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BATRAMRFOFARRT BREW,, REFRERETRIHRZRE, P, £k
KARFREAL LR T RAERDLREBGAL, HARRRELRFMR, RRIAF
BEAEMESTHRTF, —FINGFIERARLRRELEFTERRXASHRESES
ATABFALREN YR, AL RGBSR S %2 KX a2 bA LAk
AR AR, A THEESRFHATIKET, G4, AXLTRERIXMFoR
R ZABXGEMAEFE, LR, AZ XA £, ERRZKIAAFE L6004 X 5
TR, OHNHREEESTANAEXR, AL TROFPANEAFT TS, BK,
AL BRI MR R K KA T T LA, Fhet i 08, B3R,
B M . M ERABARG B R, Fith X iy R XA FE = TEX
AR, AN —F 2R AMARIARGMETTRE, RG, EIAH R L
b, AIRBRRFREDR, Dt—F R E L, FREZARTKRXAFERY
HAES TR

KR MABH,; RRIAAF; 5y HT; B3, ERBGE

AR, B BIA R AR B T IR G S N R TR A2 SRR RS e, T 5
P, SRR SRS, B S N A EE R SUbZ T —BE 3
ERA TR, ST NiH S AR XREAH2ZRM (. Chemers, 1993;
Hofstede, 1980), —Jii#k} GLOBE ( Global Leadership and Organizational Behavior Ff-
fectiveness) (1R AL FEAH 5T TR vRpb k2285 SCARBFRE B, 3697 T — R 911

O MEE, PEEEEAREOHEER; BAM (E-mail; chengbor@ ntu. edu. tw) H1[E 514 K240 B2
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P HLIXBFSE (House et al. ,2002) , BFFE4E R %
W, SPAT N HREEAAL 23 52 3 [ 52 18 1 3C
b Z SRR (4. Javidan et al. ,2006) , A
F189 SC A AR 1] -t 2 % 3 R W (A0 House
et al. ,2004), WL, FEHIT—RIFENERE
(emic approach) MIBFFE)E, F5EH & R IMAEN
YU 40T A AE — Tl A 6 B 1) S0 XU
AR Z AR KT (paternalistic leadership) .
BOAE—FP I BAAL BV, 1A T R T 9 K
R, (B A R, AT e LA B i 9 v B
MAEESF RIS 73X (Farh & Cheng, 2000) ,
HALS = A EZ NS . BAL (authoritarianism ) |
{=Z& (benevolence) M 7847 (‘moral character)
T, WIEIR R B, LRy 203 R A AR T
NN N EU T (FBIAIRAE, 2006)
Bt A W9 Ja R, KK A s
TEWFIE I K A = T B 1) B [ ki o =
WICH R . BT RS (2000) , Cheng
45 (2004 ), LA K Pellegrini Ml Scandura
(2008) , 3B BE5E T H e SCAH G I8 SCIY A Jre Ak
it (MR 1), B, 7EdLMFREMZ
(A, 1995; Redding, 1990; Silin, 1976),
B AL FIERIA IR (2000) i SCARA T, T4
o e A T 1 M & R R R
[FAE, AR S (2000) 7E LiRHEEZAM T,
DAFRARE 5 50 Uk R R 4 B AT R KR A5 =
TUREA ML S Al 5, 208 T R KA ST
LRl JFIFIR T RS RSV AROCHSE .
FARBAL T B B B, 1 A 30 40 98 SCR R AR o 45
b AR 2004 FELIRTRAHDC TR SGE S, HEA 17
FATReSC (IS 2.1%) . SR, e

SCUIRRE G Ay, T35 7 5 RAA 3T 2000
_2_

A, T SCRIRE SRR L Bk &,
i A S T WU V5 7 53 Sk R s 7
JER A Bl 7R Z AT, BLACHER] “pa-
ternalistic leadership” 48 F-f, Z52L 1L 128 g
3C, BYE N A FRAUR B A R, SO
PLMAE 18 7R J7 5T U 450 XU, B 31 Farh AN
Cheng (2000) A£G, ATFE T RGBS
POEl, BUE 2004 R T 34 RS SIS
(HRERIB I 4.2%) .

%4, Cheng %T 2004 47 (R 55 WA 57 T
FRAG M=o, IFF M E A
L W AIF 5T 1 & 2 K L 2005 ~ 2008 4,
HSGE e B, SETA ST R SO I A R
(5 6.2%) ., WESCHITIR RN LR, LA
94 FEA WIS (W 11.5%) . Z )5, Pellegrini
A1 Scandura T+ 2008 4F & 2 14 SCHR [F BN 11 52 K
AL E PR E R T8 88k M, Bl E bR
FHEEREOCTE, 2009 ~2012 4F, g Scq R
etk BA, b 8s R U IR R (b
10.4%) . SRTT, TeSCWIRITR A RIS T ik 174
RARSRHEIE (7 21.3%), 2012 4F 2 )5, K
G FIB ORI TE S0 2 5 SO P AR HF 2 A
flk &, it 114 Fh e AR R (&4
14.0%) , HSCAFINA 248 FAHEAFIE (4
30.4%) , SRE B ILA A5 B B
Bz —,

BT SHIERFIE AN, I AR R il 22 A U LA
SCR R BRI P S0, x4 4 T 2
w5 N HEAT I (W Hernandez et al.
2011; Pellegrini & Scandura, 2008; Z5%4%) )
Ml T AL 2 (4. Chen & Farh, 2010;
Farh et al. ,2006; Farh et al. ,2008; Wu & Xu,



2012) , XFHH, Wu il Xu (2012) AYIFER N
iy, TN I KK LG et L HEE A A
LT AT TR BGE S & . Hob, Pelle-
grini Al Scandura (2008) AL 5| iz 22 S,
ZRCETIE TR KA T M SR, Jf
e H AT RE R BT S A R AR, 42 W Rk OF
FEITm SR, EEOA A AR, IR SCE AU
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GBS DR SGE I, Toik TR AR 3L
Bk, X TR RRE B A BLH
AR IS RMATE . A, SR YRR
WFFETT )0 17 2, b 3 R 5 3 4 1 ) B3
AR, AETIE, ASCGRE AT %
g6, DLW B 8RR A 5 NS BE Y
LR B B AR AT W)

®1 RKAGSHEXHRIEERE"

2000 4E S IR | 2001 ~2004 4E 2005 ~ 2008 4 2009 ~ 2012 4E* 2013~2016 4 At
PSCHIT (4 6 (0.7%) 11 (1.4%) 51 (6.2%) 85 (10.4%) 114 (14.0%) 267 (32.7%)
BT 6 8 39 33 43 129 (15.8%)
TR (A S ) 0 3 12 52 71 138 (16.9%)
BT (4! 0 (0.0%) 34 (4.2%) 94 (11.5%) 174 (21.3%) 248 (30.4%) 550 (67.3%)
SSCI 1 7e 0 4 9 41 58 112 (13.7%)
Hit 6 (0.7%) 45 (5.5%) 145 (17.8%) 259 (31.7%) 362 (44.3%) 817 (100.0%)

T a Moo etz antt,
b BRI i b SCB R B s a5 28]

¢ N20174E1 A 18 H (RAFI) PASCHEA “ZKAG1T" T CEPS SofAh SCrs 11 FIA e 18 S45 58
d DIOCHER “FRKAGT” T CITD i {4 SO 731 RIS e 948 - 45

e VPIFCHER “paternalistic leadership” F Google Scholar %4 ¥ RS, HPL paternalistic leadership” 1} #5731

MR AR

Hyt

£ PISCHEETR “paternalistic leadership” F Web of Knowledge (SSCI) #2148 F-45 54,

g REEESC: BERSMUGANT (2000) B 186 U< AR, TS, BRI (2000) : BESIH 197 K. B

SIFHRECH 2017 4F 6 A 30 H F Google Scholar 50ds 48 F-45 58 (IR,

h 8 3C, Farh and Cheng (2000) : #3514 760 ¥k,

i KCHEEIC. Cheng, Chou, Wu, Huang Al Farh (2004): #{5|H 618 X,

jo RIS, Pellegrini and Scandura (2008) : W5 421 %,
k CHEEASC. MREE L OBMA . JEEIY (2014), ZSCIEEELHE 2012 4F R & 22 A AH 5 SCHE

ARTCHE T A AR [l PR ] 22 1 S
AIBFSE R . B, AR SOt 5 X 5 B e
g <k fEEEUER Y, AR THK
NI i SR W e v TR P 8 S oa T VA

ARSI RE BT SR SN A SR TS R, A
FERT R 25 B S5 AT Y B ROCR LRI RERY
SN, K, A SRR R R
U PG < BAE”, AL B BT DU
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WPERIBUS , sz sh s, B3 tr. otz
RUA R G R, HET 8 3 2e 8085 K 2
U HE =ou R R, Uit — R =0
R ST WEFE B A ST S R . fde, AR
FIHe R RN BIg Ry “ARok”, R IASKR AT
FRE, Lt — LA e, JFEBEAK
KT T HIS AR SR Z A,

—. KRANSHIEIRHIL

(—) PR ¥

LT VE T A4 A 5T, SRS B F
12 (idiographic approach ), FI| FHF}% () #f
AT NG F A IR AL B M, (R ARk
W BT FRRBEFE R, ST 2P Ber K
XGFMRM T, FEAAHE =T XA N ZK %
Al F A AFEAT HOULEE S V5 ) B BLPEAIE S (K
A3, 1995a; Redding, 1990; Silin, 1976),
DL R — IR I BIEFE (Westwood, 1997), iX
st N\ F ST R FF s g, A W AR AT
o I AR Y 4T AU, o KB
BT VAR W ng VR U AR s | R Sy A
BRI G LA SR 551 30 Je Je B O PR IR, gk
GRAT AT G, HIRE TG Uk T
BYACAL £ L (paternalism) 5 N3G 3 LAY AL
R, TEACAFE ISR, Ao B i ™
BB B DA K A L5 &R, A
10 IR Y, R RS 0l 5 AR ST 2%
JEIRFLAXS Ff 53] (Redding, 1990)

PP NEIT SN N N 1 A s LIPS Y (S B2
(1991, 1995a, 1996, 2005) VUNZEWFFESHEA
VAR, SR E 6 I X SR AL A
4

SEMAGUSIFER, & B E AT X R
Al A AT AT R 3l A7 R 2R 4o
ST B SR, BT AR R, TR
[ R IR E S i R R R Z —, #BA
BRI (1981) MIBFRZE R R, SiRHH
BIEH, A ETCRL S B4 S 2 B
—EMIREN S, T LR EH Bt BRI IT 4G
e, BESR ST RUSAANE (2000) M SCAE AT £A
B, BTSSR, DAKILBE S U R K
AGFHY SRR, AAT TR R R ST SCH
“UE—FGARI ST, BB ™I A 20 5 A
Ja . SUSE M A 2R S TE A T A 5L
DAL = AN E ), BRI, (2K AT
S Hor, BT R 4T SR I AR 4
XTI PRAR 0, X 350 Ja8 ) 2= A5 7™ % 4 ol
BORTRIRZTCOR RN 5 7 28400 ) 248 403
N NI IR G N AT TR VNGBS
P AT 00T D0 T3 S 8053 0 R I e 1)
A NEESE | ABFRLL A AS R

o R EATE T, BB R —
SR, 24k, TR SO < IR U
BoHRFR AT 527 X ST MR TG
wie, 2P ATEE e AR E AR T,
GUFER AR EA 5 22 TR, 2
— TN 5 A B 14 ¥ i 2 4 3 22 A RL 1 403 XL
B (FETRGKFEEL, 2014) 5 00 “SCHEMBAY
B R EBRAE, IANRICE BT E SR
ARSI Hh; IFH, e R E R
U B H SN S A TR DG
SCER SRS RS, AREEESE (2014) KRR
GURHE SUEIT R “TERRFLWAET, &
P 20 5 A R, K BE AR AR A



i, FOEERR T O, DMER BT
2 [ BT SRR

(=) Weedthy

R ARE (2003) Fr ESKEY, SHETHEE
RINZIE, MERGHFEIFINER, Eaid
IE2% (legitimation) HYE IR 1E XM % 5K
JedR, WESCE BR T A A AR A R A
R E S, BlRRG T ) B L AL
LR AT AT BIBIEGE T 1, HEAT R AR SR
WF5E, DATIEBH 4 & BT 6 22 1 B 2 A B S i LAY
WfrrE, Pk, AR A RAFEE . RUEMEK
KA FERE, BEBIFR K0S = ot
FHAHSCH ek, Bk, AAHAF (2000)
—J7 THE S B 5 AR AR (2000) XK
SUFIIME S AT, BRI R R 0 AL, 1R
17 B A= 28U AR &y 53— T DU TE AR AFT 35
(1996) MZF KXW FERoC (il B 57 )8) A2
KA, G iR 0 RN F = ok 3R,
BRI 5 A aE R, 7R E T X A
NASE @ AL A TN R R B @S
(FRIAI4E . 2002b; Cheng et al. ,2004) , 7EH
A i £l A A R R B8R T AN R T R
(FBIAIESE, 2003), #EMiHFE T ELEE KA
SRR R KR

(=) BB

AR A 204005 A8 A B = T =g 1 LA
K, RE2EE AR AR . BEIRUE |
PFRRLRE | ROhR SRR A | TN A . Ky
OB R DL SRR R, AR IEAT TR D i ISR
g, WRBTHYEMOHR R, BE2F
TIEHHr (meta—analysis) HIFRIT (PREEAE,
2014) . ASUKRA N5 ERIRSE )RR, 434 5
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FAR ST AR ST 58 BT ¥ S 4 7 5 J2 ALk
2%, ISR Z KA QTR 50, A5
FUSCREEBANPE 1 frs, A ds 3k m S 517
N ELHASCR KO SR AR R TR BCR

AP 1 AT R B, AR ST F 8 R
RBRIE: OMCOFFCR F0, FRE R
PR 45 T 2 2015 48 ST 90 T O 00 110 T 18
i, WA R 2 s AR U T X E AR
BESTT N HA BE R BIECR, @45 H Al
SRS RS LL AL, . 25 8T, s
G AT ANNRGTT . RYEGT | K
RO, WR T, FR AT HA B
BRCR, BRI, KR AT Al fE
Je S ] H A S AT XS . QBR TR IR A
WSHEFE S, Ok AR 8 T 1
VZIEEL FIREA BB, . asshEl,
FRAL BEBE, B WA, MERREK
RS TG . @R T A% 5% 57 FRR
A3 (2000) FriedpyEShUL, WFEddiss
TMANTR] A BE AR G S4B AR BE A PP A ML
o, HEiE B AL, FRE AR AL, OB
JEORAB Sl JZ A T ZREAZ O, H A 4
WAEARF IR 2 BB, AL T K0T
THEAZURTATBA | Al 45 R A8 A B AR,
SR AT R P A L], @ AR T HAL BT
FERAL, AR FA ST ORI A 1928 18 1 5
PIARR D, AR5 T1, Did %
FFER D TR A R AR A3, BRI
SRR I E R K, A SCER R T A
H RGBT SAl, A A A A BOBHE A AT 58
FRFEERT ST, U TRt PR R K
U B I FE B 5 AR BIE EL



RERME 2 OMEHE. A—%hBF
AR
4 | é,j:,: /I‘NE:
I s AT R
bt Asgoez | | PIBGE — AR
_,\ﬂ;ﬁ} SRR ——HIBA TR AT B X —— [ BABITE S
" %534% — M BAEER J) PR AA T e 2
AR — MM gl
AAAL g o
SIZ A A * ZH2N [ V&S 2
PR el 1 TR R S A K%
([-Z&. @ik, f547) — ISR Ak Yo
(HRIZY)
(MR
A= LRS-
AWREAOS e ST
(226, WAL, f817) I%{%E E%‘Eg‘ﬁ ’?}72’?4:@‘
AR B T AR
SH T, R e R R
ghame hARgs [weace, R BRI
ke PR - B IR —— A
ik AT LI — TR, TAREEA.
AR A SN N —— IR R TAEMO . TARBE B
CALBUREHE: Al HEBL || kS fRgitk ——AUN . LR | | TR
iy, E sl L BE ] g s RGN, DA | | - BT
be, HEAE MK ARIRPERS - RO R THESG . g
© ALHERE: AW (iR AN A LB bR SRR, BB
L OPERRE . FAS # | A — g — A RAT R, HETR
H)  RHE () PEEYE R — 955 —— AT N
PIT M Capsr) A A TE T2EATH . NEHATH
W CEAS ) ARBR (R (| 3 o A o e - S SR
AR P Bwt) || . s AR L] | AETRAIRET
I 7

1 RRXDEARKREERSE

=, KRAASHERHR

(—) WUSeARE: YRS

WA PE 51 £ L B8 (gender role theory )
(Eagly, 1987) MM e, HE5IA G0 IH K T MW
KA (Eagly et al. ,2000) ;% HEE BH R A4 4
PRACHR AR (agentic trait) DA N %50 E M B 22 10
PrIE] 5 B #F B ( communal trait ), Eagly Al
Johnson (1990) [8] i 1~ 22 Hij 1) 45 BF 52 SCHk
Ja, BT SF AT O X 4 Sk A AR B A A
(agentic role) 5 PHFEHE B4 (communal role)
PIRIAT 2B, G ai R A, BS
TV FE SR BAT G B B 6 T
6 —

T (Eagly & Johnson, 1990; FEagly & Johan-
nesen—Schmidt, 2001; Eagly et al. ,2003), H.
TRIE X TAT AT G B SR A R ST 4
FEFEBEN (Eagly etal. ,1992), 32 k|
B T T 1Y = 04T A T —— A, 1
2R (EATNS AR R T R A e
FAERI ST B R e, RIS A ST B A Y
GRS (Lin et al. ,2009), HA, B FEAL
SR A I B A S B R AT N, R
TEBAH A O, (SRS E XS AR
HERGOCYD . BRI, FEASARIREAT R, R T A
T Bh AT s AT AT S R 40 A
NANREFEESE | ABFR UL RAFA I, & T
77 B2 4 € 19 G0 AT A (FR EAY SR, 2006



Ambrose & Schminke, 1999), WiZA<sH NI
BRI A BT AR, &3 Lotk 3245 BEAT 1 7 Oy
ISR Z NN, LSS & 200 e B
FARE T WS (Eagly & Carli, 2007),
ST E A X B ST A5 B L 4
HO(EMAE, 19965 SRAEGAS A, 2003)
SR, BT AL S S B 5 B OB &0
GUFEMENTEE, LIS R, i
e S — A, 52 3SR R BLAE N4 & T
“ROZT BT AR, B K AR
(PREZEEFIRAAI, 2007) o
MREEERRAAIR (2007) LAHE A X
60 ZANMLIY 204 RS 67 fhitethh | K25
ARG, BB FE S8R
W=t RK KM P A R EES . KR, 7
IR MR BRSO G, R I A TR Y B
R AZ R RAEST ST e o 4 5 E
PERIECR AT 22 5%, B 2, AHE T Al M Sl e
XTI B SR, Lotk R T xR R
U 2 A AT Oy, T 5 M A T ot
TR S R U D B A AT s R, R
ZRATF IRy, MR T I A k[ )
NHIFOCH, Lotk FERA S S 2 50
WA P A A R X R R, R
PSS AN 23 TR Ay 08 i A4 o1 i e A [ R
MFEATAR ATy, 5 R SRR AT U AT R P i
e, BRI L FE MR RS T
ML S RAERAT R, DAEREERE, ]
R I A4 5 S 0 = ik ) A L b i
TR F A, IR BRI AE G R ST B R [ B
A2 Rl AN TR] A €0 390 15 T R AN [ Y 450
178, SR, ATk, PSS (Vecchio &

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
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Bullis, 2001; Harrison et al. , 1998) A & 4141
B TR 23 R S B Ely SR AL 23 55 B ) 4
MRS 22T A8 (an]) AR rE,
ST R A TR S M S T 7 AR AR AT Ry I 22
S BEAT 5 E J 0 i (R R YOk, Al A
MUAT 5. R ANHAL P ETE), 2T
e T M6, SSHER G S HIE
RIG, ASRIMNMAOHRET R,

FRIEE I M 66— HE  (gender role con-
gruity theory) (Eagly & Karau, 2002), ZPERE
A HIYE B 60 5 15 g R4S A 2 TR A7 A
BB ZIMEN G, 45 AR X 2 14
SHEAEA T LR WER, AR SR A
DB VS S FE ARG Z O, oY
I 5 A B A R — B AT S
SRS (Powell et al. ,2008) , X vl Bl 7E
CATRE S AR YN A Sl = W W o 5 |
TR E I, AT R IR A 2 0 L W 5
AT, LU BB i AU
ANEERER, AL TR s a0 25T X ) € 5 4
F 2 T 1 R B S (PRESEEFIHARAA, 2007
Ragins, 1991), Wang %5 (2013) @i HHEEA
VE Hl DX I PR AN REA—53 M R 0B R AR IR
S5l ESFWHERAL, BTG 2E 0T
X8 o A 1) 52 T 2 75 2% 52 ) 2 A v 1A T
VERT. WFFRAE R, R 1Y 1 o] S8R AE
Y FE S LRI R, AT ENEE, &
P 78 e I AL T B S SR 23 AR A3
B MRIMAT o R 22 i TAER I, SR,
FARM BT, 2T B IE I RORAE oM &
HHERAMR, AT EEEY, ZFE

JRE A 28 A0 IV T AN 2 DA e T A T 18] 7
_7_
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HAE S, ean S MMt S RS %
So LA LRI A, Lok FEE — 5 TH AL
JEEL 5 A B M AR — BT AT R, ok
WAL A AR RO B —Jrm, Lt FE
ALz [m] i o AR B A S A AN —
BSFAT N 51 K 0 R T m Ry 51T .
e IIPRe TS ATNIE PN RN bl e
T I WL b o€ 5 R B (E AR AR 2
Cenkei 1 Ozgelik (2015) L+ HHFEA FAT I
W HIBAT K IIRIRE B TR0, b A & 3R
BRI AR O 1 5 e R 25 32 3 34
BIRTRER ., Bk, FRATER KT
TERIXBEEE I 1 5 3OS P TP E

(=) BASBIgE: Bahbis

W RERGSFAT DT L, RERH
BT 2 4E BRI AT O ((multidimensional
model of sport leadership) ( Chelladurai & Saleh,
1978), HAdE. I%S5HES . RETN, Ll
Fih, b2 SRE KB [ sk, 5 DLz sh 4 it
7 (Leadership Scale for Sports, LSS) ( Chella-
durai & Saleh, 1980) k17l (Chelladurai,
1990) , 4RI, 4Nz s Lhnt Tid shik FHf
IRACIRIR I M (L 5EAT, AT A%, 85
ME T, RN vk AR 0 A B 5 A BT
M T, 5 R K0S P4
(FBE%, 20045 TREKML, 2007). = =& FBR
BEJF (2006a) B ANROFTE A, HATKAH
GAT R B GE s ARG A TER R
ZIMSEER, RIS S B B0 SF 2 —
Kl <RI SR, it R
ZEHF (FBIAIR, 1995a; Silin, 1976; West-

wood, 1997; Westwood & Chan, 1992), %75
8

SR ARG (2008 ) X 5& Fi R BA 2 5 i 21
BN BB RI, TEBRAX AN KR BE ) &
BTk B, BH e UL, (C2 ., 1817
(1 = TC KK SR AT R R SR A

Hh 5 VS b X5 Bl 4R D SR R A A DS
TR AR I8 Bl B 2 1) Z A 5 052 3 141 BA
BECG SR WBCR . LE T s g 5l
SRR R KR, B ALEH R KA 0
XHiz 8 G AT A E R SR 54T TE4RIERZ
AIBNERE . OHER A, EHER . B E
JZ. BNEREA BENE WSO (%,
2005a; M e 5L 4, 2005; Wk e oA F K B 3,
2005; R = AR R E P, 20095 X X A% A,
2013; R—R A ELH, 2009; 7 S 4H AR —
K, 2009, 2010; HHEHEIERE =48, 2017); Lk
KREB TR ZIMT, BARFEK A6 F
ARG A SCAE A (E 0 AT BA G, H BAK
W IR BIBNEER T RAEH YR, 23
R . THHRZE (FE3E, 2005b; FEEM
TR, 2008; fm —HEAE, 2013; & A8 AL
=, 2009; B SCHIAEETEE, 2015; HEH
FIR—J, 2004; WIEARE, 2017; Chen, 2013;
M FIAE MR, 2008; B KA E R,
2012) , T2 BEAL S BE T S R0 T 1) R AR
ZE5, o ARFIFREEDS (2006b) & IH LR E
R IBRA AT R I — SO 2 5 LR A RRE
I K L5 T T A 4B X 4 AT Ry B R
(MEBEEFEEE M), 58T H %
JEISLBR i F A T AT AR, KT B
FEHM N =3 Z () ) — B R R, 45 R A,
FARAG T — FOEXT R A 4R
R % WIE h R IEA W R RUR, Ko,



R 2H 2B SR R T = ULV R 1 R e 2
S SUREAR R AW AR ROR . AR
FHOCAFFZE R AR e B HH 32 ) 202k i A 405 0
B G EE WM, o, < REORET
TR B R AT A HE A BARCRE (B2 AE AR
2008) ,

SR, DL R BUOR BR R, 2R
i) B EWIEE B A AT R 5 H B SR
K Z, ME A 3R R 7 Rk e 22 R BE R
(Podsakoff et al. ,2003) , LA SCHR 2 & LI2E 4
BN E, KA shA e T 3R 50
ZRB B, ARRWEGE R EF G B ER BA A 2k 5 ER
TR, EE R AR EEREN (i E AR
FBN) , PR e 7 A ] P 9 3
MR, Mok, BFFE AR i 2 R A N Z R 0
SRR, R AR5 W] 2R % Wiz ) 2k 3
VERBFFERhR, W FENST, Ak, P HEE
A (5 EARMIBREESS, 2006b) , A T45 45
BN B L, IR AT AE AT BA 2 AR B R 1 141
BAGTRCS ATBNEESR 01, B, B AN TR Bl
PERT SRR, SR AR AT 1 PR S 5
AR A FRIE, Blhn. MERE %525
GURVHE R — X — PR R, HHER SR S is
2 BRI ED & T — X 22 1 A SRR X, Ak
FEN] B TR AIR T ] 22 57 5 4% H JURR 1Y) 52
WAZKIR B2 6 T as B AU 5 K X4 S Y Sk
0] JB5 AT 2 2% PRIEEE FE EHE (2016)

(=) ECibsnrpiibss

SRS KA G AE W Bk H %
45 S KUK (Chan et al. ,2012; Chen & Farh,
2010) , AHSCHIZEATS R LA B 65 7 1l DX 5 v R
Rl IX oy 3, BFSEE 2 HER W B b ry e N

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
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I Bl 2 30tk (B E K, 1997; Yang,
2000) , 123 RS ALY 450 5 XU, (EATIZ R
K DLISSIE 5T SR — 2 LA E . IeAh, K
R AT AR T30 9 Ml X, 7R A T B v Y
SCAEHBIX A S L, AT AR | R RO
SE%% (Cheng et al. ,2004; Pelligrini & Scandura,
2008) . Hayek %5 (2010) LA 3L s 2005807
BT S N BRI S PERT R, BE TR
bl = Joseph E. Davis X fif o 8 0004 G515 XUA%
FEMUT ZTe R KGR, SChaRi 12 m
FA AT AE 6 0 AT R RS A, A
Stouffer 55 (1949) % &M (ELEEN) —F
H BT ki R R E R A S
SO, e IE A AT IR S F R A ST =
TOER — 2, XRIF KA T AT REIF AR R
TN Z H, R, B SO ok
RS EENR FHZ —,

SR, FEHAb ML IX BV S, FRK 4
SRAMAFFERUE ) =05 EFXT X — [n)
Cahiskan (2010) DAEHIHTAEE MAFGRXTS, R
PRSI ZA 40 e R AT B 3 B, 452175
2T, 3B EAL (authoritarian) | K
G Bl AL ( normative authoritarian ), {7 Z&
(benevolent) MZEFREE (family -like) 405,
I, A TR G 2 U T B 3R R 2808 B
D AE 25 ( measurement invariance ), Cheng 45
(2014) LUPEGEH, P ERR, HA Kb
DU SCAA IR A Aol B3 TR REAS, RS54 5
BRAFEA AR T, AT iR P e 5 Tl 5
TSR LA ) B 5 2R AU T, 3 >
OB N A, R T TR, AT

HRAP LI H Wang %5 (2011) FHEITHI R
— 9 —
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BHIR, RRRR = m R A& T, T
B, RN IR RAIR IS 2 REUE 2
sy, WEAMY RN RE; B =oo
ARG HEAE G, RS G R LK
B NTESS 38 A L bR, RaRAMBINE KA
A REFEAROE; Wl 2R R,
AR 1 =0 A T B A I 1 S M
K, WoRAS R TR A SCfb Ak B B A
OB RAT IR R S, BRI, AR,
RS A A AR U b DX A 52 A I 15 58 1 T B
(comparability) 5 R[N P (applicability) , H.
PR, H B AR R E =25 M . AL, %
FAEATOS, P53 E2%3# (Van de Vijver &
Leung, 1997) JFf4f b & Jié i B i ) 28 4 X 45
R, LRI T AR S,

FERf 2 T R A 40T = Jo A T —
(generalizability) J&, Boer % (2011) #t—2
R s SCAL A R, M RS T+
ASCACH BRI REAS, 136 R (TEEE
X, PEREE, BA, #E) . KL (%),
PITEMW (SEVEH) . PR (HE A ) | ARER
(R zpfl, P, Baget), 33670 BT
PER A AT, DAES 2 RS TERE 0T (multilevel
multi—group analysis) A5 H) 5 K ST 4L
REMES SCALTE 251, IFHKHE Norenzayan 1 Heine
(2005) & VR 30 7 R 9 501 45401 5 3K BB 1Y)
DFEE K FEEE (level of psychological universal ),
SO R R TS R, e A SOtk
SRR T B R A N2 IR
SRS, Hrb, PR, VT T
X TAEBK 7 A TE 1] 1Y 85 2 WO R, P34

R CFPEAT O T X H SUR A IE 18] 1Y 5 2 K

AR, R FHRRKAGFUERA “ 5
KA (accessibility universal) ;1 A1 BAJZ
WIS HT 45 R A B, P 244 2 4013 0 3t Xof
PRI A BAFIAT o BA IE 52 m, RR 5
KAGFHEERA e Stk
universal ) . J& T SCAL R Bk M 14 43 B 45 2R & 3R,
TERESESCAL AL oy, 1 X R4 5 R 05 A R0%
M N BRI GURTE, P35 228105 IR Re
ARG NJZ A TAEUK Sy TF 3 2840
SRR A A BAGTRCR A R I s, AR
ZEKAWMFHRAA “HFEE LE”
(existential universal ) . BAKMI 5, LA LI
FELEMRENEL (W, Bass, 1997; den
Hartog et al. , 1999; Dorfman & House, 2004 ),
B L4547 S AT g RTERR IR SCIR A 5 A 3
R G A T 1A BOHEAS 23 IR SC A S
ArESR, FHREA G SRR EA R
(SO Bt 5 SRR

(1) kP

HEERKAG R TAEIR F, 2R
MANZ R BB Z R, FHRTT R KA
FAITRIBEN, . ASBE | BBERE I SO R (K
A% 2003; Chen et al. ,2014; Cheng et al. |
2004) o BIEESZHRT AT BA B A (8] 5T, A2 LA
P BN 455:35 5 B o P B 53 4% 1 A X L gl A
P B4, 2002), Xt FRIB\SIS &
A AT A2 T ) R R 40 XU v P BA S B3 1 5%
MEPACR (R R AR /b ok 25 IR A 48 B Bk
B, IR LR SR —x 207 U E A,
25 5 3 OB AR b ST P B AR (Kenny &
Judd, 1986), ik 2 & /N J5 ¥  (ordinary

least square estimation ) (B %N (585 , SN RS

(functional



fiii% (Bliese & Hanges, 2004), AA[FHIA, X
K HOH SR G ER R (Hofmann, 1997
Klein & Kozlowski, 2000), ¥ £ ¥ Fl bk 4iE 2
(2008) TR RULERT, 14 2L K 28T SHIE
ST, T B BRI AR A 3T 1 3 X
R, MATLL 13 A ) 54 A TAEREAR
762 A FE B EXS R R HAT BT, R E
I S AT S %o 0 e A 4 AT S AEA
NZW . AR R RS 8 E R Rce, L
VBRI 58 I 7E 4 OG22 b i B i 5 RUOR . 45
BRI, RS TEATOF 1 FRORAEAF 2K
ArES, N R e R A B A
BERETROR, W F R R H)Z
WK RERJZ IR B 2 R s i ) T REA BT 225

TR AT B 431 3 EA T A9, WUESE T
P A2 1T 1) 2% 1 240 % [ BA SRR A 0 3 1 52
MR, ELARTTT, LA A R X 4 9 A 5T 45
R, BN T Y 58 A 24T % 14T BA nfr 5 47
Jrak (& SE, 2009) . HIBAINIE] (Cheng &
Wang, 2015) . K BN &E % J5. K BN A 3 0
(Zhang et al. ,2011) , HBAEI BTG50 (He &
Chen, 2014) B 400 B2 maRCR, mixt
TAANBZRMEE SHIERECER (Wang et al. |
2010) . A ANBHALRA (perceived insider sta-
us) . TAEGIRL, BRI M 4 2UR %
(Schaubroeck et al. ,2017) , #FITH (Li &
Sun, 2015; Wang et al. ,2010) E.A7 B2
EEMBOR

SR, BB T A 0 BLR 1 14
BB ARMOIRAM R, 558 R KA G
BB TANZUGE S AAZ U7 fssm# 3 2y
WEoEFARIE, NOZ IS P e R A TR 2K
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I LK RIS BT 5 o A ks, RS | i
YL IS, PR AR e G i 4 T Y 2 IR — 3L
(Rousseau, 1985), DIPRFRIFFE L5 F M B I,
AUT I, B (2015) WE—L LI
&0, Ko F KA =08 S T e AR
AFEWR, F5E 1, AT IR G
E XM E X (Redding, 1980), HSzf R
TN TR ZE PR (CBA3E, 1995b; TRE
&4E, 2006) , G, BRSNS TR IR Y o AL AE
Wl S v 4, LA B 2840 S T o 3 A A i)
W5 RS (OMA5E, 20005 Cheng et al.
2004) , R EE R AN SASRIT R, &
PRAE ST X T8 IR HE—RRA S, TSR
A B 15 07 30 (R EifE 5, 2006) , H
W, BEFEAR L, AN FE A S X s Y
EAE SRR, 45 T AR Y BRI 5 L4
(R, 2004), XFFAC NS ATRRHR
ANFERRRE R B SZ4S (B4 N5, 2002;
AR, 2003) , ok Rk S0y BT R 2
e NG R A AR AR (R B A SR
2006) , e, fERl—TAERAi, EEN AR
T T o B S [ R R A AT R, 4y
TR —Fh 22 PR R R 720 (22458, 1948
HAF 5, 1995b) , A i ) 3 J& 2L 8 77 AR 52
(M, 2006) . Ktk WS (2015) fF
DL 227 MRBE” SRR X Fh7E A JZ R i HE &
T, EE TR B Y A T 2R R A A R
)22 FFEEE (divergence at the group level) (Wu
et al. ,2010) , ZWF5 LA 2 A 0 AT 42 Al
IR 172 DB R 3% KB A 22
FP MR EE X HE R A N &AL 2N RAT N HA B
HYIE MR R A AR (2014)

] —
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LM FME S, BT REWN 2P 5
“EFHLIE XA BRCRE MR R, AL < 4
ST RO (leadership median) 5 A
BT S5 AnifEAL” i35 E ] ABATTRL 4 i 21
(RIE BN R BT, 3BT 122 AN AT BA B oRH & PR
FERBIRAT g vt A IR, 22 5 it B 5 T BA A
A, HIBNGRCE A IE ] G 7 AT BT 55 b
WAL mi A, 22 )7 37 a5 A BAIA R 2 A B ) Sk
Pes MIAER] BT 55 bR AEALAR I, 2277 37 5 A
BASRCELA 1F 1] I

PEAT S s A AR SR 52 1E
TR (TREEEE, 2006) , AFT N8 T —Fh
PRI ST-H4 G005 AR, 3 o 605 3 A B T J 30 o
RRUIETE  EF7 . 38 OBAH, 2006), —fik
RS PUAS )3 g i s B 22 5 IR, A 9 3 4
H, AT A T ZE AT T BE AR T b
MSAT N, AT 4005 0 I T [ i TR 5 v 1 €5
SRS (BEEEAE, 2003), MUt FREWAE
(2015) #2046 50 1T BA )2 v 94 A 740 3 %o 43
ZEIP IR EE SRR R IR RO, A5 R, HIAE
T ) A7 400 % 2 A 2 X AR it 5 S R Ak e
)Y 56 22 HA G g IR R . 2 2 R AT B2
TET AR AT 00 BT, SRR 4 2 i 4534
IREALHAN RAT R, TAESTRR 35 AR
{25 14T BAJ2 T A 8 A T S I, R 25 R R
i 5 30 i AR D) TG b M OGRS
X Lk B F K 2 1 A A T A T 4 11
CGFBABEE, 2010), DA Kk 401 5 22 7 I B 1) 1
B GEAIBE A E N

(h) BRI

F L, REK AT FHIBIE A XA
FrREAZE MW S TR (B,
BT

1995a; Redding, 1990; Silin, 1976). #X i,
SS9 RS R B, R A A S A 5 D
JELL R F 8 ST IR 4 o R AT IS
B 5, XTI E 555 H R OCL Y
— N A —— R K A 5 A IR Y TR
OB AT H A, W 2k SRk R B,
5T # XoF M ) B R VA — B & ik, B,
Xf Silin (1976) M5, K4S 7T 1Y,
SRR R B A VR AR AR R ME . AR Y AR+
SRS, Xt A XA 3 ) AR
() FEERS, % Redding (1990) 1Mi&, HK
GFHEAWNSER, — R KA T 58
5 (i 75450 JR MDA 430 3 1) 2SR, o (1 i O
FREGEMRF A o — 75 T WA 7 s = [ 7 g
XUESEE RN TR, IR TR A Tk
HENFEMAKE M, Westwood (1997) 5 3
FEAGFH BT ABRAGE, HABR A&
A B TAEGSEONAR A,

BT, AL (2010) BT
] 5 7 b X5 Bl B Al F2 R N R A4
S, REA BT 445 TRl T/E A 1R
F, ISl TS H A T &R RS A T
JBRZIAN B35 B RO WP 2 2 0
#i ( Courgeau, 2003; Kozlowski & Klein,
2000) , AATIAR A FREA M R K 805 [F i
SHEEL PRI S 18 X8 06 57 0 P9 2 B X M40 (veer-
tical dyadic leadership) 451, 55— [H 1~ #[H
JoE i) P BA 23 T8 A 45052 VE XL (average leadership
style) M. IZBFFELL 70 RiHe A4 F AN
X, RN 52 B 53047 (Within—And - Be-
tween Analysis, WABA) 77 ¥ ( Dansereau,
et al. ,1984) , RHATAFAT NI &M 22K 5>



Mr, ZEREMAISR NS | 74 ek
AT, B [F B A 0 A N S A AR S
IRARME AT AT A B 5L A = e R A
FEARLEA NZ K, TR FEIAE S ANZRS
FEARZ U i, AT — 2D AR R B
MFR KRG TR HL AT R (TSR 5
BE (HLURE) WEm, 25R8R, BRTH
JERAEAN N E R F K AT R R4, W
IR K R K 20T A 24U R S S
ABERREI LA R P BA 2 T A SR T g 0
MERK G RHOR W BB, I B
HIBNZ ST SR E B, B2, ZFFRIE
TR KGR R T Raii ™ NRR, 5
JERRAREHAZ R, R T “RHAP A
JZY” (individual within the group) . R4,
HAAIISE (2010) MIBFFEANBEE T 2 )5 LA
RIZR AT FZ ARG EA, IREE R K
EeS S ok VA =N S NI =
(strategic level) ,

HJ5, Lin 5§ (2012) #E—20 s B B
% B9 W 45 ( upper echelons perspective )
(Finkelstein, 1992; Hambrick, 2007; Hambrick &
Mason, 1984) #RIFAHEA AT N M KA A4
SXTHLUREAR GO AT AT T 45 R B
IR, AR T AT T SIS Y A 5 2
SRARFREE, AN K [ £ 9 b DX R B i X
A 26 55, AN 23 DR 5 A S 16 Al i A e
25, WELRK XTI AL T R
H, HR Al 4TS AT R B 1 A A2 T Y R
BCS 2R3 A, LUk A 7= A
B WIE W R ORI, Tk B,
YL BT A 80T 3 285 A R R IR T AR
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FE PO, Y HLUR PR EE A A
RN = B I ZE AR UL T X A
SUREPR B B A K A 10 35 1 1E ) AR
e EER A Ry € ST ERAY A U S S El
He NARML AT N 288 A BRI, 284
Xt 2 VAR 1) 78 Ml WA I R A B 2 Y T ) 3L
R, RZMBA BFBCR, B2z, MHL G
XL BT N 28 A e B = BEAR O,
LA 55 0} R e R, RSV B
ERRE B AR, AL B Xl 45 A
ZEA AN B O, 25 5 I C IR 5 2
T HE 5 A 0T i B 22 il 41 SUEIE R K, Huang
(2015) FYBIFSEMAESE T 5 B R 1 R K 304
SR BTSRRI R R 102
AT AN RS A LS A R BIFTE X 4, 50
FRAG AT AR A BRI 0, LA 25
IBEAE L i v p TS B R W ROR . AT R —
ANAEH ARG, TE 257 IR AR 5 N 203
(28 R HR o i 7 B 11 JE AR e 5 A
REAEMBCR, 2R i ok b
It % B R 40 o Al BRI ROCR IR
% ., T Chen % (2015) LA 108 /™75 B4 HHL AT BA
(TMT) TSRS R, FEKA Sl
517 TR A BN o 5 B T A A, T 2
TMT HIRERRE . o, (2GS A 1AL
B, (HERCE T N B A o ROR, ISk, Song
& (2014) TE4Mb CEO. )2 & HA 22 51
SAERER L, W E A CEO 8 F1T
N5 B S RS I TAE S £
B H W, SRR ST 40 KAy
140 #4522 38 RO B2 9005 1 608 44 h 2 4

L, ZEREFM, RS, RBUE A K SR 1]
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[ CEO 4515 XUMS REAT 280 ik 125 )23 28 3L 10 SRS
RS TS IERZ W, 25 Lk, A
WTEHA)Z R, 2B RRBOR, ZEKAS T
XPEHAG T TAESIRL, = B B N B 3 5
RUCRE DA S A A 1) S R0 B A 2 1Y)
S

Rl SR 0 O, Aol 5T N 1 401
BRI AL W EEHE (Vera &
Crossan, 2004) , THFJ4 (2008) LA 10 K
Blifll (4 276 17 03 TR X%, RELAL 4TS A
A 260 T AE A N2 RO B TN 424 o) 1)
N (AL HIE A8 HBUE, TR
X BFHE ) A B REHEEM, 0
G ETES DO Zi K N Y P G WA D e v o)
WEA B2 ESER . 26 L EsE, A5l
TAZEG T — B E B, kS AR
JERA T B R] A RS a2 R B ) TR A 7 )
(FWBR) 520 LU AR08 A KR
(BWEEL) , A AT RE A ok BE 4 A
BACGATHE B, BHAT 51 8] 9 38 it 5 KR i
gy, HER EF A= KR (Argyris,
1994; Snell & Chak, 1998), i 5k 3 Al &) it
(2008) FYSCEEHRE], Ak 4TS AT R B =
TEHAC ST W] RE A A C A A Ml 1 A i 3
WAABIRE A Al 1) & R B B i A T R R AR —
DATEZ , Biln, il 950 5 A 7E A 07 g 18 3
' SN R SN AW S I Y
TR, ZEIR /- FRAE I H 00 07 [ Bef SR = e 4
UK o [RIEE, Al S5 A 2 R Bt v, R
HE S T2 B ST WU, oI5 3 05 Fi BT 3
(2006) LA 112 iAol i B2 BEACHBFSE R 42,

e Al s B 2 BN Bk D O . R

MR RE 2 5, S RIESE TR AR K015
(104 2K S35 44 THT Jic BB AT 00 b 3 5 T 1 1) 4 5 4
N (CBAALEA NZH SRR ) o Al
Mree BN LR AR S | R | fEAT SR
2GS EAT R, R Re UK R I T Y 4 S
RN, B, FE A AT A ] P HL A
FRHE 7 FAGUT 15 A R B Y
AFEZERL R B B Al 2 5 A i AR X
SEFRE AR 5 ) F R

() Uk &R S B S 5

ARG AR T RAUT 00 v] W F 5%
JAR (BT 3 S AR By 47 A7 B AR AR P 17 [ 5
B, BN, A AU 1 = 0 R I ) R 56
RN WA BERR N H K KT E? 2
M= FAMes, R BITT 52 o B A A
RIS, Law 5 (1998) HEIU AT LUK FE A
FEFNE TR AR Y 1) B8 T ok RBUR R, R
= s Ae . WA (latent model) | 2
A M & (aggregate construct ) B ] T B R
(profile model) , “VETERA” 24 LIA [ i A
25 5 10 % B2V VA A 28 2AE AE 0 BER R =X
(IAAEFRE) 3 “REWE” 2 —FEARLHA
e B — BP0 U5 A5 5 JIT 4 T ) A AL P
S (W TAEWEE S TAESIL) ;<& m At
U™ DU —FP A A I T AR S5 (Wong
et al. ,2008) , &% Smith Fl Foti (1998) *J4ii
SIMEZHA, Farh % (2008) A RHZRK A
S0 JE T AR, T DA (R A A
{22 TEATOS, ARl 2x2x2 M) /\Fhéi T B
Ao AR 25 BOE T B P AN A R AR
A S A AT T L RO 38 43 BT SR R R
BOE WA IS A R, 43w



[T I = (A = S (1 = =R I (8 9
(e, IR S A T AR A
60% ., SR, W TAEFESCALBUE S, SR
IR 2\ BhS AL 40 T AT AL, DLE T
REUEMFFEAT 22 02 LU 58 e 3 1k 19 05 Ok 2047
M5 B (fn. 8 ¥ A le ST %€, 2008
Cem Ersoy, et al. ,2012; Niu et al. ,2009) ., T
Chou %5 (2015) MYBFFEBUR #E— BB X G
UG IE SR A SRR . AL AT LAV AE A
N5y i (Latent Profile Analysis, LPA)
SIAT 1146 24 2 BAHER X Tl AT T35 4 405 XUAS 1)
ANVEAL , I AT RIS (configu-
ration) RFATEHE A SR EIR, B 40
AT A TRy BB (60.1%) | 1=
YT (29.1%) AT (10.8%) , [A)
A, 200 R SRR G ] R R T A ) T A
LEr, SEARSMOEE AR, POl &,
TAERI, FEARM R, BIRLL Farh Al
Cheng (2000) [HEXKRE, FK AT 02 H
A, H—H LR, ZKKXGFHCH TR L
H ARy = R0 40 XA, I A& A XS
S ZUSREA AN R R B g AR . 22 R
S RIS AR J2: LA = 0 405 4 T 1) 7 A A U 3 4 7
Wig, (HEER, A ANPHRIFHHRIT =T
FA G T2 H AR R 5 RO, B
BRI, Hoh, CLUE AL S-S T 4 A
HiZ, TESEHGH)E X0 rm, &
R A (2005) FRGHEAST T 5 K %
NFEBIRFR; RFEE (2002) FRITEALSS:
SRS S T OC A R BRI BT (2010)
BT AL T 545 55 5. HEVA RAT N HY
KRER, U EFRABEETHOR,; R
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(2008) D] A B ERAR G0 e 23 3l ok F AR A
HA AL, O 52 30 8 A% 26 00 i IR T RUR
ZRAGAE (2008)  DUHRST LA S-S 1) i B 52 )
R (FRRMA SRR | DL AT RE R I
AngE (FA MR ) o I BAE R ST
T, AR5 3 P T3 £l 50 A A BN T
AR, 5 P R L AT Z A
X% (Wang et al. ,2010), LIS A BA S S & 75
VA BN 22T 1) S A 5 5 R = T AR 3
ZIA AR (Zhang et al. ,2011)

sk, HADBEIEE TE R A A = e R K
A, K BT ALT- 1] 43y 5 IR A
My < BR SR RS, w
SEARGU T R ANBURL, 51 R E B IR
IO B BEAR A5 SN, i 5 D) 2 i 4 2 M 4
Jo . EORGU, KAEE S WS, DR T
HRIE A TAESIR (a0, MR M2 25, 2006;
Wi i 4 2008; Cahskan, 2010). J& i % %
(2010) FEWRAGITIER “HBARH” B4 E,
WA AT R AL & T R < LA
BT SEERI SR . AT TR IR
TORERIEIENE “HLH 1 74 & o
S, AR A 0[] B L 9 5 ( Hinkin,
1998) BN AL G, i — L3R
W 5 AR RO B AR Z M A OE R, DURIE
PR ) (0 A8 B o B 22 06 T SRR 3 5 1Y) SR
[\l o5t ] 22 JE W4 55 (2014)

TP 2R PEAT U 0 Ik ST W 5 0 1 A A
BB, SSUERE SR X A, (RS 5 T,
Wang Fll Cheng (2010) B EHIT T Z41%
Bl TR SE R, AT E G HLIX 167 Xf
A5 T A RN B X G BEAT A AT

—15—
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RIUZZES T 5 015 Ty 8 BA E mOCH A, H
TR R SZ B RE A EINE, TAEA
FEERIETT; D, AR R B A
VM ENE, SURHR B TAE B F R
b, A28 805 A 2 %A 3 ) 7 A OE 5
Chan Fl Mak (2011) LAKE 223 XJ 4555 5
JEXHETOR, DR 2R R Y P A
B, AR B SV X R AR g3, A
ZUNRAT HIRCR, il B OCR BT
il WHHEREE (2017) WUk — B4R 240
S A REFE T B T BT AT A, AT IR B
SR R BN R, LA 5 0 rh A &0
BRI A 2R BRI R 55 . W 45
(2012) DR 2R T E AR i, AR
F BB LR SRS M AAA Em R, H
AR A A | TR 1 L 2 SRR T RE S
THPRICR , PREEFIRAI (2012) W5E
P FRR AT 2T SR R,
FEAB T X 53 Sl o) 8 T Wi 2 ) I 1 < AR T B e
SXRE RS E R < TR, EHmisE
MNATZEA B3, ITER X U 16 5 4 B RIS
IR DY, TS WA ] AL 5 B SRR
TEATGT 4, WFFEE IR G0 5.0 BERZAL
SR, HE, Li% (2012) &3, HEK
fili 241 X5 345 5 W0 E X AR A th 84T 90T 50
PRPZAR B HA IE 10 SCHeME,  HOHCR) G & 2 id it
NSRS HR, Wa (2012) %6 E kb
370 X EAE 5 AR I XHB B AT oA, ARk
PRAEAT AR 2l X T AF AT 5 O B AL
B, X TAESSO™ A EmsEm, 54h, W
AW X P R AT ST R AT A T
TEREAA S (2006) FIBFST3EAE 1, Wang 45
16—

(2017) DA—RIITHFEER A A AL 20 4L g 7
TSN, JFEBR REAT S I & T A
B AR AT U A B . IE BB
OBOTT R RREEAAT . A AR, A IE TSR,
A 13— 25 5 V9 A AL R HEA T LB, R IR
fdidsb] TS PEATS: (ethical leadership) ( Brown
et al. ,2005) , &% B 1Y F 4 IE H ( perceived
leader integrity ) . F # {b % W ( idealized
influence) MR, B AFEAT 05 X & 45
AR MR R T, EE K TEAT ST
SCHR 1T JB5 AT 2 2% F 428 (2014 ) . Wu Fl Zhu
(2014)

G, SR KA A HA Ml
e HA R RS 5200 7, AH 5 A AR (L 45 5
F1 0 Z 18] 0 5 (R AT 2 o il 2 ik, 3ok 2 AF 5 3
[ e = ek KA 5 HAR G A7 R (.
AR Cheng et al. ,2004; 2% )% 2040
FETFMKSEE, 2010) BIRCE, HERFK
T HA A R g R Ty, BE A R,
Foe M e = o AR T B RS RUR,
WERIIL S ARG B AMHUSEFZ
Ab, DMCZEGUS ), AR (1995a) fEH I
B N AL 4505 N it AT R 5 0 SCik R Y
“fAffl”  ( consideration & Fleishman, 1953; Stog-
dill, 1974) 8 “ SIS (supportive leader-
ship) (House, 1981) [A]f% 5 [F]; i AR&E A
KA (2012) IR KR &SA BT 547 0 A8 T I
WA 28T 55 7 AR Y« O —E e 52
#”  (Graen & Cashman, 1975; Graen & Scan-
dura, 1987) ., “fk%5=X41F” (Graham, 1991;
Greenleaf, 1977) #47 5% [F] M4, {H H HiAH
AT AL T & BT Be, AR A 5T Al 78 H



Bt PG — 22 I H A S Xy, SRR AR N
T EVRRIRTT A

=, ZFKRXTMEZREKEE.
it HERKL

ESCHERR T R KA ST A kR A
FEELOL, DI HEAA - R T
Heds , ARSCHE— B AR SR Y B g U8 S FEe
BET, Wi Re R A R T3 s, 2
PRI R | TR KR I

(—) PRPEA LRFsE Ak

BRI S AT R, B =R
WG A TARWIIE . B SR IE Mk S BB Y
S (Morris et al. ,1999) , A3 (2005) it
— A AT SR X 5 N K P (insider)
55 (outsider) PIFPAS + L HFST SR IS, 1
985 SCARAIF 5 SR s D) T 440 3 Sy i s 80 5500 oF AR
SCARFFT e, Horr, LIRS W N &
PEA 1AW 8 RS AR T e N 8T R i
AESRm, IR HAh A e N 2047 R 1 S
A Ak AR LS SOk B A U5 1 A
BEAl, PR AR 58 78 HoAth SO Ak IX E A7 2%
WERFIT (i RS SOAe o) Je, WIRgaE— 2
SPrEeE, R ANHGU T EE N,

FAG T2 B 80 W R A AR
FZ—, BREME—R M Al Wgg, 3
PIRG AT, BT SCAG ST, FEEAT I AR Y S
W ST RS54 67 (full cycle) W58 4% A
A B A NG BRI (Cheng et al. , 2009;
Lin et al. ,2012) ,

RN, FR SR A B EAER ALY
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P CERA L SR R AR LS, L
Ve A AT B 30 5 A 8 i Al
2S¢, Farh A1 Cheng (2000) FF$2 i it 49 A5 45 Y
Hr, ST AT e fid R R SR 1 a2 SO A
R (SRR T S HRFACRAE) , (HEEE
T SUE A ST R R A 2T 1 SR R
BIANAI S35 2 R £ X, fEa B (G
EN I NG NS E 9 3 DI
WENHL, RTERAESE, BOE Al A G0 SR
FREASGE, BBHSHMEFHE X TR
SUFAT AR, K, BEE A BRI A
SEMEMAETE, &8 T HA ML 550
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JRIER T (abusive supervision) HYHBFZEFTF 51 &
GUFEHWER ST, AT BT AR
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T, BTSRRI A4S T Y PR
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L, ARG T 1T DL 2 50 B SR B
B &R LA AL B IR T
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TRt LRI

SR, AT HAST T RS, R AT
530k L B 5T W) 2 A Z B BN, International
Journal of Cross Cultrual Management () 4%, %t
MREKAGFHMGE 5P, KEKT “Patemalistic
Leadership: The missing link in cross—cultural lead-
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