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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

WS RAE SHOE X RBI T

;EE g 1 éﬂ v 1,2
(PN RKAE A B B 1 U5 AT IEBEIET, dEsT 100872) COB £ B2 B BIEBE, B2 453003)

H E RAAIWFT EHETAFRAEEHLE G AR, B0k, 28 148 Bk 162 MR H ARG ST
M AFA(N = 84836). AW ERAIN, BABAAF. HEAHAS. TENAS . RS AR . AFTHHS.
RHAGFE RERMFUARRKXAFERLEZ MY LR EQEMARXR, ExTH0OLE QRS DR, *
Bl 63k 8 R AR S R AT AR F S E X H X A REWHIATER, UWES A+ 5 E48 %,
LrEEAHGFEMAX; RRGARB T EA R F SR E X R AT ERA D F, BB @R 07
HAABREARTR &, LAFFREZZ AT ZELRS. AF-ARA . LEARS. #EZEHRSF.
BHAAGEUBRRGARSERLEZ NG EE, RRSEFSI, AFITF T EZLILEF L
WHEFT &,

KEiIE EEAMG; AT X, AERSRS, BOLE,; Lo

5SS B849:C93

1 35|

WOl B (engagement) J& 18 N AR FE TA4E A M 4=
i (physical) . TA %l (cognition) A1 J& (emotion) % /7
D AR Rl AR (B, £ 3k, 2014), 50T
RAERRIRE Ty RS S, AL ARIT MUK
7l R 2 L EUAE 3¢ i (Bakker, Demerouti,
& Sanz-Vergel, 2014), [F 1k, JToig AL L0 &
RN, FAEZE S B T AL B KT, DR
WL R R K o TR0 20 Z24ERT R E, 4
r BEAF 3] T B N AMIFRE BTz 0, sk A
FE I IR AR WO 1 3 g T R 7, AIF T 3 R B
S TE RS W By TR A0 BE O TR R T AR KAE
(Park, Kim, Yoon, & Joo, 2017; Bakker & Albrecht,
2018), TR A G (B, BYLYE, 2018;
Schmitt, den Hartog, & Belschak, 2016), FL5 %145

il

S (EBH, WA, 2014; Giallonardo, Wong, &
Iwasiw, 2010), {&HIRI40S (Demirtas, 2015) . AR5
#1451 % (Sousa & van Dierendonck, 2017)%F %I 40l
FEHRAR AN R AR B 2w, (ELR AN [R] 119 45152 AU Yot
WO BE 5% e S0 A el AR, X80l B2 04 i B
PR 1A TR o

[l N AN Y 2 B, RIVE 2 [ — o 40 5 AU AS
XA TRl B R 45 SR AE A — g 22 5, AR
R 5 0l BE YA OE R BN 0.08 (Gillet,
Fouquereau, Bonnaud-Antignac, Mokounkolo, &
Colombat, 2013)%) 0.75 (Kovjanic, Schuh, & Jonas,
2013), HSZAI4 S 5800 B B A 56 R EON 0.01
(Giallonardo et al., 2010)%] 0.71 (Hsich & Wang,
2015), FHIXREE 2R K, B4, EFETFR
M 5 A0 BE 22 ] B 56 22 58 3 ], 7E g RO BE
A A o] DX, 32 WG R 28 R M, gl A 0 T X 40
RS FIAROND BE 22 1] 04 256 R AT IC 5347
Wk H B 2019-01-11 Hoch, Bommer, Dulebohn I Wu (2018)f#i 7T
"R ABFIS RGP TIT2ATL, TSV HE g gy iy T RTINS SRS . W

BN SCHE 2o B2 U O 4 300 H ¢ B (17YTA630073);
N v g A5 G 5 R 8 A A A | — s 2k B TR
o AR R B A (R O 3 I PR S A SR

B0 R R S LT 4 S, AR W K B SOk, Y
WIEEH: 258, E-mail: lichaoping@ruc.edu.cn X HESCSCHRIEAT TT A MR, AH SRR 45 R R
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T EAE A B A (ElEE, KRE,
2018), ERZE. FMEBALX—F (2012)%f i [E 21 4L
TEBE T B AR SR | 4005~ S 38 48 AN R R 45
SRR AT T 04T g, HEE B KRB
g, FRATFEBLHFE T EE RS
K%, FFH, DLW TCHT A X 5 i 45
AU 5 235 A8 i B] 6 R Y IR R 3R AR AR,
Toik T AT ARG 5 45 R 2 R 6 R 2 R Le Rl &R
S o AR AN RALFEREAS A B 98 SCSCHR,
G T REA g T E R R SCCER, TR EA
MRS TE N e R, 25 PO USRI SR A R, 2
FHICA T 5 L 05 XURR X L B s ), LE
LA XUAS X 0I0 BE A A R T RN, Il 5
JEOR R B RO B TR AR sR it LR ey
R4 AU S5 AR B G R A S, TR AER IS4
RS SO BE 2Z [ YOG R S R 2, 2
EHE R T T A B KRR AR 2R

1.1 FEAESSNE

WO — R — R AR A . R, 5T
YEAH & AYIRZS (Schaufeli, Salanova, Gonzalez-Roma4,
& Bakker, 2002), Kahn (1990)f&: F- 480l B 7
Jo: HEUR P RES &L TAEM @, IS
M NATFIIB IR SRS H O BRAS o 5 R A T sk
(2014)38 5 ML ER AN HL A, 2 0 T W0 B A $E A A
A, RIS A D AR e A g — o [ B 1 AR
BN L ARG | TR A DA 0 R v BE A I R R R S
R FEAMRLOIAT R . BRI, &R
GEAFRN, WO B = 2 T 2 s ] FIR 5% 19 A2 AR i
% 3l /) (Bakker, 2014; Reina-Tamayo, Bakker, &
Derks, 2017; BHiKfK, & 44, 2015), Z&—Fikb+
A B TR Schaufeli % A (2002)iA
AR B B W6 71 (vigor) . ZE 1k (dedication) il &
1 (absorption) = AM4FAF o 116 J1 48 5t T 78 TAERT
K 78, B A TR T A R RS IR A
ZEWRRFE 0 T 22 TAERE X, AT BRI T AR
PG ARPRDE; TR0 T2 5 A
AR, ARMER S TAERIRE .

ST AR B 5 R A & T B LU LA
(1)Schaufeli % (2002) i = 4t & 7 & UWES
(Utrecht Work Engagement Scale), 5% SCHIH 16
F(2005)%F UWES #47 TIEIT, RRA KL
AL —%tk, Schaufeli, Bakker I Salanova (2006)
MXF UWES #7450, 153517 9 8 H 07 R

Z(UWES-9), (2) Shirom (2003)fJH % SMVM
(ShiromMelamed Vigor Measure) . 24 B iff 57 o 5 5
K 0 A9 RE 2 DA L Al I B D5 ik (Wefald, Mills,
Smith, & Downey, 2012), bz oh, B A 3%
4y F(GALLUP)H Q12 £ GWA (Gallup work-place
audit) it % . Sakes (2006) 758 H i 4%, LI Rich,
LePine Fll Crawford (2010)AYIAHI, E 24 flAd: B =
o BRI T 5 R AT
1.2 ASEREHEBSENE

G IR B TAES R LA T iy 2
WERR, SUFHETER W 5L TR0 BE 7 1w & 3%
TR KAEH (Park et al., 2017; Bakker & Albrecht,
2018), AHFFRH T SOV EXRRARERZE
M B SO TR B R € TR S 455 XU, B
AREAIGT, LGRS, AT, ST
R, RGN, IR ALGS, CHAGTT
DYSE S ST

AR 5 R 451 5 (transformational leadership)if i3
FETHOUTNTESI AL, B B 5L TR TAERE X, ¥
KB EEERMTE L, (2N EA T HL A F
i AU AR, I35 S8 o 0 191 52 19 45 2R (Bass,
1995), CUHH4FRE Ty . AT Ty B REBUR A
PSR A RS, H I & T HAL 4G MLQ 1)
% (Bass & Avolio, 1995)%%; HEHHE T 148 A
SN AL FEEA TG . ST SRR S5 A
PEAL M IO ZEBE, Xof b7 o [ 47 58 T ) 728 2 A 43
SR (A, B, 2005), 585 BISHS H AR
RUGH- T e T A7 A EL AP FE RS (W SCAm, I3, 2014),
22 5y #1401 F (transactional leadership) £ T i T J&
o SR HEAY b, B R 5k i 2 E AR I ] 3R 75
AU, I P s B TAE IR, (20 5 T35 )
SERLTAE, MM 2 51 1.7 % (Bass, 1985; X4
M, FRIA14K, 2012), Pearce Fil Conger (2003)fK45
FFEX T B LA BT B KRB, K
FRAEST N AT LG M AR A
T AL T (A 5%, B, 2010), Zhang Fil
Bartol (2010) ¥ #2 X % 4 % (empowering
leadership) A il ad [ B TAER X . APk A
T X TRE N RRE L . HEBRGT R4 7
AL R A TSRO i BB 5 8%, MG AE,
22 2012),

R S RS o o N i IR Sl A e
(leader-member exchange, LMX)BELiE ANy, 405
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BHETAETS XA AFNIE, RECOSF RS 83
SEME NS I 7 X (Liao, Liu, & Loi, 2010; F&4,
R, 2017), 57 ImiE R R AN R 38 e 0
&, TR N E R AR (RS, O,
2005) AN [F) 2 % G- B 5SS I EE R B AN
[FE ¥, Graen %51\ 0 HJ2 512 45 #) (Graen &
Uhl-Bien, 1995; Scandura & Graen, 1984), X i ¥t
7 LMX 1 3 (LMX-7), Liden %5 AJUTA M 215 8% .
B, BTk . Lol B DU 2 25 44 (Dienesch &
Liden, 1986; Liden & Maslyn, 1998), X i P44k
LMX #3R(LMX-MDM), H1[E23E#H T, 0t
Hl Law(2004)%F LMX-MDM 47 T 11T, 458
TR B 5L A A T R B R TR .

AR A s R R AN B TR N R
HHHLHE TR, I8 T 2E=FHAT
T AR T Sy A BT 2% A XU 1) DG (Woods &
West, 2010), 45 BRI GT | iR 5 B4 S DL R AR
JE 9B 451 5 45 (Dinh et al., 2014), B 5¢ %405
(authentic leadership) 2402 H T . IEEH . &
THC, S5 TFEMEETHRR, 2HAPIN
S I 2RI & (Avolio & Gardner, 2005;
TZ, Kb, PMEE, 2014), HR S5 K40 T (service
Leadership)s& LA 5t TRl 35 4%, Dot T4 AN KRB
R — RIRR R AT S KR (T, ZEHF, 2018),
R FFR 45 LS M AN <l e, # BN 8 S
A Y HR, RSB 20k &880k B AR (B
i, ¥, Fifh, 2016),

P XS T SC T £ 0 0 450 XA, 46 2 TR 40
MF RN T R RS o E SO 5 A 65 X
¥, 1830 A 40 5 (ethical leadership), M FRiE 1545
T, BHESNATHMAGRERERRGHEESE
FIAT R (FMEERL, B Rk, 2017), I 38 5 8L 1) 28
T SRR ] E PSR AR A TR X B AT R Y
451 'S X #% (Brown, Trevifio, & Harrison, 2005; =,
Rk, aRAE, BRESD, 2014), FRA T T
(paternalistic leadership) /23t T W E L 4 AL i A
S F VG I 40T AR AR 4T B R, BT R,
2005), FLFEMEATAN S, {28 0T FEUR 4 ()
fAiE, W7, B, 2000), FE1740% 324 H
SRR AL, EEGATEXN — DS
FIFEARZR,; CETSFEM. XA TE, X TE
TEAE; AT ] 56 v AT BUE R X T TR B A Xt
=l

1.3 ASRESHULENER

AR . BEIRIR A BRI ZUA R 2
W R A R AT KA S5 A 8 =22 () 1 6 R AR T B
WA . TAERIRA TAEFR RIL R P T 5 T/
HOW KRR, % 24, 2015), BFAMER
HRS RIP GRS IEN S, 5w 253K
RAMYEFFAATA BN A TR, HE 0 5 TR
B0 TAES R Z, Aol B R R 8 (E M, 2012),
T 405 34 1E 2 T 7B 9 R (1) 8 22Ok Ui 2 — (Bakker
& Demerouti, 2007), Hitt, 5t Tl 589055 1
HF), NS HEREFREFEMI 8L, BET
PRI, XS R SRR E R 2,
T C TS o AR, 0l B KT Bl 2 Al s
FAb, DL SR T N 4 2 R LA (R
AR A (Zhu, He, Trevifio, Chao, & Wang,
2015), 40 1SR 5 0T RSN ) i BE AR G
(Epitropaki & Martin, 2005), Tia0#E 5 Tk A &
HA - B S ARBEHEE G, MALS
ARERCEERF, B, 2018), REBH 4L
PR N B R, MBI A TAE, TTEkA
B—n (S, ek, e, R, 2017),

AR R A5 B A Bl 1 T IR T AR B & SOR
EEMW, BEESMM TR, 5% T3P A
1E M AH 2% (Breevaart et al., 2014; Kovjanic et al.,
2013), 72 S RIS xt T A A9 VIS s o 2t~
J& 77 e 5 ZU A 1E 2552 (Bono, Foldes, Vinson, &
Muros, 2007; den Hartog & Belschak, 2012), X £t
TR A 45 \E A2 A0 B2 1Y DG S 2H L ER 43 o 28 5 L4
FAESE L T AR A i AR T i 4 — M o A TR {3
Jih, BN S A TS R A S T A AR AT
X Z (Popli & Rizvi, 2017), B3R T X TAERHA
TR, AU SR RS SR B TR TAE R X,
MR TR RERIFREUAR A O 0 TAER, 45
BA TAE(Park et al., 2017), 400F—B 5 S H &5
i €505 A D3 BTy 285 B AT Ry 1) O g, R T 1Y)
TG0 A OC R BN B T ok TAERR, 42
157 01 L ) ARV B2 145 30K ST (Breevaart, Bakker,
Demerouti, & van der Heuvel, 2015), 5 —J5 1,
G DO S B AT R A AR A 5 -
ZEIBYAZ 56 R, BT R T AHOL B (Gutermann,
Lehmann-Willenbrock, Boer, Born, & Voelpel, 2017),

HSMGURWS . EH. BTHD, WM T
HRTHEELWCR, BRSAE T84 Sk
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SRR 2R, B B3 o0 B AR S T Ak
N 4= & (Liu, Fuller, Hester, Bennett, & Dickerson,
2018), HHA TAE. M5 RO H T8
AN R, EYL%, 2018), TE
REAE AT A2 00 AL 20608, OB B A 34T
JEE 58 (Bao, Li, & Zhao, 2018), X &t T Al &
FEARE RS A6 B 4 AL A RS A
FrF, b BT RS A E R AR, Bk TR
B RE SR AR (LT, PVEETS, XL, 2014),
51 T B 2 A AT (Demirtas, 2015), 0 T5
U Z IS T RAMEERR, 5OTX TAES N
LE . #$ A (Chughtai, Byrne, & Flood, 2015), %
KGR 2RGT  FEAT 80T 4 B O 2
UG H B SER L it B LA B TR BR AL Y ek,
BT R R I 400 25 25 A5 b AT T B i 48 A T4,
T JERAS 405 B AU, = OCHR, AT Rl A
NI A RGO, X T AR RS e E, S
FE, 2014), (&7 2840 AR 8% 5 3 b 22 fifk AN 45
SR SR I T TR (B2 28, 11, 2005).

Pk, 42 W 1 AR A4 5 Al B O
A 28 5 R4 5 000 B TE A DG B2 AL 4
SO B IE A O A0S — bR A8 4 5 A0 B I A
oK FLSCRIG T A B IEAR G RS RGTRS
HOI B TE ARG (R E LG S 50 IEA G K
K20 T S0l IE AR E

HAR O A I Z SRR R T 415 KU 5 AL
M BEZ B DGR, A2 B [R] 4515 XU X5 Al
JEE V1 5 A ) 2 531 L BB A S JXURS X A B 15
W B i AN BH A o Christian, Garza Fl Slaughter
(201 1) XeF A0 B 1A i P A% 8 R SR AR BE R AT T o0
Ay AT, S B R A S AT 5 — i B 58 e 1 ol 4T
S KU S0 B 2 [RIAEAE IE M AH G E &R, Hoch 55
A (2018)38 33 7T 43 Hr & B, S5 70 450 R4 B 28
A 5 7 TR A 1) M S 2 T A R R AR SR
7 IR 45 8400 S S — b b Sz (9 430 O 3K, S A0
ZIRI R R, AU B R DU 4 F e
FRRIE 5 B SRE 30 Ao XoF SRR 1) 4 v [l BT, %o 433 KL
B 01 AL R AT A, A 36 4015 XUAR X 50l 2
MIRZm RN 220 . R 1 A4 I mTn, S
Xt T JE AW BE 7 AR R R AR A LA R LA — 2
3 52 m R 8 XS TAE 3 B 89 B 0 (Salancik &
Pfeffer, 1978), W4T F@ TAEA £k, N T IEHR
BEAT AR L HESE, FIEUGRE TAEME X, S5 m

BANTAE;, 2@ B FEeEshirh
(Breevaart et al., 2014), T /E#H(Tims & Bakker,
2010), BALAE, SR R A O AR E 3R
PRI, JFRMES TR IR, RS HE 5 TUTAE
A =l T AR ), AR R
ARG . EESE . EIEEAE . TR
F g5 RS AT R, I R R R SRR N R
HFREAERR, WU TR TAE,

AR RIS RE N O N R BE R, WU TR
T UYL R, BERE N Z 5 T S2 WA & Y
WO BE, R Y SRR 5T AT o A i R B, AR
RUGFAEMRRE BL TAT . SEROCRIN FHA
7 15 T HAl S5 5 XU 1 £ B 77 (Eagly, Johannesen-
Schmidt, & van Engen, 2003; Judge & Piccolo,
2004; Hoch et al., 2018; £V, Jil w4, Rik ¢
2017), i385y BUG T 5E d 2 J5h Ko 5 F @ i 47 28 48
1977 ORI TR, R —Fh A 0 0 3 4 5 SR (] ST,
W SCHE, 2010), AR T HAL T KU, 22 5) B4
5 TG T A 4 A 2 ik 55 Ok 35 2 TAE H AR (Bass,
1995; Washington, 2007), X4l B i fie B 1 A%
(Popli & Rizvi, 2017; Breevaart et al., 2014), ATl
70 B R G %o RN B 5 e T RO R s Y, 1T 32
Ty VGG X 0N JBE 1 52 1 T B R AR o

Rt, B BRE 2 AS[R] 8 450 S XUAR X Il
I IR /INASTRD, %o #5500l B 4 At e A7 22
o, R HEARY GGG 10 R ) R, A2 By B4R Y
EE PR EC
14 FSAEEHUVENXR: ATHEE

WO B TR ZE RO BE A SRR 5

Schaufeli %5 A BBIFSE7E 27 AR F 5 B AU S pl )
Z 5l 5 Z —Jeung, 2011; /04, F &k,
2014), KR E#MITH T Schaufeli 48 A
(2002) 56 T-#0l BE (0 2 AN #E, JFH UWES
ROl BE AT A, 7EAS R IT o AT T S 1)
SCHEH, 84.5% MBS AR T UWES RAIER K =
137), (B2 AWK, fEREEEET,
UWES &R W &I A — 5 L H A 2 0 TAELS R
(T AE F B 3R, UWES 55 Ho b it 3 75 o b
1B — 5 22 5 (Wefald et al., 2012), TS
0 R [ 2 L4 5 i A8 ek 22 (8] 1Y 56 R 5 B (T X
5 BXEPL, 2018; Eisenberg & Miller, 1987),
Ik, 4005 KUK S AR BE 22 ] /Y 56 2 nT g4 2 Al
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I T EL A

TFR R T AR B A2 Ao [l i AR TR,
WEFEBTT AT L4y R A i 8 BRI
BT B 5T 1 T2 S BONMERA 19 S 400k 0 0 i 25
PERL K (Pitariu & Ployhart, 2010), 1773 [ )5 2
75 S 1Y AT REME L BE S 3B BRI 5 ) 5 % [] —fF
FEXF G AT =Rk = DA B E S &, GRS XT
MG K JR ) N AENLE Aot B AT IR AR S, KRB
AROE BEATT AN BEAREREE, T8,
2019), I H., Ol BEAS B 75 6 I E) R0 IE 50
A% Ak 1M 1% 3l (Bakker, 2014; Reina-Tamayo et al.,
2017; KRR, W24, 2015), ffi FHIBEITGE B4}
HHATIRE MR STIE . Hitk, PFRRIEAR
A, 05 AU SOl B Z [ S R T REAN ]

AT R B0l 2 ST RS, 1R &
HIEUF(Aon Hewitt)2017 4F ¢ F 28k B T A
AR I, & R B0l B KT A FK
HAAERKES, iRERGFECES . B
BHEREMATFREFERR ., S35 H 5
KR AS Y], ST MRS FA B B E 5 30k
A [ TTAS [R] (587, B, 2005), B R e {2
5 SCA A AT B L FE A T BB, AN N 32 CRIAE
WE X, AEIEECE M A IE PR, ASHA 8 M RN L
FAHA T ) R S 0] OB O R, 2011), I
o AU S SR AN AR H LN B AR 2541 i
A% 57 FE BE (Clugston, Howell, & Dorfman, 2000),
AN F SRR SRR — N E R AR EZ KL
AR B R 2T IR SRR B . R 7 Sk s
THEREEL. BPUIER, FESE LA
B, PR, WFE T E LR K Z 50T
EZ% Vs CbE FANESL ARBOTIES, dE
MMEM A FHEMS500E, SRR, 2%
FER AR EEE P T RT, T
S AT T AR LD, AT B A 6 A
DB ZME TIERSHE, AT
FHATRCRE, 2014), RZ, SBCEE MR TT
AT R, TR0 i AR T 5 (Tepper et
al., 2009), ZFAT N AT R, Bk, i
AT RE AR S XA S A0 FE DG R IR AR i

2 WRFZE

2.1 XEER ST
A% Hh SO 28 (A 0 ) e SORH

o e e SO SRR R L P TS A
L SCASCHURE R e rh SCRHE T L B
PEA R R 40 ) M9 R % (EBSCO . PROQUEST
SAGE. Wiley. Google Scholar, Web of Science),
o SR R T A E A SR TR
BT A BB, B SR F e S A
leadership, leader, Imx, engagement, work engagement,
employee engagement, SCHRIEZ B E 2018 4 11 H,

H AT B (8 SCHRAE S DL b o BEAT 077 8 (1) B
G2 A 45 T A% 55 40 BE 22 [1) 6 AR Y SEUEWT 5T,
ANEAFAFE I | LRRBETE L) S RIS (2)
WIS Fp b 20 ] I 1 £ 280 R 4 B RO 2 e 3R
VARG WA 35, JF BB AR 1 05 T o 1Y
PUREACE | DR R o 22 8] A G K, AN 45 AR
& PN 504 2540 7 RS A DL K A e 5 1%
MR (TS, FRIBAE, 2018); ()JAEFEA N
TEMR B3 T, WEFEAE 5 TAES I, A6 7R 55
PR, (4) TR T BT B8 K i 9 A g A v A
fEH, AR SO R ARWIT L, MR
B RIS SO HECT RS, BERHE, 2018).,

AT A FIRbRER SCRIE A 148, £
FLAE R SCOCHR 51 e, TS0 97 e BT SCEk
138 F, “#A0E3C 10 R i TA BIWFFE SOkl &
SN RN B, R, AT Ec A4S BT R
A 162 4>, HALIE 84836 44 Hi,

2.2 XEYRAS

X 9 A TC 53 AT B SCRRPEAT 0T St SCRRAE
BEH LG ), FEARR/D, MR RER
AN, WO EEYE R, #Ol B2 & T2 (UWES/other),
G AR B T AR YR, BT BT (R T/
A1), SCALTS 5t (east/west)o Hirp, HFFE T4 A%
JUAR AR BGR BRAT R AR MECT E, 2EF, 2019),
HATE=A R UL B ) s e Kt , BLAE A
[i) s AR S T BT A A B B BIESE A G B A 3 BRI
SCARTE SRR I U 28 TR A 5 1) SC AR I A e oA
gt (Hofstede, Hofstede, & Minkov, 2010), 53
VO PECRHG . BTHfAE R ENEEJEVEIE B
ML RHH wRE L R, PUBES . AEHTIH A
B AU R B R S east, RAF] L LM N
TR BRRA) S5 HBARAL T P2 [ R b4 westo
BRIV 2 B SCSCHK, ACREEAS R T AR K, g
h easto X REN ST FEA G — U, AR — R SOk
A AL AR, WGy B AT S A xR
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TR, Hgmih—k, SCikgmididBEm 2 At
GE R S ST 28 1) SCHR T 258 R 2 R s o 2R A T B
A 4 % (Kappa {54 0.96), I3 i P44 i 55 5 158
WA ES, mAHIR T AT i
2.3 Zitron

A5 B FF IR B R3.5.1 B9 Meta 276
TR AT o T AnA B, LIAH G REL ¢ VBB
i, RH Fisher Z ¥ r ¥4 fn IES 35 1Y Zr
H, P REDUR R R

3 HMREGR

3.1 [FERMKRIEER

[iR] Joi P A B 2 SRy T A T I 2 2 TR A [
P G S S5 S 5500 43 oz 56 1 ] 7 200 A T A
Rifi AL A0 AR TR, ) JB 3 FH ] 00 A Y 3R AT 4
Mr, S S5 35 P B L3007 AR AR 4 T 40 o

1 BIR T AN [R) 0 40 5 XU 5 A0 32 1) ) o
PRI AR, AT S SRR Q ST
2 LARIRE] T FE K (p < 0.001), KU
2 AR, T BE R i 0 AN [R) 09 Agoll 3
M T E . BT AR R LR ST 52 AN R 45 T
PRI 7 R 1B 5 25% . 50% . 75%43 At 2
. ", &5 R B (Higgins, Thompson, Deeks, &
Altman, 2003), #5405 KUt SHOIEERY 1> (EER T
75%, VBR8] ks S M Tau® R T
WS R AR S A 2 /D8l AR EANE; H &
IR QRN B AR IEE, H> 1.5 NFERBF5EEAT
TER B IPE, 28 b, A90 s SH0IYEE 2 13k

N AR 0T, R AS B 53 8 £ BE AL AR A5 A
32 ERRERRE

I Fei 22 (publication bias)J&f5 B & X AIITFFT
SCHRASRE 3R 46 4 1 M AU F iz Sk O 28 58 B I
J K (Rothstein, Sutton, & Borenstein, 2005), FA]
TESCHRAE R B BOS AT RE IR L T 3R & 32 10 3Cik,
IR F i}l (funnel plot) . Egger's [B]1H 40k
555 Begg B AH A 30 —Fp 7 ik, XTI A BT
R —HJ0ll B IS8 SOk AT R R M AT . T
T =B T HALE 10 488 10 A~ DL NBFRE Y Meta
DMTRCRARE, #3L 50% (45, ZEEeE, X,
2007), Bk, A FE O =F 0 A o iR 2 1 =
e T RS 1 R Fe 22, B 1. & 2 FE 3 50502
AR RG34 N L S R 45 AL
BEXRRSBNAE M A E oL, W HECER, 42
TR S-S R L S TR S 1 280N (. 3 A A AE T
[ B TOUER, A2 A7 PR 340 P R0 A 6 AR 22 X6 R T X
HRH o5 e s 2 B B8, RWIATT
SRR AR R R 22 W] Re AR /D, T - A 22
380 T A A 90 255 Ak A T <) L B T 2%, R BEAEAE
— 8 W R R 2

KT KR R R, AR
Egger's [H R 5K 40 5 Begg FRAH A 46 19 7 1,
IR AE R W 2, bR 7Ol Ac ez A, &9
XU 1Y Egger's |1 IH R 5L p (HARAS B35 (p > 0.05),
Begg FRAHSCHT S p (H B A .3 (p > 0.05), Bl
WFFEGE RN BZ e 2 22 ST o o 1 e 40 R — il 5%
A — 250, TATSH R FIX4E1L(2014)

®1 BNERRMHRIEER

- — N S B Tau-squared
Q df (Q) 12 [95%CI] Tau® H [95%CI]
TL 50 27498 783.97"" 49 93.7% [92.4%;94.7%) 0.03 3.98 [3.63; 4.36]
LMX 43 16316 49236 42 91.5% [89.4%;93.1%)] 0.03 3.42[3.07; 4.82]
AL 22 7869 253.25™" 21 91.7% [88.8%;93.9%)] 0.03 3.47 [2.98; 4.04]
EL 11 5591 101.917 10 90.2% [84.5%;93.8%)] 0.02 3.19 [2.54; 4.02]
SL 8 2548 51.42" 7 86.4% [75.2%;92.5%] 0.02 2.71 [2.01; 3.66]
TAL 6 1986 20.40"" 5 75.5% [44.7%;89.1%)] 0.01 2.02[1.35; 3.03]
EML 6 7468 71.13™" 5 93.0% [87.4%;96.1%)] 0.03 3.77 [2.82; 5.05]
PAL 6 1842 11.86" 5 57.8% [0.0%:82.9%] 0.01 1.54 [1.00; 2.42]

FE: *p<0.05,** p<0.01, *** p<0.001,

TL: ARG LMX: 405 -a b 34, AL: BESCRISN S EL: S FERI4N S SL: RS 4NS:; TAL: &5 M4 S; EML:

BRSNS PAL: K AT, T,
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&3 EYRIGUT S0 SR A B R 31

OB, SR BT RG E (Trim and Fill) #6536 & 20
Z X Tt gt A2 (Duval & Tweedie, 2000),
SGERGI, TR SCRRE, BSORAIAR B WY =
0.46, WH(H = 0.44), ZML(E N 0.02, FHIITTLHr
B Az R 25 s a3/ o BEAh, 7RSSR 01 28
e e L AT I AT I SCHR AP, ok & 2R 0 SR &
12%, X—HIE SRR LrE L SR, BRA

WS 1 05— i D2 32 8 1] BB AF 7E SR Y & 3% D
2, (HREIC/MT B F I A R
33 EHREKE

A48T XU 5 0D B O R 1Y R 580 A 0 4 2R
L3R 3 (k<3 TR RIEARHAGH . TP IR,
AFFERGUT(r = 0.48) . SNF—HL A (r = 0.46) .
BLSCHIANS(r = 0.45). {RBEAILH F(r = 0.50). HR
IR (r = 0.40), L5 BIGSF(r = 0.43). 4L
BT (r = 0.6 LA R ZF KA F(r = 0.28) 540
2B E R ENIEHICKER@P < 0.001), HRIE
Lipsey 5 Wilson (2001)J4%#E, r {54 0.10. 0.25,
0.40 B A% REAHCRREMIAG . . mo ZERE
W, #5900 AU 55 HI0I B 22 SRR EE DL B O
MK, B 1838,
34 HEXNINESH

T E T XU TE A BRAOI BE B 25 R,
AT HE AT T M X AL FE 4 7 (relative weight
analysis), AHXACE 43 BT BE 48 i BOR A4 . AHOC
WSS, T4 B AR a0 PR AR 5 09 i 7 1
(Johnson, 2000; LeBreton & Tonidandel, 2008; T-
A, 2012)0 FRATEEFH AR ST A SRR 5T Y
A AR A D2 L, TB UBIE 5T A8 1 22 ) A A G
MR 4), TR OCHE M P o M G (E I B, AR
W92 % Hoch %5 A\ (2018) ik, #5453 Fh 45 2 X
e 57205 5 TR 4005 T T X L AR IR 20 A AR
EOTEE R IR 5, R EIR, A ST RS T
WOl B i B e 220, Bk Hh, 548 55 R 45
FAH L, A ST A0 A PR A5 i R T T R
522 5 B3 L, IRS5 B2 A 5K AL A Y
R s, Rk 2 MBI SRR
3.5 ETHNNE

P T AR 9 SCHR 09 v S B M, %o 915 2% 0z 1
KAl R FHBEHL AR, IR L5 R LR 6. 4540
S WA AN TE AR BFSROA R (K < 3) TR AT

Sop A BE B T EL AT IR A A, AL
JE R F AR I TR0l B E RN B (Qe =
1,73, p>0.05); X 45T~ 01 38—l B R 1R
JH 5. 2(Qg = 4.58, p < 0.05), fdiJ§ UWES 754
T RS 55 H0I B 19 G R ARXHIE T M = 2 X
LS AR A5 S =M B R AR 1 35 (Qe = 24.30, p <
0.01), fli Fl UWES I #5-19 450 5 XUbE 5 800 B 114 2%
FAARHE T HA 5 5%

PR B AT IR T T R B, WS TR
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R2 ARMEQBHLHER

- Egger's [A119 2 50K 56 Begg FRAHCK 50
intercept SE t df p z p
TL 0.25 1.16 0.22 48 0.830 -0.41 0.682
LMX 4.26 1.91 2.23 41 0.032 2.48 0.013
AL 2.36 2.91 0.81 20 0.428 -0.08 0.933
EL 0.03 3.71 0.01 9 0.993 0.70 0.484
SL 4.64 2.29 2.02 6 0.089 —0.247 0.805
TAL -2.80 1.73 -1.61 4 0.181 -0.94 0.348
EML -1.43 2.48 -0.58 4 0.594 -1.69 0.091
PAL 1.10 2.47 0.44 4 0.679 0.18 0.851
=3I ETHERBER
A ZCOR 95% CI z p
TL 0.48 [0.43; 0.53] 18.76 <0.0001
LMX 0.46 [0.41;0.51] 17.02 <0.0001
AL 0.45 [0.37; 0.53] 11.28 <0.0001
EL 0.50 [0.42; 0.58] 11.43 <0.0001
SL 0.40 [0.29; 0.51] 6.87 <0.0001
TAL 0.43 [0.33; 0.53] 8.21 <0.0001
EML 0.61 [0.47; 0.76] 8.32 <0.0001
PAL 0.28 [0.20; 0.35] 727 <0.0001
F4 MRT2EMHEXIERE
WHoE s i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 TL 1
k N
2 LMX 0.64" 1

kN 20,4591

3 AL 0.67" 0.62* 1
k, N 10, 2397 4, 1468
4 EL 0.63" 0.65" 0.85 1

k, N 20,3717 18, 4052 2,440

5 SL 0.47* 0.59" 0.61 0.38 1

k, N 5,774 4,938 1, 1132 2, 1486
6 TAL 0.21 0.46 0.37% 0.61" 0.11 1

k, N 3,601 1,345 4,770 13,2232 1,207
7 EML 0.73 0.62 — 0.53 0.86 0.34 1

k, N 3, 469 3,1068 1,259 1,199 2,394
8 PAL 0.56 0.39 0.58 — 0.70 0.49 — 1

4,976 2,868 1,256 2,1132 3,688

9 EE 0.48 0.46 0.45 0.50 0.40 0.43 0.61 0.28 1

TE: EE: #0lLEE . * Hoch et al., (2018); ARAFICHIAIE R, M HEARFLEAEA B R A S50
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F5 HEINESHER
S MAE LMX  TL AL TL EL TL SL TL TAL TL EML TL PAL TL
AEXT R E 47 53 45 55 53 47 37 63 43 57 69 31 17 83
R 0.27 0.26 0.30 0.27 0.34 0.38 0.23
Fz6o PHHUNKRIWER
AR SRR 2K k N r 95%CI Qu 12 Qs df
UWES 41 18073 0.42 [0.39:0.44] 1258.90 91.3
TL 1.73 1
other 9 9807  0.46 [0.40; 0.52] 261.56 94.3
Ol UWES 30 12475  0.42 [0.38; 0.45] 244.23 86.5 .
. LMX 4.58 1
e T H other 13 3840  0.54 [0.44; 0.64] 598.82 96.7
UWES 16 5227 0.38 [0.35; 0.41] 908.17 88.2 -
AL 24.30 2
other 5 1675 0.46 [0.42; 0.51] 95.54 81.2
1 ] 46 27184  0.43 [0.40; 0.45] 1538.86 923
TL i 1.61 1
R i 4 431 032 [0.15; 0.47] 16.78 70.2
GiEAaaN
1 8 3898 0.51 [0.46; 0.56] 107.53 88.8 -
EL 6.95 1
A 3 1693 0.34 [0.22; 0.46] 14.52 86.2
KIT 23 9313 0.47 [0.44; 0.50] 734.28 90.5
TL 23.13 1
iy 27 18185  0.35 [0.31; 0.39] 651.82 91.7
R 33 10938 0.49 [0.44; 0.54] 793.9 94.5
LMX 12.23 1
g 10 5377 0.36 [0.31; 0.41] 45.95 80.4
i 17 6751  0.44 [0.42; 0.47] 771.00 90.4
AL .y 31.18 1
) ] 5 1118  0.30 [0.26; 0.34] 430.85 87.0
AR R
R 6 3040 0.51 [0.46; 0.56] 105.78 90.5 .
EL 5.52 1
g 5 2551 0.40 [0.32; 0.48] 23.99 83.3
RIT 4 776 0.31 [0.24; 0.37] 1.91 0 )
SL ) 4.42 1
i3 4 1772 0.45 [0.33; 0.56] 23.14 87.0
i 3 1446 0.49 [0.45; 0.53] 0.06 0 .
TAL 7.93 1
[y 3 540  0.29 [0.15; 0.43] 8.17 63.3

TE: *p<0.05,**p<0.01,*** p<0.001, RAFEYLRVFEAL Qw FoRH MR B Qe Foom 4 i) 7 Btk

AR R T ROl FE R TR AR 3 (Qp = 1,61, p
> 0.05); %12 7Y 45—l B R VR AT R 35 (Qs
= 6.95, p < 0.01), i FH A& A HATF 58 151145 1) 45
SRS SO BE YOG R R THA BRI IR R, XS
A S AT 0T & B, SCAR Y S X AR AR 45
Sl BE R B3 (Qe = 23.13, p < 0.001),
R AT 5 T AR A G S E R RS T
V7 SCA T 35 X400 — Bl B S e~ B 9 5 AR
U 3#(Qg = 12.23, p < 0.001), ZRIF AL HT
A0S — 1B 3 e 5 RO BE Y 56 R TV O SCAR Y
Sop X ESE AR A I B R Y MR B3 (Qs =
31.18, p < 0.001), ZR A 3CALE = N HELMA ST 5
Ol B 1Y) 56 Z T P8 SCAR T o, K48 B 4

—#fll B A A 3 (Qe = 5.52, p < 0.05), AKRT7
CALE s TR E R S S50 R R E T
SCARTE B X IR 55 BT -0 R R T AR A
(Qg = 4.42, p < 0.05), A7 AL 5T MRS B4
FEHHOLE N X R TPE I e s, WK a
A0 S~ B A 35 (Qe = 7.93, p < 0.01),
RFXAMAE =T 5 MG T SHLENXERET
PO Ak 5

4 Fig
41 BRI SHOLE B EBR

N2 AR AN T RIS ERCAH 30 24
Py s, (HREENH AT Ak, FE Pk A X Ah
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SIS RGN T = A L £ BT R, A
SCERA AT B SEUR I LA, 8 L Y 40
JRURE X6 B3 T A0 B A FH AR, DA K AT RE S i —
HRAMPAT AR, FHEWT 9T KA 1Y 7R
RAWERSCR KN, 5 I E R Z B 45 5 —3,
AT R B, A0 KA 5 R B e R AW b,
ARG (r = 0.48) . T~ AL He(r = 0.46) .
HARIG S (r = 0.45), {RBEAGF(r = 0.50). ]k
FRIGUF(r = 0.40), ZZHRIGF(r = 0.43) ., 4L
BIR(r = 0.6 AL ZFKKAGR(r = 0.28) HH0lk
EZEPEEENIEMCKR, BT LDATR
AR R AT, BRI JE VS T 450 KU S A0
FEZRXR, A S HBEE . PR
W LA S SO [R) R X 40 5 XA 5 R TR ol i 2
[] X 2R ) i R

e, SRR B TARAR IR 1 e R AR, AR
AL . BAURGT R RS T B L TN TR
B, b FJE (Breevaart et al., 2014; Park et al.,
2017), A TR TAEI R 2R %I, 5 T3
PR JG RERE SR AR AL, BN TAE . A TAE,
2 oy B LR AR I i, RRAE S 61 T AT
R A H. 51T 5% & (Chughtai et al., 2015; 5,
Z5H8F, 2018; Popli & Rizvi, 2017), 1EJy %45
ML Iz, 5 T3 A TAE . S —m b5t
LW FH S T E AN B 535k, 4%
FORG T TAERRMN FEARE, S3H N0 TR
HETAESEIR, AE95 4R & 0 TR B0k B Sk
(Breevaart et al., 2015), 5— M, FEFX40SE
BRI Z O, PRS2 0H/ATIE, B
S 415 R S5 T8 6T 2 A B A SRR Y
AL 40 S XU (Hoch et al., 2018), ELSZHI40 S
SEUIEHE, MR TEM, RS S LIR TR A
Jo, ST XA H ML R, FESEREA
TAE, 801808 &Sk, RS MR K A R
ST R RIS S R R T i I OGS S o A
S HE AT AR, XTSI A AL S A
KEANOEIARE, SEIAERATE, BARK
1 ST 1 ST 43 T REXE T T 9 Al B
AT —E BT R, W RO B, X TR T AR AR
BEGERE, AP 2014), HEFELXF ST
ZEREAT Jy T 2 RS Bh 2 AR sy, Bk, KK
SR L TN B AT BAT — R A A [ 5

AHIFFE 5 T 10 2 E A B 17 45 5 LA, B

ST B T ARAS R D AR, 5T
Z ST RAF IR, OB L A IRA5 B 22 4k
W58 (Liu et al., 2018; Bao et al., 2018), Xf 455U
FKABRPNFERZ], BHA RS ACHHE
Fr—FES% 77, BURARA TAE, Wi, 45414140
G TN, HTEZEEASGHT, DER
N, TR RS 45 T BE RN, BEAS BN 450 B
B TAE T, 45 BE A 0] LB — RIS, # B
BUTONRTAEM R X, JFMEEFM R T, T
JBZ B E, AR T O BATAE, e AGTRL
EREANGH; T RHEENZ, AEXE T
P I T T B A AR, R BOE S 0 TAERUR,
W 5L T B B R, B R T E A R
FAERR, TRAE R, HAE % S .o H R
A T AE.

W, ARG RIE W, AR S R T
Ol B R RAT AN, SARL40 T | 18 2 AL 465
T RHRIGUT . SRR ASH. HI RIS
Lo PUGT | IR 55 B N S A ST 0 Bl
PR AR 3 0o X R REJE A Oy, AH EE T A TR
UK, AR R T RE % E o S B 51 TR T
PER . 5N JE# T RAF 1A B G R 5 5 2Ok i
HECT AR, SERERS T —E AU 4T 51T,
2 LR E T L2, B TR I 2 B 5 (Lee,
Idris, & Delfabbro, 2017); A4 1R 2 W58 .0 FHL4Z
FUA BEAIESE T AR 45T 5 A0l BE ] 19 5 %5 5C 3=
(Bhatnagar & Jyotsna, 2012; de Villiers & Stander,
2011), ARG 1) TR E ZRAUT N, R
TOBRAREE S, MEACHA —EMAE
A, w4 A T/F (Huertas-Valdivia, Llorens-
Montes, & Ruiz-Moreno, 2018), 7] i, A 40 5
Wy ATy, SRR R, WOk BT R A A,
ik 0T BIRE T 58l JF Fp S W i 5% 5,
TG G YA B S

FA T A LR 5 RS0 S, X A0l B2 1 A
BEITEAR, X5 DERF I 45 REEA — (P&
e, BRYEEC, BN, WA, 2012), ATRERY R,
FR KW F IR TAERA HHE 7w, M
3 3 0 AN BT 1 R A G AR AR ] (B
A, 2010; #hEE, P, 2014); JFH, BALL
AT RE AR R AR R B, X AR TR R
(PsE R, P, 2014), ROmsb TAERA . R,
KU A S TUT A A A8 BT, 24 T b 3R
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WBRR SAT N, 2RI BT N, W
it A R, (S S AN AR 40 5 | 4505~ A 5 #
LI AD R T RS i, 45T N8 AT
FEMEAT, BRI E SRR, R0 T T4
WARRRE . BRULZ A6, WOl BE A0 455 RS B4 3] i
TH . W DL R Sk A ol BE S R I T 43
Mres B, ik, ARTooHr 5t S )Ag S50l E 2
() f 56 ZR ABAIEA T T RS S0 A 43T o
4.2 WSNIESHOLE RIET R

TOA M 4 SR A B, AL I T X 4
S 5 A H(Qp = 4.58, p< 0.05) . B4 F(Qg =
24.30, p < 0.01)5H{b B B9 5 R 16 FH 8 3%,
8 H UWES 125455 )Wt 5 80000 3 56 R AR F HoAth
T A B TR R R B B e L
SRV RO Z R OE R . XA SR
R AT BB, A0l B R R A 1Y P e K
HERGEWEMER, FREERNBEITH
B, W R T AR AR R, B2 T4 KUk 5 AL
W EZ A % . Wefald 25 (2012)5L8F 58 &K W,
UWES 5 TR i 22 B R R i & — 22 1Y
%, T Shirom Y SMVM 35 T4 &
15 B R b [B) 19 2 B R B SR, A2 75 38
TAELL K BEAFLERENS L UWES A H I AR 11,
Rich %£(2010)tA 5 UWES w1 iy —2e 8 H 58011
FERRE MGG R EELZIRE .. MW, Aol
JBE BN ) S5 B ) & R TR AT T A 400 5 XUAS Xof 54
THO MR RRREE, Tz UWES RA
— 2 A A% T A b Sz e L ST AR 45 o B A B Y
YR, 4 J5 05T 7 ZEAR 5 BF 5 25 e 9 5 18 A DU
T HE, DRI S RS SOV E MR

S5 LW, BIF ST X 18 B R 45 S — A i
Ve VE .3 (Qg = 6.95, p < 0.01), HEARTE WIS
Bt LL N B R AR O R B . TSR iR TR
AL 5 WOl BE 1 OC RAAAE W S . A0l
EASHBA R, TRSH THEEREE
Ak, RS, GUFAT N R O T H R A B Y
% [A & (Breevaart et al., 2014), 78 ¥ B 40 &
(Tims, Bakker, & Xanthopoulou, 2011)F1{2 P 7 45
F(Bormann, 2017)%5 3 BE 4552 M AL B A4 % s A
Al B UL, B A IE 0 R B AL R 1 B
AR B 40T G S0 BE Z [ A B SR R, FF
H T fig 2 5 30 500 56 0 0 25 M R 56 A o
(Pitariu & Ployhart, 2010), fF7EZL[R] 5 HeAs S m]

REVER I RCEE, 258, 2019), SEWITHIA R
PE L Z R SRS A SRR £, Sl T AT
JRUHS 55 85500 5 22 ) P AF DG AR B o oA Sf IO 12 X 43
5 XA 5 A0l BE T R T 22 (38 BRI ST,
AR A B Y AR fl R B DA e — A Z R G &R

gh R W, SCIR T RO AR AT F(Qe =
23.13,p<0.001), 4T HAACH(Qp=12.23,p<
0.001), FLLAIF(Qp = 31.18, p < 0.001). &3
R4 5 (Qg = 5.52, p < 0.05). LB F(Qg =
7.93, p < 0.0DWTEA R, Ryt
KRB TV o SR — b B 5 1 A,
BT S0 2 32 BIE 3R KOSCAE R B
(Hamilton & Bean, 2005), 7£ P4 7 AN 7 B 4 SC
=T, BT TAEA EMES, X40SHNITHN
AN CR A, 2014), TAEDS BEFITT R 3240
BT A B W AR X A0S, T s A R AR
D5 SCAb B B B R S EE R, B T 20
o S8 4 S & SR A0 L ) 2 B (Kirkman, Chen,
Farh, Chen, & Lowe, 2009), 45-5:%F T J& 25 % ff7
Ry (0 S M AR A P A 2 T R 5 L (PIMR A, B RRK,
2017), HAkHL, 7ER 7 O 5T, AR F a4 S
14 5k ) R T SR S RN T R, 4R B 58
e . 22 5 RIS T B AL 0 R B R A R A AT N,
X F R & U B A BE R T R R T K, B S A4
SR BB AT U RE RS 45 T B TSR ZU A B RE
i, B, RS S P IM R R T .

SCAR T SO R 5 840 5 00l B I T AR
#(Qg = 4.42, p < 0.05), KT AL H T HIAHK
KARMMT , ERBCIEEESET, T80
AR P, 45 [ R A B T4 R T )
B T/ 2 & (Sagie & Aycan, 2003), 105 RER R
F AT, BT RN B K 7 i e RS M
(BRI 45, 2016), B3 TARJH<Bi RS>, HZ= 0l
SR TH IR S5AT 02 T A AR #5, dndn
P 5T OB OAESE, AREANGU, O BE Sy
Xof i 5 A AT I AR DA B, DA A 4 1 A S5
TTNRATAANFR(EE, 258, 2018), Wi
SN TS RS AR R o AR T I
TEEET, RS MAS SEMASS | S
AT Ik S, R @ AR AT 1M s, R
DT AR B 7 £ % 7 BE 5 (Hoch et al., 2018), 75 —
Fi, Al BE AR B2 AR R AR, b2
5. BUA N R M TR E S K E AR ke Hol B
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KR 22 5, KRR LATF SR £ 85 SCIbAfFgE, IR
A4 AU 5 50 B 1) 6 R AR AN [ SCA T S
TRz
43 MREREREZE

ARICHHT AR SR ()Ieatrgitir
PO SCHR B R AR &, BRSO B R R A OETT
Sy M5 B SCHRIEAT T X BN T, JF P K Sk
FAHE, (A& H T T EREF RS, e 2y it
i 3 B o (2)7F F2 RN R T RN A B, A
LG KA DF S AN . REAS AN, JEIR AT
HAE AT 1w S b, 5300 45 2R 0T B B
P o (3)SH AT O 5 ) ) R D o 1 A7 A B
RS T L2 I0 s Rk, 7EHhSFAH G
MJE, FTLAR A meta SEM 3K B IR A 4MHr 40 5 X
K& SR FE R FE R ALE . (4) AR5 R B 5 KUAE
S0 22 1) 56 R A 0F 9 {6 G B I 9T T R
A TR HER M TR . SIS A SR
VA K 20 20 B 1 Y 7 SR TG — AN il 4538 R F 5
b ZBREFENCEZ, 8T, 2019), EEE
W Je Ak — DAL A i (Day & Dragoni, 2015;
Li, Arvey, & Song, 2011), 7] % FvEAR B0 h 26
(Chan, 1998)a 3 ¥ 48 1143 £ A1 (Li, Fay, Frese,
Harms, & Gao, 2014; McArdle, 2009)AF55 450l &
(14 & S AR AR DL K A4 AT A B SE R (5)
ARHIF 5 R BRSO T 52 B i 41 XU 5 400 B )
KARMEENE, 450l LU EEZ 8 SCirs,
P A SRR UL 5t R AR 22 5

5 5

ABFFER T I B (1)K Lok
F, LHERGS G- A HSTNTT 1
HARGT  es BaT ., ZHRET . RS
AR AR A S 5 A B 2 [ 1 5 5 A A
RHRFR o (24 WU XL JBE 14 ffp B D A7 A 22 57,
LRA TSR T A B, AU | R
G ARG | G A | BRI
LI TIGT | 55 BT R LT TR0l B Y
figp e B (3)RION BE i T H | RSB AISC
AT S5 REAE I 1 O AUAR S5 A0I0 2 TR A S R

SE Rk
#5437 B 2% SOk

AR (2017). BT 50 B N XA

[ ) 4 = TAR BN R W B 9. 2 H A A, 17(2),
87-89.

FRA, ¥, fAfh. (2016). MG B, Mg, &
e R 35 5 SRR . O FEEL A, 24(1), 143-157.

* R, FMER DT, BIEERE. (2017). R E AL R RS
A5 % 9 AR B R B S TR N i B 2
MAEF. A 0 P 5 2, 25(4), TAT-T49

MRSC, B, (2014). H EE L 22 5 B4 1 25 4 5
. EHEIR, 11(10), 1453-1459.

*RERCRE, BEE, L. (2012). GURAT N AR
G A (96 &R CAIEAS A ). 650 s il A
FPIR(#H ZFIFIR), 14(5), 91-99.

MEE, BR4EE, EEN, %M. (2012). REBGITEX
KA G0 R TR BERAT SR ) L 5. ZBF S B
I, 7, 101-110.

THREE, RPETE. (2018). BB A A 32 W 3 AR I T 0 2
——— WU . OBEFIFEHE, 26(10), 1749-1764

* I, AR, SR, (2018). AR SR xR TR B
JESi 25 IR 55 45 25 1) B HETH RG>
WXUEAM A . JeNF7 T, 33(6), 61-72.

JFRFR(LEG). (2011). EH IR /). bat: FEA
ROK 2t R AL

* R, MBI, (2018). 3 5 TS X TAE SR 5200
— TAEBRNW RN ER. BAAFEFRE B FIFIR),
34(2), 178-183.

A, TET, EAL. (2015). AN 7 U5 LS
B G TRV R E R E S A e i A
. HEA T FEHFIFAL, (13), 58-63.
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Abstract: This article fills the void in leadership and engagement literature through conducting a
quantitative review to explore the disparities among relationships between different leadership styles and
engagement. Based on a meta-analysis of 148 cases and 162 independent effect sizes (N = 84836). We found
positive associations between various leadership styles and engagement, and the results of relative weights
analysis suggest that engagement was decrementally predicted by empowering leadership, ethical leadership,
transformational leadership, leader-member exchange, authentic leadership, transactional leadership, servant
leadership and paternalistic leadership. Moderator analyses revealed that the particular engagement scale,
design of research and cultural background all produce meaningful influences on the relationships in the
meta-analysis.
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