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1. 5|5

BEERRZ T M TR RERHMUR B, AT H 45 sh SR 2%, FTH AT 2 PE AU ol J00 1
ARG SET GU Y — ROk B ST [ O | SR AR E AR TS B 2 B U A
/& (Boje et al. , 2004; Knottnerus et al. , 2006; Chatterjee & Hambrick, 2007 ; Campbell et al. ,
2011) o FHTFURKE RN AT LIS ST F B A9 RFNBE J1 Ja BR B A BEL A Al e & JE B (Weick ,
2001) , 4nfarf &5 8 3 TR A 2 S M B 2R I SCHE , FEILTS SE T, SRIAOTR IR &
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ISR | HaE 2T RFEIT M DGR A IR TR UK A T A4S (Owens & Hekman,
2012) H#3Z 32 R S5 RA 0 G, HeR R s 21 e Gl L& MR (Morris et al. |
2005) ,

FI S R TN A R, A E MBI T AR —BUNF 5 KB, Fe BRSO i 24 & Tk, 4
ST N BERSEE TR A FRALREEA.C I R (R ARNESE ) 2015; B HEEESE ) 2016) . 41ZUIA
W (BPE%E, 2013) . 223 HARS A (Owens et al. , 2013), ik [ FRERFEM (BITAES,
2017) . KZABEE (Wanget al. , 2018) | X RMEE (B CEMPRER, 2020) FARIER (F)E
KA, 2022) , FRAARTEG T TAERIUAGEL (RIEBI5E, 2018; #4IR4E, 20185 BRI LA, 2022)
FEMAAL N B2 BTNy, SRR rT RS bk N B CRE BB Z AT 1 . AR O RS0l A 5
J& (Weiss & Knight, 1980; Knight & Nadel, 1986; Tangney, 2000), % H Z R REFR Ky — Fh il £
(Hume, 1994) , AFIT4AUSFA MM L, NN, S0 RAT ik 230 6 TR R, dEimi
B R TN 2247 M EIMER (Guo et al. , 20205 Qin et al. , 2020; BICHIZE 2021) . BEHAE N —Ff
AT Y e B AR 4% 32 AR 0 SCAR IS, (H i BT BE B Y SR S0 A A% G 0 AN T A% 2 e
(Farh & Cheng, 2000) , 0SS T NS 50 B B 2502 AT RONIE FHIE A FRilE— 25 1A 55

PR BRI Sse, FEMNB O ER T WA B R R, — 82235 5 TN
et &, FIBTRA RS (FFRIESE, 2015) . BUIBEES Sl (FEIEESE, 2015; PRJILAE, 2022) | Xf
SUSPRELAT VA (Bharanitharan et al. , 2019; Qin et al. , 2020; FITAELE 2017) . HIBGAHZAE
PE (XI5, 2018) ZE PRI ZE X4 B S BUBCRLN, A B i, — 262238 I TR S B4R IE AT, 54l
S A i B D SN ] F7 - (Owens & Hekman, 2012) . TARRAZE5H (BFRAE, 2018) 45 HEXS
AUFPREAT A R RA TR . B E TR SCe s 5, 28040 3 P X 52 T 60 Ui
MR (RS, 2018)

IXEERIFFE AR OC I B 5L TN TR AT 5 BRI SR SN, R T OHLG B I P B
FIIE (Brown & Lord, 20015 Lord et al. , 2001) F&H, 51T OCT 45T U RURRIE A RN 254 5 141 202
XA T SRR E TR ZE S S bR dE . UL, A3 202 DA P RS R ARR A 1) 10 £ R 51 T 40 = e
LT R R SEMAEON; , AT G SR AR 9T & B A — Bk, o AT e B A T o 7 BRAR A U1 B 11
M,

A N B BE , ABFGE U S I S T & S sh AT AR AR e i s e, P IR S 8
PR KT B ST AT AR G 51 0 H X G AR SRR 9 P BB R, DTG A7 1) S 51 T
FEPEAT N EFOE CWONA R, O kN N AU 20, USRI
FE TR BN, AR P BRI F EE A IRZE R (connectionist model ), PMANS €8-S BRALRFAE 1)
MRS HLUEBR B VIMIE (Lord et al. , 2001) , TEHEL R LAF AL JFAVRAAF o 50450 R B A7 R 1
K, M0 G TR B A | SR M2 f# 32 (Hanges et al. , 2000; Lord & Brown, 2001; Dinh et
al. , 2014; Lord et al. , 2020) , JEM¥AEMATAISEFIT AN (Offermann & Coats, 2018) , &% 1]
DU SRR E A2y | IR EAE S5 R E R 2 X, A EAT TR AL TR A IE BE 29 ORIL 2, AT 5% 0 20
LFT NI REMTE X, VIR AR Z A2 ER (Johns, 2006) , R, AWFIOELA % B4 455 i
FRHE R R RN, — BRSO R G H R “GIFREST, R SES RG]
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R UEFHEAE  GTFRE 2 e 9l A AR O H REFIEAT ) (Liden & Maslyn, 1998) , #5140
SREIIVIE T BTN S & | A RIAE X (Epitropaki & Martin, 2004) , M i el 2
LG4TS 51 T B R W) A FR I 5 5559 10 400 5 B T DU o ) 40 5 iR L 2. 5 B T O RO B R
—HE RS E RS TARE 5 B W E R A AL RHE (Bargh, 1994) , 4155 % B —J7 &3 5%
e 451 SR A R A SR AL A3 (Epitropaki & Martin, 2005 ; Ohly et al. , 2006) , 5 —J7 2350
G T AR AR B A 2 e O 400 BB (9 B RS AR FIIA RN 76T ( Brewer, 1988 Fazio & Olson, 2003; Ho,
2012; Sy, 2011), FEURAE S5 5 PG 5T 8 & A0 AT 14 01 100 2 b 3 1 R LA T 5 R
TP BRI R AN DL i

ZE LTI, AW NN BT BIS AL 1 &, 32 R B Ak T R JE 8 X R A S 1] 4
LS ES AT R Z B R E U TE IR BG FLRE, DI A G el i o 4 -0 5 e A 0Ok T
SIPEAT PR AL ELA B S AR A X AR, AN Y il Y BT A S e EL A A S
B, A TR A A 50 S TR AT S 1 PR

2. B EMSRIZES

A E ORISR B, MRS EVOETER, SO A REHI X AN AT 4028, LA LAt
P FURIA I Tk F o 2 AAE BIPREEHIN e B TR IS A T REHCIC R G2 b 5 0
B A R BB BN NS5 18 F R 5 RS AT D TC, DA N SIS R AT b 5 402
PARAEIA TN Tt # (Fiske & Taylor, 1991; Lord & Maher, 1991)

DLIARIC 327 S S i) P B0 S R S, 8 400 2 %) PR M TR 3R 0 LA ) S 3 3 1 AT R
AWK (Eden & Leviatan, 1975) , PIBRSI-EE 18 AT LIgE 2 — Rl A5 F R (Lord et
al. , 1984) , JEMASEE TS Ak S H A 28 I JE ) i OG0 3 0 i B AT 1 R B sl A 7 oA 1) T AR A
(Lord et al. , 1984; Shondrick & Lord, 2010) , iXFf#fiet T MAICIZ 2 AYIAFAZE #4 BE AR I T4
O H 45 S i BEAR L G R4 3 25 00 f (0 B (Epitropaki et al. | 2013), J&MAX 340 G4 S5 E40
FHEN CNERE”, — BAKB B G, AT T IC 2 0 I g6 R B R 22 oS
(Kenney et al. , 1996) , BCAMETERISH T34 14125055 (Shondrick et al. , 20105 Sy, 2010) , 4
H x5 1) 2R AT R 5 AN O T R W RR RN AT R R B AR DT BC R, g I 2 R 80 3 4,
T A B 5 F 45 A BE IS0 /7 ( Shondrick & Lord, 2010; van Quaquebeke et al. , 2011 ; Epitropaki
etal., 2013) . WFRCHIR, DI TXISAT WG BAOON, FEARRHRREE b HGR T4 5 L bRt T Ry 5 L Tl
H A A 45 S () N TE S AR EAR YIS O FEE (Nye, 1991; Eckloff et al. , 2008; Shondrick & Lord,
2010; TKREIEZ ) 2017; FLE5E, 2019),

2.1 BURHRS B SR T E U ERA

TEHLUES T, ST IR N A 5 8 HEAT AN PR . 3l id i vh B ) — R AT O R AL, 6L
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FEEATHEARES . EfAERFAC ., SR SHNARL; §E P Em AR L oTik; .o
X BEERVAB AL A K #I (Owens & Hekman, 2012; Owens, et al. , 2013) . F3hPEFT Hi218
BTN SR S & SRR B — 2R 5147 M (Belschak & Hartog, 2010) . M4 N B s S BRE, AWF5E
INRHGUF RIS 5 TR ShMAT 0 Z AR U TR AR R A R4S e S5 1 OB S80  A7 A h

A, B S BGRKFRTER 2 01 TR B MR ST, A ARACE Y TR U 4R T 5 TR
EMEAT N,

BAKIME, 5 TR O T i B A 1 J5 30 A 3 AR 1 RN P BRI 2 3 2 ] X A0 B 2
AT X A3 I A RE Y FE 2 AR 1M (Lord & Maher, 1991; Brown & Lord, 2001) , HA 4455 5
Tt H R AR T AN B AR DE FC RS, S35 A RE A 2 3 T AN AT 532 Re, HEmOR 01 T B
(I TAEAT A (Lord et al. , 1984), WFFERM, IEMESTRFIAET (prototype) FLFEE 1. )y, 1t
S, PEGUR IEBEE T (antiprototype ) LG L il F1 S PEAL (Lord et al. , 1984; Offermann et al.
1994 ; Epitropaki & Martin, 2004 ; Paunonen et al. , 2006) ,

R PN B S5 B A5, O3 TS AR AT ST SRR AIE 1 oA a0 1] =X Al 438w FH 1 £ 2ok TP Aih 43
SHIERNE (Fraser & Lord, 1988; Lord et al. , 1984), &0 P8R 845 5 K F OB BLAT 9 B9 A4F
H R TXE RSN G HE N (Lord et al. , 1984; 2017; Epitropaki & Martin, 2004 ) . 3 {%/KF#Y
WA ENE SRR D RIA A B R BB FE TR TTER, WA RS IR TR 8 1 S
W (Owens & Hekman, 2012) , X£3ib 0 TOaf SR8 AR L, Mt « LHl” S5tk
TR BOHVCIC, AAFE 51 0 H i g B AR ST AN BRI (Offermann et al. | 1994) o 305
IR 80 T TR B T 0 T B A 40 1] TR U S R R o R S TN | AR R R ) S S
AR MR A OB S TTHR (Owens & Hekman, 2012) , X258 T IR MHE I 6E 1A L SR
TR, G 5 B A S T SRR 7 L ik ) M ) A TE A T SRR AR B A P BB R RA
FIEXAVCES (Offermann et al. , 1994 ; Epitropaki & Martin, 2004) . #AK5 5 & K8 AT N
A R BT T 0 TN BRIEE AR 20, M R & X 0S4 e 1 BT ( Baumeister
et al. , 2001; Amabile et al. , 2004) , 554k AR (5 60 PR ELA T 2E 17 J2 ShaB sk 24 > 5 & AT, L
TEWFE R, SR HRRAT N — 7 ] AR TS | IR AR SC R U FHE  (communal ) , 75— J7 THI 23 F%
RAE ST . M T4 TAEBUSARE (agentic) , FEAH ST AIRTF 5 RIS FRAE A FRZUY (Ou et
al. , 2018) ZPEIEAR TAEBUASRAE AN ( Zapata & Hayes-Jones, 2019) Fr4iiy, S8 HAAEM
il B4 5 (MacKinnon et al. , 2000; Shrout & Bolger, 2002) , A —FHE U FEAGAEL MR,

ST AR [ B AR L AT A BTIR S O A5 DL B R O 32 N 1 LR L
X AT — 7 T RE A e 5 BE AT AR I 46 1K 55 (Wang et al. , 2018), 53 —Jr i, i@ BE/K-F- A3k
AT R A 51 To0 B S A 5040 S I 12 300 15 38 BRI A BT ek L SR TR KT E A AL E R B
WEEFIARIEIA (Lord et al. , 1984; Offermann et al. , 1994) , X 2Ll AN A AR A O3 TRy Jé
PIX SEF T A A4S B — DA A 8 N R R A 2R 40 S, B4 Sl LA BRI
S BAT A RIELE R RN ELE R K S R IE# A TAEE R (Owens & Hekman, 2012; Owens et
al. , 2016) , JFHEIHAARA L LG E FROIT A TEE L (JFIESE, 2015; F2ES,
2015) , &M T BASIHIA FOIFEESMEIT R (Lam et al. |, 2014)
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22 PR, BN R KO B AT O R 10 H S T 9 45 S R R A T R W R, )
JE PRSI T R RV R DN S5 10 S i B A0 1E s RNy . Bk, A SCER R .
Hl: MSREXNRATENETAHEFE U RN,

2.2 SiSse hnEtirEN

HRIE I B0 S BEIE A0 RS BE 75 R & B T B s AT M BGR T B3 T RE TS A S 5 B g2
HD BT R 45 JFUMWARIE (Brown & Lord, 2001) , 1 FHEHAE N8 — A1 MARHE CEEW & 01 T
XA R T SR R IE ) AR B, 4 e B 1) 55 W 55 S B T ok R 4 i TR R AT 40 45 R
JIRT AR P B SR AIR S AT | 45T g ) W] DA EE A B S 8 S B AR AE A AL EE (Hanges et al.
2000; Lord & Brown, 2001; Dinh et al. , 2014; Lord et al. , 2020) , #5200 5 T 0450 S 384T A 1k
BRI, LS GUTHRS BT E ST N U B DGR,

R 40T BE W) A D TN 0 S R R RRAE () N B EE (Lord et al. , 1984; Offermann et al. |
1994 ; Epitropaki & Martin, 2004) , WS HREASSXS 0 T F AT K77 A8 U B, X 22
R, Besm i) TAERE I AU TAES T i Tt B A R0 %0 JE B4R IE (Lord et al. , 1984; Ling
et al. , 2000), RS FAME| TR T TAETS . REBCE 2 TAERHR M EZRTHE (Liden et al. |
1993) . DUMEBFGE Wow, AN BE 77 3058 19 AR R B A R Gk A C LR A e i A e TR SR
(Anderson et al. , 2006) , Jf ARIESH SRR B/ D I HRELAT R, B TS INR T 4552 TYERE J1 3k
G5, BRI Bz AR R BEE RBOORAR ) SR R MOk AT, SR hE
PR HRIAT AT R IO RAAE R B RN, (Ou et al. , 2018) , HEIH T RHERAT B 132 1y
BE SIS R BRI T T8 M AR TAE B ) R AE B AR SN ( Zapata & Hayes-Jones, 2019) , IE40 Collins
(2001, 2005) Fre, A8 TR E i Sae I e Gk, 40568 1 BERS T plle B 40 S 1 AU AL
N, AR ILASFIRZ I, AR O3 T T R DL B E N 2 2D R, B R s SR ik 5 &
J&,

XFFHAR TAERE AT =, ST PR 5 T sh AT M i e B8 AE U B R,
RE I AN & TR BRI . 1 SRR B A BRI B (Lord et al. , 1984; Epitropaki &
Martin, 2004 ) , #EMiAHE B T A9 A SAI4TS (Rozin & Royzman, 2001; Amabile et al. , 2004) , 4
fihe Iy i R B BAR A AT B, AR E SIS A B TAERR A EAR R NAEEE E
NIEATTER AR, AT SR TR AW S DL (Owens et al. , 2013) , 3K i#E— 20k 5t T
XA T 5 A BRA R B ORPEBC A TA . SRR I A0 6 Jre B AR 4 AT O TIREA T S I, DU g
— AR R BE SIS JE KO T B R (Owens & Hekman, 2012) . /S ({15 KB Z i XTRE S (Morris et
al. , 2005) . XL HIME BRI — A A B2 T X400 A9 B DR (Wyer, 2004 ), AFF i 51
T A EGE RS H A & R sh TR TAE, $Eit, ATt iR,

H2: GSHAMASHESRIEHMETAZEANE URXRZEFTATIER, ATSENRR
A, SSREMNRIEIETATERZNE U REMN,
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2.3 AR HRLIER IS 1A

P BRSBTS —FPE BRI TR 5 2 74 1A (Lord, 1985; Lord & Alliger,
1985) , PABR IS A I5E 25 M T ifE— 2548 HE 15 35 DR 3R S B A 11 S0 A DO 2881 o IR AN [ 40
JERVRAE FOAL T K B4 (Hanges et al. |, 2000; Lord et al. , 2001) , M50 51 T X540 547 15 B Y
WH SR, — 5, RS RAT hE RN B, WS 75 BN T#H AR A
TSI AE B E$E (Epitropaki & Martin, 2005; Lord et al. , 2020) , 540 51 T X5 4% S 2 B0 5 45 2 15
BEARVCRCAIAT A MR, 50— Jr i, I Be &5 m 51 T 78 DUH B 52 0 A T A5 8IS 1Y) 9% U T
FES NI, Pierece Fll Aguinis (2013) F8H “ A K™ 00 HA B 8B A0S BT (context-
specific) , T B A IEB A TR, L, ANBFIT e PRAT 55 MM — E 5 R 3Ok B = 5 T
L R RA T A RS RRON, o AT 55 8 MRS TARAT 55 Ar A A B S PRARAE, 8 S B SRR
B REIRLLRBOR SRR AL (Bargh, 1994) o B AL IEAS RS AL 55 (ORI 04k, R84 BT A
) TAEAE 55 A0 A I EE (Perrow, 1970; Ohly et al. , 2006) . W& E M THMIERE, 1£5
R TR 500 1 T 78 2 KRR L2 H N B 5 B X 40 A% 38 15 B TIA N . I T 55 e

FEAT S5 F PR R A I B, W AL AN M ) TAE R RENS [ skt B T8 TAE R IRRIAT R,
WO 53 T AA I G H LU (Ohly et al. , 2006) , ATTHHAT 55 22 ATA 0 5% LR A G0 TR AL T A% 366 O 1
B, WG Bl ST P B A 2 2T R EAT R TR, DA B AR T R sh AT R, KB Owens Al
Hekman (2012) MW, SURHRA T ITAE IEZ R TR AR | A J0H LR ZEAE A W ek
AR SRR R T B — D R ML GRS A TG A T O3l /N B 7 22 kS iy i
TG BE R ZUAR S IS f e vT WL, A 550 B0 A v TR AR ) AR5 58 58 5 O R LA TR
RAEMNAE . AN, WS B B 245 T B KB 51 28 v Lo T B R LT 2 A1 e . SRR
BB M ZHF (Wang et al. , 2018), W4 B3 T3 40 0% HL AR IR | AV 25 56 22 B R AE A 1
EHIAM (Eagly & Carli, 2003; Koenig et al. , 2011; Rosette & Tost, 2010) , {2 flfilG {50, A
PORATFRE EsMAT R, B, YAT 55 F AR B e i, S TR LA B T 5 T A b B A
24T LA B VE M 24 2] 7R JOny , MTT S5 AT B3 T F2 sh kAT R (5] U B R

FEAT S5 H BRI BE b, — 7T, 68 TG ST RE AT (A A0 9 D 2 A 3 Y i A b i AN
SEVERNIZ M (Perrow, 19705 Ohly et al. , 2006) , m=ihFIGAIHHAE 1 0 TALZ NPT, e fdifl
TR [ 4 s 4 S 28 ) 20 BT 2R A 45 ( Brewer, 1988 Fazio & Olson, 2003; Ho, 2012; Sy,
2011), FRZEHE5 5 TGS PR T A% 33 P R A L AR BRAR A2 32 . O — g, IR M TAR I 58 T
A SR AR AN 2 P B RS, 445 3 — 20 B 55 5% T S0 e AT A R DA, TR TR R 4 A e Sy e =
BE IS N ERMERURIE (Epitropaki & Martin, 2004 ; Zapata & Hayes-Jones, 2019) FiaHy 3k o8 115 #%
S, JETIREAR A TIERESUS: | sk A B2 5 R RMAT haibl, BART S, 4S5 AKF 1 i
BLRRAT DU TR WA S B WA T EALFIR AN (Owens et al. , 20135 2016) , X —IH AR L 1
WIS TEARH BME I TAERS B P ok, MM S 80R T8z R ME.05 A d B U IeR, 30
PEAT N0 Bl LA Hy 0w 55 fk o T 48 5 KO B iR L TN AN B S Z 1 A 2 (Owens &
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Hekman, 2012) K= RiXHAES (Morris et al. , 2005) , 335 R 45 -5 SR 1A DT JC A 45 AE K 1)
55 FJEXT U O H O e A AT IO AEE S TARE S A O 5, e, R
FUPE ) TAENE B A2 THFE R TR 545 B T 98U, 25 Ab 52 T 1F A0 A AR B 458 s 7K 1 1 43
e VL B TR B A ANV O, AT AR 5 45 e K 9 450 T B AT A I SR 1) B el R . AR
I, AT R

H3:. ESEMMMNFSHESRIFHETAZEANE URXZETATIER, E5EMNERE
BERRE, ASRENRIENETHEFTRZHE U EEMm,

ARSI SR DL 1,

FFHES

S Y > BTN

255 H AL

B 1 Wi

3. ARIEIT

3.1 BRI

Shy S T b S A e 2 () A SR ML, S A s RS R AR 25 (common-method bias) , A<
WFRCRICH Y B, 2Rk I 0 7 R R 9 5 01 TR 5 B . R RE AR 48 R i X v G
AR MBA Sl Az, Al Kl R . BRI SEREZ AT, AR 22 EPER | =5k
B 300 Z JAWFXT 4, I A& 3% 300 43 7] 4 R AT 3 HL 7 W04, 8 W0 44 vh B AR PR A 14 H i A T
FexXT R A X, I A RS S RS R RS B R, SRR E S SR
MBA 5l A ALt — 7 e TAEh B 8h B2 T @ IRAR . AR T 254 > MBA ¥ BN S 5
AORBEE (WIS 84. 67%) , FEmMATHEAER 254 ASTF Ja MR AH 4 ik 5] 5 e BF 38375 Hi - 2, g o
TS M IR FRATR A B (R & 28, RIS 5100 B B R R, BE X
JR S — P BN S (NS ST SUREET) . AR E A AN O SIHER, i
PG ARSI AT, 2R T 244 iy NIE gl IR 96.06% ., #6575 B (3 JA LA
J5), BATEGEECRT 1Y 244 4 FAESURX TR R AT N IET I, 2B 211 Brinds, i
H 86.48%,
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FEARFGRMEG TSR B, B4 S 0 4R 35. 74 % (SD=5.25), AT BASI T 14 - 4T
Wk 40.36 ™ H (SD=37.59), H B 64.5%, X T EAKSELFERR 30.87 ¥ (SD=5.35), 7F
AT B~ -1 32,58 I~ (SD=37.87), Hr 85 54.5%,

3.2 M&ETH

ARMIFGT ) R Rk A PSSOk, W PR IE X S R A R R BT R A R, ARHIRST i B
Ll AR IEAT L BUE Hi SR AR v 1 B0 5 DR 6 3 S0 it R 4% H B ) B (Brislin, 1980) ,
R A LU T2 U FAZ T PRSI TP BT, e e Al b SCac B . 1014k Likert
FHITAY, I 1= “dERARFZE" B 5= “dEFFEZE",

(1) 4P (SBE—BE) . R Owens 2§ (2013) B9 9 & H B, WIRGISN A B A EHIA
AL XA IR BT HB0AE ] 3 ANYERE ) BT B A ARG TR R <Y
FR A T4 SR HIE W] P SR S B At/ A SR — 7 A IR R AR I N — 3K
PEFRERECH 0.93,

(2) SHSFHES (HH—BrBt) . R Liden 5 Maslyn (1998) (%3 & HE#E, i FEX B 40 Sk
IV . AR BIEET, « FRAURTR B0 S B RE 1™ 4, I RAEARDER T 1 N3 — B R
¥k 0. 86,

(3) AES %M (SB—WrBE) . R Withey 25 (1983) 93 AHEHR, HTEHEIE, ~U1E5
Ky R TARRERAL” 45, I RAEARD G N — B 5 B R 50k 0. 86,

(4) BRTEZMEATH EFrBE) . RH Belschak 5 Hartog (2010) A4 2cH R, HEZSS
R BEAT I, AROIETCN %R THRRIT TR T2, b/ EEsE E—Z8 xR R
ASBIFGRE r ) P — SO BE R ALK 0. 82,

(5) ¥EilAsE, FATFE T PRl TRl AEXT 51 T = shve AT s AR B B MARERAE , A5 B T
NEAFHEANTES | AR RARHIIBR . b, 4R (BRLZ. 4F) BARBUBIRR (Bfz. A) HLISEPRE
TS XHEN T RS AR B <1, &t <27,

4. iR &R

4.1 AR5 LRSS UENE R 15

AWFFE R ] Mplus6. 0 %/ ( Muthen & Muthen, 2008) *f 4 MRS R (MR | 41 SRk
B4 M. B TR TR ) ST ERIEER T, DIARRAR B XA a e, %1 BoR, WET
RN LA 0 AR DL O BELT, X2/ df=1. 84, CF1=0.95, TFI=0.94, RMSEA=0.06, SRMR=
0.04, RUAFN 4 N ZMERS R X, ATLGET F—2 05047,
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#1 TEXRFYEMNBIEEERFHNER
HAY B X/ df CFI TFI RMSEA SRMR
FEAEY PUHF. LH; LC; TR; PB 1. 84 0.95 0.94 0.06 0.04
AT | =K. LH+LC; TR; PB 3.35 0.85 0.83 0.11 0.07
T 2 WKF. LH+LC+TR; PB 5.36 0.73 0. 69 0.14 0.10
A 3 HEF. LH+LC+TR+PB 7.30 0. 60 0.55 0.17 0.14

HE: LH 2RO LC FoRURRET); TR ZR{E o5 %Mk, PB 2R R T ESME T, “+7 FRPIDINT
BIN—DHT,

4.2 R TESEH B

2 MR TARHITE Y AR R A R R (E | beifE2E . MR R BRI R A, o, 9l

WAL 5L T E S AT N Z I YA R E B 0.06 (p >0.05), BB RS 0 T E T2
AT RFRLIER R,

2 TEMRERITREXRE

At WE | i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
L M 1.45 0.50 —
2. A% 30. 87 5.35 -0.13 —

3. AU 32.58 37.87 | -0.09 | 0.33* —

4. T 3.82 0.75 -0.09 | -0.10 | -0.04 | (0.93)

5. GUSRES) 4.13 0.73 0.09 -0.13 0.01 | 0.52* | (0.86)

6. 1E55 L 3.43 0.88 | 0.19" 0.01 0.14" -0.10 | -0.07 | (0.86)

7. RLFESHIMEATH | 3.72 0.61 0.09 -0.09 | -0.12 0. 06 0.07 0.01 (0.82)

. N=211, =#x 3R p<0.01, = FEom p<0.05, BERK, 75N KRN alpha 15 REL,

4.3 Rtk

N TR I R, ARTICRAZE S A A AR [ AR S HLI A P AR
(path model) HEATEUE T, A 1 BEGANASE B IS A R 4 22 LR PR (R, A SCH G AT A 0%
SR AR B SR AR R T O B SRS R B U AAA RIS TR (Friedrich, 1982)
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SRR 55 S5 THE LA T A BT 5 Y AR S 4 38 B 3 T R S AT R B S AN, ASHIFSE R LR
ji%%:
Y=B,X + B, X*+ B,Z,+B,Z,+ B,XZ,+ B,XZ,+ B.X’Z,+ B, X’Z,+ ¢,

Horb X AU BAT A — R, X2 SR RAT R By I, Z RS RE T, XZ, R A
PEAAT 50T RE S IR, X°Z, T B AT O 1YY O IS AR RE T AR T Z, AT S5
B, XZ, ST o 54555 AR RS BRI, X2 Z, S R AT o T 5 05 A S5 R Y
Fe AR,

R 3AA T B RIESR R, AR RS, SR B T ENMHEIT AR AR E (8=
0.03, p>0.05), ULEASH SRS 5 51 TR ZhHATh Z M ARFAERT LM OC R, B 2 IR, Sk
B Ir S 5 TR ST D Z R BEN A KR (B=-0.07, p<0.05), USSR S 0T &
AT N Z AR B U B R, ik HI 153 30RE

F RIS RE TR S B TS AT N R R PR, AU TR SR R AR
AR RSl L, A E I, 3£ 3 M8 3 (g SR, 400 i B A0S 1005 400 158 1 1 e
FRIG B T sh A A EIH 2R E (8=0.07, p<0.05), UiHAS S35 0 T Eshitkfr hagE v
R Z RIS, B% Aiken Fl West (1991) BYEIL, ABFFEHE—LLH 1740 FHE 1w
PRI, Nk 4 KB 2 PR, YIS RE I BEARET, GRS R T s AT o ) R ) U
BRFR, HA AT M8 e 5 5 T R 3h AT R A R SR AR A R EIE(E (B=0. 12, p>0.05),
H KO SR TR 5 0 T RS AT R BT EARPR A B (B=-0.15, p>0.05), mK OIS
PR 5 T Sh AT 0 AR ROy BE AU (B=-0.41, p <0.01), HUIRREIE RN, ik
L5 AT ESEAT MRS RER B A BB IR, Bk, ik H2 1530 30RE

%3 BRI R BN R
BT R A
H7AEHE

R 1 [Ri) A 3 BT 4 A S
HE 3,72 3.79" 3.76™" 3.79™ 3.76™"

4531 0.05 0.05 0. 04 0. 06 0. 04

R -0.03 -0.02 -0.03 -0.02 -0.02
FEHASIBR -0.06 -0. 06 -0. 06 -0.06 -0.06
R 0.03 0. 00 -0.05 0.02 -0.03
T I T -0.07" -0.06 -0.05 -0.04
WFHE S -0. 04 -0. 04

155 ¥ -0. 08 -0.07
TP BT BE T 0.09 0.10°
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HRAE. IR HRESRTEIBTHNE UBER
ey
) BT EHMTHR
H AR
AL FiR 2 i 3 R 4 R 5
A PB4 B 0.07" 0.08*
SRR AT 55 WL 0.05 0.07
ST S T AT 45 H b 0.07" 0.07"
R’ 0.03 0.05 0.08" 0.07* 0.10"
M N=211, =% FIR p<0.001, == FIR p<0.01, = FIN p<0.05,
4 TSN RESEN AT
R ESEFTH
A SRR S 155 5 Pk
High Low High Low
K CEXME-1 MhRriE) 0.02 0.12 0.03 0.22°
AT (CEIME) 0.04 -0.15 0. 08 -0. 03
EACE CEHIME+1 A FRiEE) 0. 06 -0.41™ 0.12 -0.27"
. #% IR p<0.01, * IR p<0.05,
5
45
R4
&
3
R 3.5
H
H
3
— K SISRES
254 e 5 SRAE S
2
ik FFHR [ LA

& 2

3B 4 AR R

G RETI AT 5 51 T S EAT B U B SC R A1 300,

TR B4 °F 5 5 A 55 MU O SR UGS B3 T 2 S AT A 4 [ R

B (B=0.07, p<0.05), VLRSS S 0T EhMEAT HAYE U IR Z2 B 558 ML R 75
i 4 B 3 R, CHAESS WPEBURT, GV BT RS T O Z A R U B SRR
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FErPEOK P A AT RS B3 T 2 S AT O A A SR RO B Y IE M (B=0.22, p<0.05), HEEK-F
U5 B T RS AT AR R SRR A R F M E (B=-0.03, p>0.05), #7KF41 T3 5 51
T EFMEAT NFRARIR N BE R TUE (8= -0.27, p<0.01), (L5 %IRRT, SIS S R
TSI T N O fa] BRER B AN E IR, I, s H3 1533528

— & GRS
L T 5 GURAE S
2
1§ S RS

B3 AR 55 R AR A 5% T RS AT B U B 5 2R A 1 240

3RS SR B R, Y AU BE 1 A BAT 55 F S, AN T AR R S A SRR
S I A FRITO B T S AT A A R REUKSR B (8=0.08, p<0.05; B=0.07, p<0.05), ¥
WIRE o A 25 SR B B Aafd e, R H2 SRk H3 F— D18 81504,

4.4 #hsiorbr

R TR BUTRE T S AT 55 H R AT REAEAE S LR AN, ARSI R T = A T A
Ko, ELARTI R, 7626 3 B8 5 (IRt b, B = A HAR R (STSEE ST 55 W M p e B 4
SHES | TS ST R A RIS RE ST . AT WM S U L A AT HE
(N CEDs

Bl R R, ISR (SURE ) SRS H M) A SRR 51 T F2 sh AT 1 TR
HRFA L (B=-004, p=0.484), PNJAT5AER (SUREE SAE5 ML) 580 A iR R
O 0 T ESEAT A RIE R RE (B=-0.07, p=0.231), PPN EE (SFREN S5 W
Hrk) 5SRO WA AR 5 T R S T o R EIH R A R (B=0.02, p=0.603), —
FA TN A G, HEET, SRR ) 5 U AT 5 T BRI A T ST S A A R B AR
BE (B=0.07, p<0.05), i H2 14803 — L3R, AF55 5 M 5 9005 0 3fe BRI B
T EFPELT IR BRI B3 (8=0.09, p<0.05), &% H3 53— S8,

82



EWA, %
WAHE: AeRESRTEHMATHNE UH KR

5. RS 5iE

5.1 w5t

AT FE3E i AR LATE SCHROC T 480 e AL S W 000 B AN — 8L 18, IR N AT Be, M ais:
W5 0 TS EAT AR U B S R RO B HOE AT 52, i M Ba ek 211 iy b SR Be X
A, ARBEEB: (1) GRS 5 TRV Z A U RER, Bm s 1 915 i
BRI TR R TR FESEAT R, (2) XME U CRZBNGFRE T, S0 RE T BRnT
GUFUIRRT R T ESEAT HAFAE R E B U BN, (3) XAME U LSRR 2B S5 FRLE R
55 WAL RERE BRI, ST X 52 T ST W AE e BRI E] U B

5.2 HgEX

5, ABIEFE AP B SIS 14 A B S LA SCHR S50 TR S i AON; R — B e AR AL TR Y
e . DAFE SCHR R SRR L4003 (1 s e A5 3 T RO 8O0 5 T AR AL R A7 I 2538, & T A5 28
R R TSR L 3 T AR A, Xk S AR AT AT O T B B TR AT e LA T AR B IA T
RS INT., B0 A T XSS AT 15 B AYUA A ( Bharanitharan et al. |, 2019; Qin et al. , 2020; &
TLARSE, 2017; XL EFMEZ, 2020) , A5 NERE TIAALOHE =N RS ES 1 Ak, RET R
X AR AE A A RIS AR sl P 2, ST S R AT O 05 S 51 T PR B AR 9% DG P B X 51 T
FEEAT AR, X ST R B IR SOk R — B e AR TR R R A, 2P
P JR T 2E AR T A R S 5 B T F B AT O 2 RO R AR

Fok, AR TSN 5 TR ST Z B8 U B SR MR — P B T <l giAs
K7 B BRI EWTSY (Grant & Schwartz, 2011; Pierece & Aguinis, 2013) . Grant I Schwartz (2011)
LA Pierece Fl Aguinis (2013) F&HH, ATAMXF LU F A FUAR AR & (1 B RN #0 A I AL, M T I
Bk, BURMERIG SR, R ENGEm, W2 E U B MEELM R, MiE “dmAa
K G BNOR R 2 1 56, DU C T R AT B 2 £ 25 3 10 S 2 P s AN Wi Az 2 &6 i,
Vergauwe 55 (2017) F “3b 0K R0 f B ik 1 8 A% 560 S Ak Be Z M A I 6 &5 Lam 5%
(2014) BFFERM, FURAE 25 % 51 T 3 2h AT A B U R R i g m, N 2% 3 0 R 4 0 55
(2018) RIALF MU X QI HA B U IR, SR 2R (2016) 48 H 4005 v A0 2 T
GRAFAEAR LR, AP AR — DR T AN B SO0 14 SRk s

TR, AT EE G A TRE S ST 55 WA A AR R, SRS TR SR T E
VAT ZME U B R M BE T A, DI SCHRTE SR P9 B S B B 5 08 1 S0 AT MR IE 5 T
YERFIERYSEMA . 40 Lam 55 (2015) 2, 0TSRRI T REGERE S ZHEE, RIFMGHRA B NS
ERIGFAT G A R T B S E X, Epitropaki 5 Martin (2005) #FFAI, & TAE
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FRIEET, MARMAIN RATS BRI 1T . ARFTFE R A, SR8 T) SAT 55 5 AL 35 79 10T 7
AERBAE A 51 T X0 G0 S AR A 0 A S sz, (AR 400 i i 5 01 T 3 AT S Z [l B 81 U 2800 7 A1
GRS AT S5 5 RGBS T NN 8, X —AF s 45 it — 2 et T B SCROC T O i B 2 Y
B 45 30 1 4 FEAR P AR DG 58

W, AMFFEAH T FEE AT SRR AL TR A AR A . DATE B 9 06 T 403X — 25 i
(distal) PFIRFETEREE M 51 THY ESIMEAT HAATEA — B L5 (Frese, Teng, & Wijnen, 1999;
Crant, 2000; Parker et al. , 2006) . AS[F]F DAAE SCHRAE 3 0 A8 #5 H 1t (Hartog & Belschak, 2012) |
PRSI (Griffin, Parker, & Mason, 2010) SFd&iEXA7 k88 A AT, A4t 7 —Fb
“HIXTLHR” (quieter) HY4SIIBRAE (Owens & Heckman, 2012), BVA% S B Hi e 90k O LAV | %
PN RIAT ARSI L T B ATy, AR5 3 T S0 THE S AT A 11 o B8 4 JRe T LA Sk X 1
T B PEAT A R AR AR

5.3 HHEUR

F—, HLNEHE RO U N ZEHON A B, DUE e T 0 T ik, R
BRI B ER B Z 2 B WS, R BIANIFEE R P67 1 8T IR X 03 T F 3h A7 M ry AR
PR, ALV A T RS B BT SIS BTV E, BEME | R A EXIE . AR
6] & R REA Ty, BB B TR 45 5L T R SR AT A R i ST SR, ROk 2 RN HLAE ]
DA AR S R ey~ S Ml S HR TR AT N (0 R SR R 85, DA S Ml A 3R AT Sy ) AR S i
FRARIF ARS8

5, HEUREGETER T H W LALRE ), ASCDFFE A R s, O H A Rk i & 4%
it 2 B SCRE, IS BE ) A B % LA RO AR BT 48 . IO 5 24l 21 47 15 )11 45 2
JERILER G WK I, R THBATR L BE Ty, SIS BUZ S G A B A8 A7 510 1 b Je B
FERTRAAT o AN, Al e X8 BRI TR | BE B A, QDR AT O Lk fiE
W ATENAE AR, DURORTR B b R R0 ST AT SR B i

=, HLNEEG RS TAEEE LR, A SCIAESS R BoR, XF T — 205 ML AR B2 4L
R AT, U IR EBLCRA T, e B AR < R A A, R FEALOET i
FErPORN WS BRI S et T 25 55 LR AR BE AR, S I R HUHE >4 R I A B2 AT 55 SCfr
Tl SRACTARAR S AT FENPESE, LA 29 03 T RIA IR I 5 B A8, Ao Sl s 5
TR A PRELA T Ry 5% T 2 B AT R SR 1) S TSR

5.4 WFSEIRIR B AR he B

AWFFEBATAE—LEJR IR, T ZARI T — B IRA . Bo, AMPFEAREARIET MBA K
WAERICEIE T, e R LR T O A5 i SNl 208, ARRMFFE AT LIRS [5] R I Y
FEAKI SR T AE RSN R . B IS BIA DT FE 5B IR A P[] G BCX REAS RSk 5Tk
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A DI RS B B ST, DA IR 248 s A e 5 R T sh A7 Z TR A AR (LR

HR, SRR 5L T ST N BB U TS AR A —SEmT Ry A A8 o, AR PN e i e 3
W, KR LIt — 25 RIHr R JERIDC R (TRAEIEAE, 2017 FLEAE, 2019) | FURGE Bl 5 1H &
BRE (KRS, 2022)  GUFAEE . SR BUAFEAE S T AR F#1E ( Zapata & Hayes-Jones, 2019)
AR A B

PR, AWFFAGHINT T ST B8 SRR 5 TARAE 55 Fe ik BT R M R, (R0 e 5 A Ak i
RAER e Z B AP R R, e G B, 2O sinta & &, Ho, e 2008 3 &R
I B AE R R R T AU IE AL T, S S B 1 1) 52 i 0w A1 AT 2532 B il 29 (Owens & Hekman, 2012),
X LB HR T AR 5T HE— 2 I LA 58

5, ARPTAERDS TSR T F ST Xk — S5 R i AR L, JR Sl ik — 20
PRUP R PR A 53 TAT A sgm, W TEFT 8 BIAAT R, BT R4, SE ik I HT 405
e PRI 2 e 50 B L T 22 B ST UE B

O SE& 3k
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Too Much of a Good Thing: The Inverted-U Relationship
between Leader Humility and Employee Proactivity
Shi Lihua' Yue Lei?

(1 School of Management, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou, 510006;
2 School of Credit Management, Guangdong University of Finance, Guangzhou, 510521)

Abstract: Based on implicit leadership theory, this study constructs an inverted-U relationship model
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between leader humility and employee proactivity. Through a two-stage survey of 211 leader-employee
matched samples, the results show that there is an inverted-U relationship between leader humility and
employee proactivity. That is, a certain degree of leader humility will promote employees’ proactivity, while
when leader humility exceeds a certain level, employees’ proactivity will gradually decline. Leader
competence and task routinization moderates the inverted U relationship between leader humility and employee
proactivity. The weaker the level of leader competence, the stronger the inverted-U impact of leader humility
on employee proactivity. The lower the degree of task routinization, the stronger the inverted-U impact of
leader humility on employee proactivity. The conclusions provide a theoretical basis for how to promote
employee proactive behavior by promoting leader humility.

Key words: Leader humility; Proactivity; Leader competence; Task routinization; Inverted U
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