (Heider, 1958), M i 4 Fil
F1 R sh AL fr P R R IR, 34 2 R AN IR R 3
K, ATRGE AT AR SN A kR
S L) H W (Jones & Davis, 1965), P EBH £ 4udE
NFEHFRAE . RESIKF L 4 A, AN AT
WERASE . YA RS, —MEOLR, AT
FXF il AAT IAEREIA A, XA B A7 VR SH
PR, 24 3 2 A IR 5 T, 3k A ) 1 0 m )
(Heider, 1958). {4 fm & 1E# 17 AT A A
I, AATEATIH B Sh L N5k 5 (Wong &
Weiner, 1981),

FAAT N RRIE R AR AR . AR
(Parker et al., 2010), XFpEA B Bk Hit 2
£ 5540 % 4 W1 B B9 47 4 (Uhl-Bien et al., 2014), &
oy PR AR B9 K 3L (Wong & Weiner,
1981), FEBNAT Ay 978 f I ol 400 5 5 XH %A T M 1Y)
U PRLAEAE B RT T B PR A L (Lam et al., 2007,
FEH, AR, 2016)0 24 52 T F 84T R HE 1M 4 2L
AT VTR AN I, 0 300 ) T4 R S Pk AT A
T 30 B O B, A2 AT A DR 5L T 5
AL, IEREA A (Su et al., 2017), 2440
FH NN T E AT A TR A B DL AR
A2, 23 BRI Al LA 10 0 2 IR AT 1Y
TP AR B, DRI BR TS R T bl 3 A
P, MU F IR E AT 2 0 T R T4
R B S 1 AT g I, AR RZ B T W)
NI (Lam et al., 2007), AN, 5T
OERR RIS A K E AN EIPSPu R = S A
MY 51 T2 A T A s 0 2L AT
S, WX AR LS b AR B T, 43 R
ML EMTHRHA N ST, A TES
RIPEAT 5 57 5 (Grant et al., 2009),

32 WIREREER

PN Bt B EE SR AR B B A 9T 2R ST &
JE B —Fp A IS, BT RA 1
BT AT M FE & 03 TR Bl 76 T 40 5 &
OIS AR H, BRTE, R, 9

FHEIEA A R BRI — e T 5 L Y
afar JE5 547 o B AR R RS E AN AR, B4R S
H AT B BAR B TR bR E(Sy, 20105 EooH,
PRI%, 2015)0 X P TE BTN IHE SR A 25 BRAR AN
WA IT I, EAT 25 405 5 A B = T B Y
BT R, DA T R R IU R B SR, A4
YERIT R gz [l Y 5C 2R ot i A AR S 35 1Y) 48 BARE
H(Sy, 2010), QIR 5B TR ESIT AR ST EH
KT A TGN RAESR, fF6 4055 MiHE,
W T2 AT 402 I AE AR AR BRI A M
258 TAT O 5 40 3 1Y) PN A BRAE bR o, BRI AT
FHEFEA TE G TRA, S E S XZ A TAE
HH A (Sy, 2010).

SEURRFAE W, 24 B T AT ) 540 5
TE R BN B3 TARIE— 2, SRE X 0 T T
AR R BT, SXZ I T A S KR A BR
f51E, #ERE R RSy, 2010), JHERIMHTFLH
WK BEST A (Han et al., 2019; Sharma & Kirkman,
2015). iy 5 L E AT i 5 400 U, AT
Ry % 45 AT R U RS B E P, R B TR
R BE A, DI A R 9 v o (MR
2, 2017), BiFE 6T H X B TG, BRI
TIRMREETT MGER 45, 2016), LEFHEE
HHM kA BUIRE, Hoohh 45, 2017).
33 BHE-MAFM—HEEE

17035 RO 35 X [/ — 47 24 BTN ] REAEAE
E5. FEHIN, BT RE & T W H
P& REaEHAKR, HRMA, ZHA S5k
M, AR —RINEME R, RN E T
PR TG, AR5 B B L 5%
P, B & T O AR EE 35 L T AE
(Yammarino & Atwater, 1997), $¢HJ& 75 ML H AE
5 AT R F A R —E RIS, T NE S IM
X5 VM 0 — Bk, w2 Rk Y A s
(Yammarino & Atwater, 1997). XU X 47 4 -4 1Y
— SRR U A A Ik A, B A B
Bif, A28 (Yammarino & Atwater, 1997), 2
Ja ¥ BazAT N B H BB 5 T

FFEAD TSR SHAETM T EAE
TAER, BB T AT IR 22 5T
Ml EEA R AT G R s M BT i T3
T RPN R R — 2, R TREAEE S E
P, BRETFH AN T VHLHER TEZER
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ik, XTIz 5 T REA BB A E NG B (Burris et al.,
2013), BARFEINTHEAGTEIRMNE L, 6l
A NN 25 S BB 5% 1 (Parker et al., 2010), {5
B M R ST O B TEAGAR T 5 X
BIAL, XEWESSHE VA EHTT N
TR EBAWIRER, A TEE TR
PR B HIA%, SR [ B R 25 T 2 W 2 2URE AR
Flts, TS & Xz ot T 0 35 B 5 i A
(Burris et al., 2013), 52 MK, ¥R TN HAH
W EEAREE, BTN E, RTE% I
TSR 347, T X R A S R AT
KRB, T SR 5 T R AR
W PF-Ar (Burris et al., 2013),

4 FEENRIEIITHNREAG
RE&EH

W i SCEE B B AT AR B 1 5E w2 Ak,
S B T EITHRNEZ R R T, GeH
I 50 = T R R 875 4E F(Bolino et al., 2017;
2RS¥, AR, 2021), AT M SR B9 55 01 T £ 3
11 R
41 RIFHEMEZE

AT RN O 2ERRE . AR ARG S
i 450 5 %t H 2 shAT W RN . T N H 2EARAE,
SUT AR . ML R A 7 2SR s R e S
Xt H 3047 0 B9 FI Wt (Howell et al., 2015; Whiting
etal., 2012) W5 KB, 5 TN HZ4RE S 5210
AU AR BN TR, YRR T 2 H0h A
FLA v v o A WU Y B3 T, S R
SRR T A ), % = s AT o B AT B
NN T A4Sy (Howell et al., 2015), BE4h, BT
Al 7, 23 5 ) 4505 2 1 R T o AT AR AT R SR
40 3 547 4 B4 % (Huang et al., 2018), #iH)
Jeit e . Lol 2RO B (Whiting et al.,
2012), LIBeA N AT {75 B %5 (Lam et al., 2019), B
B R AT 3 BT R BT R R R A PR RTEA
AT, BN T % 32 3047 R B RO A B A% 1%
BT B = AR, I AH I 3 45 T 5 5 A SO
o TARLE B B S BUA AR T | 1% S
S 2 T RE 7 1 B T RE A R Y A T Al
FEhfrh, kA C S ERM AR S, &S
SEH B BRE % 5 B IF4 (Chan, 2006; Grant,
2013; Sun & van Emmerik, 2015), ffiltn, 45 T.7F

TAE AR B & MR vA s R B S i 24 1 B 8l i =K
BF, HEZIT A ER Z AR T H R AR S S
(Brett et al., 2016), Q04 53 T 78 DIA: TAE R R B
S, ST H A AL X H T AR R RN 9845 (Cuddy
et al., 2011), Xz b1 T 0 £ 7T A= KT
B IA K, 4 7 3 & B %8 507 i (Ashford &
Northeraft, 1992), %, 451 1.5k = 05 g J7H
BF IR 3 AT e, X RREE BB DR
FAT R 25 5 Bl 5 2 A TR P A ) A 3R IR 55 3L
(Bolino et al., 2010), MIXFIZAT HFEA HMSEE,
Xz A TS Z W40/ (Duan et al., 2021), 3
FES) B TR X B B A HLUA] (Sun & van Emmerik,
2015). Fsk, WAHENHIBRHER T 0 TA AME
AR O Vi AR I & 6 B T 2 Bl AT S RS T I
N Z AR FR o ST ) T B B R
SN B W BBV 14 AR ST P T A 15 2 1) B T A 1Y
F AT R T XL, M TG E
B PFHr (Grant et al., 2009),
42 FEHEFEMEE

TR H AR . NHPPAN SR 3= 5
i S5 e W FLANAT B R AT N B TR AT R
F B W TR] S 7 T 25 W 00 35 6 R T B
HPEOY . BN, E3hPE s el E BA 5= RS m
A 401 5 B A R AT B A AR S5 AT R
A ) REFD R MERE R 22 ) 5 3 AR FHALS:, RER
FE B S T RHATIEE . B T T
A, PR s AT B AR b 4R 2R A
WHED, RS0 T8 —80 T/E R,
X% 5L T 77 A B R K B B % 5 {5 4 (Zhang
et al., 2012), FFXHZ R T F 34T M3Ea B A
BE (Fuller et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2012), 1 A#%
R T 3R LAY i A D B 8 1 4 2 U 9 A ARk
TR A HA 2R, AN TFERE YN AT
MRS, XF 0 L F AT O 19 2 52 72 i T 2% (Grant
etal., 2011; Wang & Kim, 2013), {5 51 T A4
JH SO T HEAT EAT R, SRR OUE E B
R, R R B AN B e PR (R S,
2017), ZBFRERI, R TIREA N0 HE,
GG X BRI TR E, mEE .
WA HA NTB R 55, S, IBLA 7 IR B3
VG B 5 2 B I R AR ER B 9 25 R A 2 AL
FI RN I8 fy 4 i, R A T8 TAERE 1M
XF EARTTER, B E AT A B A AT
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FIREL, SRF 32 A TR EA SRS 478,
PRI X% 5 TR EZ (ML 5§, 2019).

Hk, TR THAT RRE, ASF 4654
FAASTE A 3 05 (RD N BB B R ), SR
TE F T I — B AR HE TR T B AT N B 4E 3R (Sy,
2010). 203 T.0 E AT R A0 T e i 5t
TAT R, SFH % T 75 W E E (Burris
etal.,, 2013), W/ D X% 0 TR ET N (IR E,
Wt 4§, 2017), HEINGE R FE B E I 4R
UFHH B X R (Sy, 2010), IR LA S 55 H
AR Y T 3, A AT B A B 0 ) Ak A )
AR AR A O 1A IR B R U R 9 A BRAT A,
b 28 3 8 B 0 T A A 8 89 58 IR
(Williams, 2014), %1% 51 TR I B ZFUL (24
(%8 B4 T N (Wang & Peng, 2016; %1% %5 2016).
EE MM EHE M A R TR PEK TR T A
PR FE AT, UL E AT NPT &
BN, EEFATRRE L, FrulE Y Eshithm
H bRk Z MR, 0538 X% E31T A
FHNE % (Burris et al., 2013), BE#E ETFHZIEIA
22 53 IRAE, XU X AR B 2 AR 247 R ks
FEAET BB, 45 50 WO 3 38 1 58 S 0 S ;.
PN, BRI RR R, REFHH T
FXTIZ G TR 4T M (Tepper et al., 2011),

wh, T EMNTHETRETSHEHER
TEREIR AT INEIN Tl AR s P AT, Y405 3 B R
2B, AT 2 T sk G AR RN B A M TS B
B AL, DAAE SR AR I SR B R, R AG
il 51 T. 8 = sh47 M (Fast et al., 2014; McClean et al.,
2013; Sessions et al., 2020), %7 Il & E4 5 52
AR E 3= T B HLSR 8915 &L T (Fast et al., 2014;
Maner & Mead, 2010), X} == shAT Ay K ) H 47
ANZ AR H IR EE, OFH S0 B
¥ F 4T M (Fast et al., 2014; Williams, 2014),
IR Ny — Fh L O FRBT IR, FE40S 8 X 5
T E AT R0 RN B AT W AE
(Chamberlin, 2017; Sessions et al., 2020), X1/
B BT R A B B IR A A0 B
BEWR, I TR T 32 s AT O A Sk B B Bk AR
17 M (Sessions et al., 2020), M= A R 1) A B
548 [V (Schneider et al., 2014), MKk E,
i REAR #F T B 57 ) A 5 B AC i S IR AN T, 51
K% PO T (Guzman & Espejo, 2019), 75 4b, ki

G B AR TAE BRI, G55 A 5 %X T
FEH B IR AT AR T, X454 B C R 5
TEZHITH, SFESBRNT, R EZ W
HEMURE, PIsE &, 2017),
43 BREZE

7 S R AL 2 5 R T X T 3T
e 22 AN o A B2 1) U 4R R [ Y TAE
HA%, X5 TEhi7 A% SEEk H bR s8R BUR R
A B E I, T 2G0T AR
BE, BB Z B ABR R, IR E
TS HAT N (Wee et al., 2017), ML EAZ I
AR, 5T 323047 R BE A8 g 7 718 85 H A 0 52 B,
XS HA i E AR X (Fuller et al,
2015), g o EUILH XN %A T E %, IFE
PR FE R D B AT A (Oc et al., 2015; Whiting
etal., 2012) K THLARATNRIBITE R B, 44
R ERBALE, B TWHAHSARITIEAER
TR, Sy R R, T H A2
BNAT R T i 2 T 2 2 U B OR BE S AR Y
F Al ), TR B AR AR TS 0 BUOVE
(Bommer et al., 2007). LIbak, ELAARA R EURE 5 L
KRR 0 SCALTE B¢, 235 430 % 52 T F 30
47 M W) 2 b7 (Brockner et al., 2001; Burris et al.,
2017; Urbach et al., 2021), ZEAU I IEES AR HU ] |
ANESEETT AR ST 5T, SSE sk
JEIASE G Y BB BE TR A, BD 53 T AT S A b
T, XS 1 N TEARE 23 ik — 25 R e U A A
%t ¢ 51 T 3047 8 (Urbach et al., 2021), 40,
TEARA I BE B 5N, ST & 0 i ¢ R 145,
BB A T B AT A U Bk A, T4 T
5 F0H E (Brockner et al., 2001),

5 it RARBATE

AfLVE Y, WA R T RN, SIS EAES
JEE AT R 55 5 T A AT OB, 386 s g R
A A [E I A AR A AR S i . ST
R R, AT AR FET] LU JL 7
FE,

WA, MR TEITH S FEREZM
KRG, FEIFHNEIS . 2805 LI
T B EWAE 9 51 T S0 W 2 % 51 T 3
A7 M 25 BE LW (Morrison, 2014), {H 3= W) 45%
MU & ZMHARZALSFGBL. AR . f
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AMT R %) LE A % (He et al., 2021; Rotundo
& Sackett, 2002). 1 H., 51 T. 3247 K AEME 4
NEMERL X% 45, 2007), Hit, FAIILEE
W 40 5 R I T B TR MG A R T H
X T E AT R M 1SS0 R . 5
TR SR 45 A BRI A S el 58 % 52 T3
AT AR N TR, FAh, BT DR SR
IR RE 8% 52 M 40 35 X 51 T FE AT Sy 4 1 TR HE
(De Stobbeleir et al., 2010), Ihn405# 1) Te 545
JE(Cuddy et al., 2011). FFLL, Ko 401k
BRTEMTHEHESFESHOEN ML R, G
B3 T3 B AT A 38 A ] s e HL VR T 3
SR R, RS H SO0 IS A
R, FEIRAT E AT AR S

Hk, AL S H X R TR ey
TN R NEARSY o AT 3 QAT & R O X 52 T 5h
AR A —EBCR, HEZ)RRT9TH
FR 2 B AT S BN 4, R SR F 90340 7 S 4 JRR R AL
X HE R BESE, ANFE T S0 BORE VA I U
WEe g RN . BT B Y RAS NS S E A
AE ) EASE . JBBERFTEINE, AT 50T E BAR
AR, (ARGt B BT, R
TIF AR B2 SIS H 1, 0 BENE T3
We 45 A B L 15 BORIAT O (Uhl-Bien et al.,
2014), X H U A2 T E ST N
5% i (Den Hartog & Belschak, 2017), 51 T.F
AT RS GT H S AT A R AR R =S ], e
TASCEA, RATEM, XTHFHEX L LES
A7 20 0 BRI 28 I g i) T 5 Je 4 P AR, SXOR R OR
WHIE AT IR R I — N FETr i, 15 44 e ke
M NN Tad #2, T 5 T E 31T R
PR SR B R, T 2 A AR R R IR 2 AT
RN, AE R A BE R R, B T AR E
1 E TR T AR Y RS 1Y B AL
ABETTS

PR, R TEINTH ST R m
FORXR LR RES . WNFISCT AL, BT
F AT HEARTF GO T BEHE 51 AT A [ (.0
PREAT RN . AE R B T 5L AR, S
RO EAAT R N N 4 R L T ST
B9 & 4= 5 & (Den Hartog & Belschak, 2017; B
Wz %, 2016), HIAFIM R T 330178 5490
S BN 22 (] P R ) R R DG R AR R A X S o

an, 5L EHIT AR TR ST E IR EETT N
(Han et al., 2019; Sharma & Kirkman, 2015), &
AE R 405 SA k5% T 32 8047 B9 K JE (Schilpzand
et al., 2018), fH 2 ] fY XL 1m) KOG &R, LK
B RAN AL | MRE b T I B W ik B — P
RE, MRS ZLUER T, ILoh, IEHMR A,
BT 2 R IBCHE e FNECRA T S X SR S Al 1 35 A7
N Y4 F # (Tepper et al., 2015; Walsh et al.,
2019), B, &T E3hAT R SRR SRAT IR
PEEIR, LUK TR AT R 0 R 5 S B 58
BT RATRASE FE3N1T HH R ZER,
FER LT RN L SR, IF T T k2
U A R E B SR, AT A R T 3h AT R,
R 4T o 1 A RN B RN R A A R AR R B A
SR 7 (Parker et al., 2019; Wee et al., 2017),
wJa, RS SEN R T ENT RN Z
KBS . 38 AT SR A A0 B e R )
(9 W /E F (Uhl-Bien et al., 2014), k528 & (14
AIBN B AR, 40557 25 B A 5 B ME. (H
MAEMR EBEDTF I EIH X R P HSTE XS
BT AT RSN, 5/ S 40 3 ] 1oz %
PR J22 18I (%) 5 T. £ 8117 M (Sessions et al., 2020),
AR T AR Z 5T, P BN 2 8 B A AR T 2
577 TH AR B M, QS Z )Y SR B (Wee et
al., 2017). [A]—47 4 A4 % 2% 57 (Sessions et al.,
2020) 54, LA K P BAAT SRy 0F 4505 & 0 2R 52
X SO R R T AR SR — PR R, LR
38 BEBF ST 0 A R L R IRATTR 3047 R i TA R

2% 3Tk

ook, B, xEA, SiREE. (2019). FEUEREAT N
TRV S R, Sf[FH 2 555 &P, 41(9), 47-60.

Honh, HRE. (2015). WRRIBREFES: MES. WE. 6T
R G O PEFI R, 23(2), 280-288.

FRALEE, MK, BRT2ID, #29%. (2017). K@ el
32 A BELA 114 5 ) —— Ml AT g Jo AR AL 2 SCE ) AR
L FEFL, 40(3), 670-677.

BURRZ, TR, HIRF. (2016). 0t TEE 4T AR AEHLHI:
KE SRR, 1 EHA T ERIFA, (5), 16-26.

AFEy, BEHE. (2021). S LU ANMAE B kAT R S B
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Psychological and behavioral responses of leaders
toward proactive behavior s from subordinates
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Abstract: Employee proactive behaviors have received extensive attention from scholars and practitioners
for its benefits to the actors and their organizations. Previous studies more focused on its effect on
employees, and left interpersonal effect (leaders’ responses) underdeveloped. Given the active role of
subordinates in the leadership process, it is necessary to review how, when and why employees’ proactive
behaviors shape their leader’s psychological responses and enrich our understanding about proactive
behaviors accordingly. Drawing upon attribution theory, implicit followership theory, and self-other rating
agreement theory, scholars had initially explored the function mechanisms and found that employees’
proactive behaviors can stimulate leaders’ various responses at different conditions. It is worthwhile to
further explore leaders’ responses to proactive behaviors from subordinate, the reciprocal relationships
between employee proactive behaviors and leadership styles, and psychological processes linking proactive
behaviors with performance appraisal, in the future.
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