F 43 % % 58 AR 20 5 Vol. 43 No. 5
2021 F5 A Foreign Economics & Management May 2021

DOI: 10.16538/j.cnki.fem.20201115.302

BIRZHR: L T RRAFEFEIRTL
RIS /NAIEIE

XFHH, RIS, 5k &, ReuR, E2hE

(1. db 7 Tolk k2 3 sk, LT 10014452, E AR K 53 A5, JLET 100872;
3. 48P RL s Has2kpr A TRIN 430074 ;4. T R RS A5 LA 100081)

o e o

i OE: ETAXZFERER T TA4ARF—R 0 k% £ R oA AR A 5 AR 7 FF 3T
W&, BFANT T IERFARREY A ARRATALEEMIZL KTT ETA
% AFERIEST R T 23 AT A H A R LA L RAL RS fe 2 P 8 AAE R LB R AUAR F
e F AR 8 E 240940 5 5 i TR HAE A AT K I: (1) 0 T E TR K AT RIEA
B, Z AT AM Y (2) A T E TR AT E R 20 S AL B Jo it 2B IAT A
A% Q)BT AT R I ETFTAXAFERELS AL R 2 A6 X Z,5HAT I T
T FRE TG 20 R M A B ke v R T £ AT A 6 R AR, B R AUAR 5 K T AR
Z, B E TR AT ERE R T LMAL RS AR, ZFEATALM Y R RIZIRT R
A TR IR EFHBATAIARESEEAFEE,AMT A T L TRXEZFEREL 21
AT A Z a6 % R R Z R 6 AR it A2, AU R TNFE £ AT AL T #78%5%

K E TR E AT IR 8L AT AT

FESES:F270  XEAFRIRES: A XEHS: 1001-4950(2021)05-0123-14
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il 1

—. 5l

PR At S A B 2 B, o JE RIS B 5 A2 3117 K 7E (Baek, 20105 Lee
2019) . ¥ JE KL (ambivalence ) HE AR | 5 2 Bl AT ] 524 [R] Bk A FRUR RIS A PR AT B
], — 25| #E A AR ER 45 H (van Harreveld%$, 2015 ; Rothman4s,2017 ) fEH 2 H]
Yok Z R BAT KRR 28 B3 5 L S SRR PR AEARRAE , O M JE R I8 1 — A~ EEEOR IR

%5 H#A: 2020-08-25

HEUWH: BF A KAFEEF4E (71901098) ; b7 T4 F I AFAT % K81 B < FaALA T F /& R4S
X B BA S 2 A ) BT AT A 69 R A R

EE R 2 B (1991—), &, o Tk X F 25 2 F 3T (GBiRAEH, yjliupsy@ncut.edu.cn)
HEF(1972—), B, FEARKFFHAFFRIAR, £ FIF;
K OE(1989—), 4, e P AHHE K FAELFRIIF, ML A FIF;
AaiR(1985—), B, P REAKRFEEPRIIF, ML AFIF;
EEBE(1996—), %, PEARKF FHAFF LML A,

ZWRRG: ETRKRRTERI R TEHEATH AR
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(Methot%,2017 ; Rothman%,2017 ) . 401 5 — ¥, 51 32 ## (leader-member exchange , LMX )/ —
Fhve DL HRIZ OC &R Rt T 4015 5T J@ 22 TR G 2 B i, 38 % D T A 8K 1520 (Sparrowe
FLiden, 2005 ) AE F— G ACHC R T 5T, WA RBCEEIA LR Bb5, G H 45 % T4
R SR, SRR, S A A T R TR S A S S (R X Rl Ay 2 S
A MR TR 5 BT T B N ROCRFA I B B .

Lee%5(2019) B R H I F 90 R 7 I R H: (LMX ambivalence )& , 5 51 T X405 —h%
B3 A8 3 5 ZR [ B A A R RIS AR AR 1 ARG, 40 53 TAT B sIA Sl A © 5838 1 TAEG
FIAEF A ARHESGA R A C 5O REANE T W —E, SR EASATEAUH B A O gk T
VEIREAE AEH UG T, BN ROCRT G R IE BN H UL (Methot55,2017) , —J5' I, 7 -
TYE R AR, R LW Z I RR S, 0T 5 75 25 0 TR — 0 S Yl B
B AR SR E HAT BN R I APR R (Zhang,2015) , E R MRRE I, 81 S H “A—20H
FIEAT et N RCR A S AW & 5 — 5, S5 5 TARE .8, I8 s AR
BRI CHR , Wi A& 5 THY B R HOCRT RS T 24F (Fincham M Linfield, 1997) . A
TR 5B 1T — 8 28 480 G ZRAME A Ak oy AT £ 38 35 0 1 A8 1 Y 328 S A Ol e B ) AR 4k
T X AP AT RHEIAS 2 DAFR R D1 10 5 B9 R 900 AR T ARG T R (2 . BL AT
FARCA DRI JE TAESEE P G 20N R S 07 TH R P TG PRI 52 T 45 3000
(Zieglerd,2012;Schuh,2016) , (H7EHRIZ X R 1 5 N GRS A (5% M43 A B (Ashforth
85,2014) AT LTI, ARG AR T — R 2 0C R 50 PR JE IR R A2

PIEWFSE F 2GR T B N RF E IR X TAESRCN TAEE MR , W Lee™s
(2019) 5T K IR b F 9 200 JE R B X 53 TAT 45 SR TH MG I, Han (2020 )IAh R 4%
ZOF JE IR % 5 T T AF SRR (work-related well-being ) A7 T 20 , BAAZEE }y 51 T. TA/E#%
ABEAR A5 L6 RESR N o A 7O/ AR5 N O 27 JE RIS 51 T sh AT a2,
FEAPTHEIREA 7, RS R TAMEIC R K b, T8 JE RN 0 T 45 1A w52
M, 2 E AT TS AT A A 43152 (Methot 3, 2017 ) o — RS IA R 7 G 6 22 233G A A ) 1 ) gk
A1 (Uchino%§,2007 ), 5 —FF s A A B 28 5 A 0 08 JE AR B0 0T 7= AE Thee L s 25 5, infie it
WU H. 2 A [n) f g bR RN AR 722 43 % (GuaranafllHernandez, 2016 ) o HYR , F JE R I FE L ZUAR H D)
K ARFE AR o R vp 3 oA H UL (Rothman®§,2017) , B WF5T R A1 UV B ] B & 5 | i 5 BRAS 1)
GRS , I BT S50 7 28 0% Bl AR B g, ARl | 75 a2 sl A SZ 555 (Piderit, 2000 ), {H22 2
TN 53 T8 G ARG 5 A8 A S 1) 47 R Z (R OC AT AN 2

F P17 4 (proactive behavior E i —Fh H 38 T ] FIAR R A1 AE 474 (Bindl Al Parker,
2011) A7 BT 53 T Ehil B2 SURERE R A2 AL, soR B— R BT 3 B 3145 (Grant, 2007 ) o
IRAE B 7 JERIG I 385 SR XT3 ToRe R J7 , BRI A= 47 A PR BRI (Pratt il Pradies,
2011; XI3EF 45,2017 ) - van Harreveld% (2015 )TNk 77 J& 1A 5038 2o P RSB 5 B, A T BR
JEIARLS S R A ASET G B, 51 T2 RIS AN X SR e, AHIX 2 BHAS D3 T A0 A8 #5171 47 4 (Larsen
85,2001 o L, ARSI 0L T B N R T IERES 5 E 378 Z [ ] BRAAAE L E &R .

#2215 BN T FiE (social information processing theory ) IA - ARG S FAT Ry il 1 2232
SR B L2 B2 A 2 R ( Salancik AT Pfeffer, 1978 ), 1 bt T I N R IC R T IEIREAE N
O QT — B 1 A4 G FR AR PR AT RO, St 2R 51 T H AR A B AR )
J15E BT A KT I, ARBFTORE AT 205 B0 T A 4387 51 T F 90 200 T AR 56 ] 3 1
ZH U HA JBEHT (self-perceived status )52 M H F s AT R EST S5 G TXHMEC R T, ST Hh
S KU AE R T ARG BT — P AL SIS B, 2 03 T 900C R 7 JE IR B0 (1 2R B0 78

SNEZGFEEHE (FA3EFESH)



R ALE 5T, AL S (authoritarian @
leadership ) A —Ffi i /"% 25 20 5 571 1 40
M, S R T2 Eoh BB R HRRCR, | ETRRR| v | AU J| E3HE
IEFBLE AU RS (g [ TERE B 7
BT ,2014) Wi 5 T B Z M BA ) 25
P4 (Fingerman%§,2008 ) , 4 S 41 0 24N
IR Z 505, YR AR R T B TR, FE LA S IR I | I EA 7 JE R 5 51

E1 HEERE

TEATREXS BN OGRS MO vk, BE TR R X F U L IR T R B, R

AR SO A S X 51 T N R P G ARG 5 42U BN L K i PEAT R Z (B ) E R
A Arsg ) , BARDFFE IR N 1 TR

AHFFE BRI RS B 7 X FERIAE LL N =5« 55— , A 7 G ARG A AGE 7 4%
Bk 1) R R AT AT 17 P S5 IR, 3 T ol A DA ke (R BT, AN AT %) TAE R
B, AH X T AR ST 5 51 TAT 45 SRl TAE BRI AR 3R B2 T N A7 TG 1R
H5ERMMAT R Z B ER BT LT RERETERE 252 A BT 5 = AR A&
RIS, DT B RO R P JE ARS8 5 PR X R oG R AN g B, 25 5g i
DT AR, O R R O R JE RIS A 52 i 3 T 32 s ieA T R f it 7 —Ff
I FERERRAR A B P 8 Z A< B0 5 =, L N R T JEREE R T A5
DT KR P RBA AR TAES P 5 T 54053 22 0038 5 A BRI ) B 8y, 4005 AU 258
M) | R R OC R P JE RN 1 ZR I, ASBIF ST 345 A S iR 1 fE A, B T —Rhsg i 1R
RKZRT GRS 51 TR sh AT b 2 (B 5 R A 25

—. EpEMERIZIREN

(—) R T EFRRRT ERERS EahE TN
F T A 36 i A A SR A X % — 0 R T 7 7 B A5 A 1% A R A0 LI 2 AR

(Ashforth%,2014; TR EBAEFE BT, 2018) 22 BT C R TARRIE X0 7 JERE , G HES R

K F N RO FERK (Rothman$,2017) o BRI BF5E A IR A4 5 3 SOF JE RS, 15
HBR T [F]— R E A SR FU AT 37 AL BB (Methot a5, 2017 ) o b FOC R JE R TG 5
AMAXF NI R I IP JE L, SRR HR B 5 B0 i SRR | 76 1 A ELAR 1) 85—
OB R, B TARE S 7= 4 7 JE K5 (Fingerman4¥ , 2008 ) . — 5 T , 40 P&l £ E A
Y B A B2 J5 % B TR0 & A B B 520 (De Dreu,2001) , 53 T X540 S5 B 55 ik
KR — T, 5L T 58P ARSI, 3 AT el 5t T XS & ki 5 | &
TR 2Z [ P A ANl , DR 53 T AR B %t b R 7= A 7 J& A (Fingerman, 2001 ) .
FEhPEAT IR A &SRB B AEROEE F O sl T AEEREE A AR T ) AR 5 e [y 700, 18
HHEL 51 TR S S R BN 0 (Parker®% , 2006 ), H AN 53 T-RERS A& BRAL S P A7 78 AT TE
[, B FHRMAE T T XA ARESR T R T 5 42U A D BCRERE LA K B2 T B A 1o fiE 1 (B
HP B A, 2011) , S BEAE FZH LSRRI 58 4 T i 2 = (Parker®s,2010) JASBFSE AN 2 T
R RT IR S E s MAT R, R A DU = AN 55—, P R 2
SFEARINHIAS RE W7 A: v [z B JIE 32 22 (confirmmatory bias ) PR3 fiE 11 A%
(Rothman%§,2017) , AT AN GER U A2 1R BEAR L INZE A P T AR , tF T A M A
KSR EBIEST A 56—, O JE RIS AT BE 22 R AR BUAT R g, A A A RIE AT

EWRRR: LT RRAT ERR A R T E 20 MAT A
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AR AAT R (van Harreveldd§,2015) , BRUA S MAAELE T JE R SE BT, A PR B NS5 B Ards 1n)
PEAT R M PT RE S5 A6 9% B8 2B (] L SR B A T30 B, L 2B A BE A SR, 51 ke £ 18 i o A ol
A ] (Emmons f1King, 1998 ) ; 2 =, A% TR sk AL A, 48 ) N8l OC R W78 G /R 5 T AT fig
ORI EE AL, PR AE B 3R OC R M R v, MG 5 S AT K B R I HAMA
PN 1.5 325 46 SIPLRVE RS20, e G | e R e 2 ) <t DR op i B R T 2= B A 7
R REPEREAR (PrattfPradies, 2011) , Wifig S04 A O LAE W AR 91T 48 T LA BT,
ARG 5 b N O R JEARI T 03 T 3 S A T A I E RN, BRI .

H1: R FIEREXT 51 T Rt A B a2 .

(=) By T B Th A 1EH

HEHATBEIFR AT A C ARSI AR 520w ) LR S 32 41 2 341 IA R (Anderson
45,2001 ; Eisenbergerds,2002 ), Fifi 5 20 2L A B A H2 T, A 07 Hb G 20 2t fin 2 el e Sl L
FHE 121955 (Sparrowe MlLiden, 2005 ) o A B A1 A I AT A 2 BERRAIE - — & M B A 1
Btk A S R O E A 2 AL (OwensFlISutton, 1999 ) ; — A A2
AR E ORI, TR RER P AL AMAZS T 19 (Kemper, 1991) , & 58 63 T 14 20 233t (57 /8
22 B TAERH A TPt SIS A2 40053 AU CR A SRR, 82 BT W48 T AR BARY
RS, XN A OC R AT R, AR SRS SRR (S5 ) 1 ¢ 2R AW L AE R
RN (Tyler, 1989, 1994 ; FHIEEHAE, 2010) , FEMIE K A C A SO AL

FEEAE BN T EES U AR BT AR A4t 2 FREE AT LAHS B AT A R T RS S b R A =,
b b2 BT I S AR Y T R, AR AR B AR I R ml N 3 DT [A]E
S B TAEA B 755K (Salancik FlIPfeffer, 1978 ) o GuaranafllHernandez (2016 ) (A5 3%
B, © R0 7 i AR 56 2 i 15 15 20 1H (contextual awareness ) 52 M MA L SR RERE , 5 B 2N
KA YA REAS SRR B PR T A OCOT R RS VAR AN 8251 (Endsley Al Garland , 2000 ) , 1717
H A RS 5 {4k S A 56 115 B 22815 3% (Endsley®,2003) . B | FOE R T IH ALY
BT A P T AR 60 2 R X 40— a8 7 3 480 O R () B A RRURR RIS A A I BB ) 17 5 | /B2 1
Ut AT 5 S B AR OGRS B R AR T S B N O R MR B AR B i H T AR
BT SRR DR , A ] BB 5 EE A S R AR AR s 6 () S IR, LT
it 25 BB O TAE ) B ORI M A IR .

S DB S0 T NI S D S O Sl 8 S R N ey SR E AR R v Sl N S e
B AT S — P JE R FREE S G IR, 51 R AN AR G ) i 5 8%, S fifi A~ 40™
Az 58 B AN 72 S (Bushman Al Holt-Lunstad , 2009 ) , EIRAL F CL7ELH S 0T 3 55—,
BT 7 J& OG22 T BE 2 A B3l [RE , X5 3 TAE7E B N ORI JE RS, URMEFE
NZE GO E Z R R, T AT BER IS A 53 B SR B AR S, 5 S T O 2
JIi B (Methotd5,2017) , 33X 23 T EAATTHE AN AT g D425 0 L AR A5 sl g o 1) 2 8 7 S E, AT
T SAEAR B AL SV AL IR 5 55 =, Y 53 T b PR FEA FEASER 1AL X B O 540
S 2 6] (05 275 A EA (BelkinFIRothman, 2017) , FEARRTAR S F AT, I 4 S5 A
B H O, WA B OAERHAR T B E, B LR O R0 JE RS 28U 5 TIE AR 2
SV BN JE T I, AT LA R

H2: b NIRRT JERE S 51 T 20 23 57 J8 I 3 A oG .

BT AL S5 BN TS WL, A Y 25 B Bl oK BB E A A5 BT AN SRR S e AT
(SalancikFl1Pfeffer, 1978 ) . A1 LUHIALEFINE g 51 TXF H O 7E TAEREAR M E A2 00 1 09 PFAT
AL O TR BT R = A EEs ) R R B2 = A 1 5, NS o3BT , 24U SR 5

SNEZGFEEHE (FA3EFESH)



P 03 T ELAT 3 R W R R ) X Re B A IR 55 2l AL (Tyler il Blader, 2003 ) , fij H.
BTN B ) OO 22 5 0]t i 2GR ), A A Tl 58 0T R 3 B0 S0 AT B T el 20 LR
17 a5 (Fuller®, 2007 ) s Uk, AHE T AL ST A BRI B3 T, 2 2 b A8 841 1 1Y) 03 T30
WK AEZL TAELE , 76 TAER A 52 ) 9132 218 5, X 2e e (A A 1 dhodk TAERR
% Bl S Ar A Y B 2 2 L (Janssen#1Gao, 2015 ) s 5 i , A S5 ma R e R o PR RN e 6
8 EA S HUAERAT ) 0 T3/ 32 B A b b N R sk A T 0 B # (Keltnerds,2003) , 45 55
TETAETRBCFER , XA R T B R A AR S 1047 R o BT DA B oA, AR SR 3 0 DL M R

H3: 5t T AU A S 51 T sh A 1o B3 IR A OG

R FR TG ARG B T 5 80535 OC R AN AT B SO E PR N, B1 TR
HIEATRRAR, 28 5 X4 38 7 A T A BN BRI, 3 25 6 53 T A 4L 20t (o7 SR RAEG, AT
AFITH A AR TR T AR AR S T A 70 o IR, ARt DA Bk

H4: AU AIEAE L TR R T ERE S R TR Az i A 1EH .

(=) BT I 1 VR

T SE BN THEIS WAL, A 520 ) AT 8 & A SRR 0 TR T A
KA R 2 56 H L (Salancik P feffer, 1978) A MSUOITAL# M T @ YT 3 & , S H R E
AU, XTI S5 T BEIR AL A PR AL (LauFTLiden, 2008 ), R, 15247 A 5l XL
& AT BB 23 M 5% T 2R 20 2L PN 75 25 LA TR B o JEASL S0 4 015 2 R T A BB X T AN 25
PR, 0T @ AT A ], I EOR TR 2 TO I B b IR AR 2 (AR ST B A3, 2000 ) o B
P B B RUER N TR RE ) JE G M AR T R DU R A X R4t 5 0y s e T 46
Al ST S R E 2 ] R B AR AEIE R GBI, 1995 5 8557 AR {1135, 2000 ) . 52
Fic A TR B 45 38 AU A SR Z Y T B (Magee A Galinsky , 2008 ) , 13 2 B (/s 138 1 % U5
B BE X B2 T EA 74545 (ManerfllCase, 2016 ) , i 1 J& X400 54 AU AR BN 255 B2 i fla 7] 22
[H] |9 &Y & J (CogliserFllSchriesheim, 2000 ) , 1M 5205 51 T4 B O 0 A7 o 20 b

FERASI T S BRI T, L FRRRFEREER G I MRE AL R E
B2 X A CAERAR P M (A SRR B ANE 8, T ARG A A S S8 4 5L T 1
TRKERT SRS 5 LA U A BN Z (B YOG 2R o — 7 T, A S KA E R, AN ) B 4%
B R B i 3838 7 200 T Jm AT s ] S 5 R T2 AR 508 s il — i
M F (Zhang5,2011) , T BE R IR T 0 5 51 % 52 T 3t S &0 B (Aryeeds, 2007 ),
X RA E YR JERE 0 R T A S 017 R 7 S e i 28 & R 5 5 R AN
i B, D TORTE2E A O TAERFAR T A 2 mm 7 AN (R, AT BTG 0 2H 2 b o7 8% AT o) —
J7 T JEA SR T SR AR A ORI BTk, A R T B O RO R T R R S AN
SAETIANE  H F HEF TSSO B T (B0 AR, 2000 ; 25 BE AT B, 2014) , 8k
AT AA ) P B R0 R TR R T Nz 30, 25k BAT LR OC R 7 JE RS Y 51 T B JR R N 37 43
FH A TAERAAR T B M, UE T A2 7 BN FRAG 36T LA b, AR SCHR H DA A -

HS : A SR R 5 1 T ORI JE RS 5 5 T AU Z B DGR , RIS T
TRACT AL ST T, 7E B 7K AT T, R RO R AR5 53 T 20 2 b A8 J8n 22 [a] 4 171 )
KR,

FET DL, A SO SRR AL & — A R A TR/ i 72 (Edwards FlLambert , 2007 )
DT B NYOCERA T JE A B2 A E g LA SR 5K 37T R 2 11 55 B 21 Y
TSR LA AR LI 5200 7, A T AR A 2 2 b A S , T SR S 2 B P fo 230

EWRRR: LT RRAT ERR A R T E 20 MAT A
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PEAT A o AT 1 L AU AU 2400 BE ) N0 T 55 2] b N OGP JE AR5 | R 1Y
AN R SRR B SRR, B 51 TN H 7R S P A AL RIFRAR , 554k 01 T A U8 TR SR RY
11, BIEAS AR T 9845 O 207 T RS B3 T ZH U B Z [ 5 2% L 3 L R
RET GRS i 53 TS AR T ST 0 B, AR N -

H6: 24 51 T AL T i K-F BT T I, b 2006 207 i (A 6 aod 20 4 (o R0 5% T 3
BITEAT S A TR T 5

=, IRAE

(— ) Bdsicte

ARG F AL IS 5 0 LKA S , W ST Al BB S RS 52
TNV A FEAE P B TR] 15 2R F 40 -5 B3 T VT BE 89 77 2T R S ) 465 AR P90 285 [n) 5 8] A o HE )
[T, BT S 3 o ik B MR R 2 45 1006 &4y B R S a5 15 7E PR 1)
B S5 T2, AR 2 1) B 38 R 014 o WIS 3 PR AN S 0 5 5 3 ) 6 1 PR 2 v B8 44 MY
FATF2A ARG 38 SRR, 2437 [ E & iRl s R4 PR, Bk 2 58K B IS &
BRI AW FTI I B T A4 S () 5 P S 1) 4 < B2 T 15 B T AR
B ETRERTIGIRE: JEASNS: LU RN 453 597 G A 5] (ambivalent identification ) |
T2 Bl A D R 5 0 17 A 7 400 A I8RO B3 T 3 sl A 7 A A PEAN BT AR5 )
46244 51 T 5954 145 £ A6 T MR A9 IR ()36 , SRR JCTE BT ik ok 22 16 AL EL A I dg—
e RN S 1 ) 4, e 240 55 0 TR AU 4090y, 45 [ B SR K 97.89%, bt
TS ARCFH88.53%:

TESHEREA T, Bk 549.1%, 1 15 50.9%; F-¥4E I H37.38 % (SD=5.18 ) ; . 15 |5
91.2% , A1 5 8.8% ; HA AR L %D 1Y (5 84.9% ; TEA FALA 1Y TAEAF BRI (E M 9.224F
(SD=4.80); 5 £ 40 T HL T J& B A B8 12.56 A (SD=13.27) 7E 51 TREA R B
31.1%, 7 15 68.9% ; F-HI4ENE F131.28 % (SD=6.19) ; T 15 15 54.0% , A1 1546.0% ; HA AR
2D 5 75.5% s FEAS B 1) T AEAE FR B 4,064 (SD=3.89 )

()M

AR5 A FH 0 D0 e R AG I P 9 — 30 ) %) et e 3 3 s 3 L A v A £ B DK
JE S FRATTIE BB AR A% B2 (translation ) A1 7133 (back-translation ) #£ % ( Brislin, 1986 ) , JU gL W 5 3%
BN T SCiE 3 I AR U A A A, FacJe it e A 1 1 R A ) e AT

1. B RT IR A5 K Lees (2019 ) 1 & ) T el i - TR T &
PREG: AR A i BN A TR A5 L AT 8 T IR — 8 A IR ORISR R
A IHE TR AR S B A 0 TR RIEH 4, WA IR ORISR R R ZE T RES 4
T (=A% RFE, S=IEH R , R A B — 20k R %0ch 0.896.

2. ST AR ST R FHABAFI361 45 (2000 ) 2 il 19 13 A0 6 00 g Ja AR 830, 71 {31 B 411
TR B AR TR 58 A IR M At/ At 450 > AR T T A/ IN S5 0 Fh 3R 1) P A A e
KA FURS ST Q=R AR S, S=AER AR ), BB M N — 2 2 5 0.907

3. ZHZUH AT SN L AT 5T R F U E EisenbergerF (2002 ) ) 2 0 53 T A% 2 2 i 37 Ja%
I, B3 PR - £ B e A ABUE 1E 4 10 & ( TangiralaFlIRamanujam, 2008 ) , A8 2& P 0 4«2
LU T R EE R LS AU TR T SR TR S S (1=3E W AR A
S=HEFATE ), RN — 0 &5l 0.751,

4. FEHAT A AT R HFuller®s: (2007 ) T & 1 648100 2 30 1 3 T sh PR T8 AR

SNEZGFEEHE (FA3EFESH)



BTN 22T J A H T AR s AR AT e 9% T Jm ] 1 507 B B R R e o fee o SR 2
SERES s (1= PO, 5=002 ), TR M N — S R Eah0.914,

5. P AR AR BRI R i AR i S — AR B TN DGt E B B
B A R AU 55 R R B TR s AR, RIASR 32 sl R BT oA 5 i L 1 5 A 1
] (Bateman M Crant, 1993 ) . A% 36 B AN A 19 32 2 Mk k& X 32 8l P47 0 A I 252 1l
(Bolino%:, 2010 )  AHF 57 % F Seibert 5 (1999 ) 4 il ity H il H: = Sk A , A0 2 R ami <
2% o F AT A BGEE TR P A TS, TR0 N — B0 R 500 0.852 55 — i Bt T X4 &
2P JE A TR] , BP53 T X640 535 A8 DA TR] Ay T EL ) Bt A AN DA TR] 4 T, %o 40 3 5 A TR B ) IR
3% (Kreinerffl Ashforth, 2004 ) . XJ 5525 154 JE A [ Al fig =520 51 T0 B N OCRBPEM LA
K3 T TAESTEL (Lees, 20195 Pratt, 2000 ) o AHF 57 K 2t g H Kreiner il Ashforth (2004 ) Y i
2 1 6 T 12 X6 40 T 2 B P S AT, AR SR MR A TR X BB A I = SR IR BN A A
e, AR I INFR— B R 5l 0.924

(Z)Geit o i ik

AHFFE R SPSS 25.0FIMplus 7.0X FEAELHE AT 04T o 1 58, 30 A 36 uE 1 PR 38 A BTk 56
A5 7AF i 2 [A) 1) X 4350, 38 1k Harman B PR 28 G 56925 R [R] D 12k ok R) 11 A 60 [ 9050 2 1) A
WK, % R RN AT 5T BB AE 72U nT BT T S AR 3 (44 S0 PP 4.398 44 61 T0) L 38
b BN B R 2R 5 22 3 s R g B 2 5 BB AU, 45 BRI NAHOC R EL(ICC)
0.049(/NTF0.059) , J& T-/INIWZH N AH X (Cohen, 1977), B T shAT I A FEAE BRI B 2554
N7, TT LASE i 0 )2 A3 MRS S0 R 5 5 i), 38 i bootstrapiZe i 11°95% B A X [a] A2 b7 8L, 46 56
EEN RN IOL Sy YA

M. #HFESHEER
(— )R UEPE N 2R 3455 LR i O 22 A6 46

ABE5EIE HiMplus 7.0%F AL G T: | B R ROC R T7 RS 40058 JE A [R]  ZH 2057 B

T B SN ST R S A AR A T I E M R R 43T (CFA ) o %5 18 B A X 00 0 R i A A
FERREA /N, A5 2R A4 T A0 7 (SR RNl R , 201 1), K AR 40 S0 i R I ) 2Ry
DU FRAR A BT, S5 R AN 1 PR o 5 HAh A SE G RUA L, 7S PR R B s U6 e A
(=1 300.250,df=579 , /*/df=2.246 , CFI=0.914 , TLI=0.906 , RMSEA=0.055 , SRMR=0.059 ) , ]
AWFFR L 7SS T A R X305, 27 AN RIS 25

#1 TERIIMEZSH

FEEA Ve df  y/df CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
L FHIRL: AL; LMXA ;AL L;OS;PRO;PB;CMV 1 009.698 543 1.859 0.944 0.935 0.046  0.038
ST AL; LMXA; AL L; OS;PRO;PB 1300.250 579 2.246 0.914 0.906 0.055 0.059
FLAFARA . ALYLMXA ; AL L;0S;PRO;PB 2195.340 584 3.759 0.807 0.792 0.082 0.076
PUPHFHi%Y : AL+LMXA+AL L;0S;PRO;PB 2913.925 588 4.956 0.722 0.702 0.098 0.086
ZHTFARRL: ALYLMXA+AL_L+OS;PRO;PB 3997.914 591 6.765 0.593 0.566 0.119 0.126
T HFEAL ALY LMXA+AL_L+OS+PRO; PB 4299.402 593 7.250 0.557 0.529 0.124 0.130
PR TR AL+LMXA+AI_L+OS+PRO+PB 5858.878 594 9.863 0.370 0.332 0.147 0.161

T N=409; ALUREAL ST, LMXAUR B F9OCR T AR, AL LIGRSTS P EAE, 0S4l
ZUBALIEA, PROJUER E SRS PBICR E 3T, CMVARERSL R AT I 7

RIRAWTTER IS5 51 T ICEC 5 2O KN , nT A AR R] D7 95 i 22 , (R A) 57 2%
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BRI T 6] 7 e 22K 56 . A 03 I Podsako 25 (2003 ) 5 5 , i F Harman B R E 4G 56, 1
[R5 BT AT R A T AR TE e AR R R 2R 40T, 56— U B 8 S5 1 122.66% , /N T
Harrison% (1996 )EF£ 1 50% HbRME , 17 HLA (5 BRRAFAR K F 109 B 09 5048 5 5 (64.00% ) 1
—2e  BUAN , ABIFSE A 3 I A [R] v R S AR LA AR AR AL AT R I (RELT R A
2012) HHFE 1R, IMACMV G , RMSEATISRMREY T [ /NT0.5, £ R T ARS8 hr %A
BFEAL (=1 009.698,df=543 , y*/df=1.859, CFI=0.944, TLI=0.935 , RMSEA=0.046 , SRMR=
0.038) . LA 2 #1 2 BAHIF 52 A L[R2 25 ) JEAS (. 2%

(Z)HRYE S b

ARG AR I B 2E AR R RN —BE R B2 R i T L
W 07 G R G 5 20 20 i S SRR 2 R O (7=—0.110, p<0.05 ), 55 FE s P47 R 3 Uk ¢
(r=-0.141,p<0.01); 51 T LA S E AT R B3 TEAHDC (7=0.146,p<0.01) . LL_E 53 Hr
B BTSRRI AU

®2 ETENEMEERTEREXRY

=)

AR M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
15 1311 0463  —
2 AR 31.284 6.186 0.032  —
32200 3.900 0.781 -0.083 —0.316" —
4. HBUTE 4056 3.891 —0.036 0464”7 —0.145" —

5. 13 A 3.684 0.534 0.091 0.052 0.074 0.009 (0.852)
6. FJEIAE 2399 0.891 0.1457  0.003 0.062 0.049 0.167" (0.924)

T EFHRKFR - . .
- . ) ) 0.896
F B 2889 0.737 0.000 —0.009 0.057 0.119" 0.102° 0.540" ( )
8 JEAN ST F: 2660 0.720 —0.114" —0.073 0.060 —0.126" —0.119" —0.500" —0.411"" (0.907)

QML 3437 0754 —0.013 —0.098" 0.027 —0.105" 0301 -0.020 —0.110" 0.005 (0.751)
10. £ H 3.060  0.838  0.106" 0.046 0.055 0.071 0.072 —0.029 —0.141" 0.041 0.146™ (0.914)

1 :N=409; p<0.05, " p<0.01; $5-5 N I{E & 58 AR — 2ok &2 %0

(OB

AAIFGE R FHISPSS 25. 0% B 2470 2 BIE /04T , 25 R a3 R i Al6 b, R R
X IEREEXT T AT A BE R 2 (f=—0.181,p < 0.01)  fBIEH 11551 35 ; 57
28R, IO R IP JE ARG X 51 T2 23 M A SRR A 67 1] 52 I B2 3 (S=—0.144,p<0.05 ) , {15
H2A5 3] 32 35 B 7 7, B T 2 2L kb A7 SRR 52 T = s ATy 89 1F 18] 52 0 .2 (8=0.153,
p<0.01) B H3MS 2 S H5 BRI R, BRAR i 03 T R shiPEAT MR X A A8 & B F R RS
PRGN R A AR B B T SO AN, RO R 7 JE RIS R B 3 (f=—0.162,p<0.01),
D3 T SO B R B 3 (5=0.135,p<0.01) AR $E BaronFllKenny (1986 )2 Hi i HH A 7Tk,
B TSI BT BN RO R P TG RGN 51 T h A7 R 2 [ R A /B R HATS
B2, Wb, A SCE HISPSS PROCESSZ: K 9 Hh 41/ H (Hayes, 2013 ) , bootstrap 8 & fli A I
RS 0008745 R B, BN R JERI T G T E S AT 0 0 ELEERUN —-0.184,
SE=0.066,95%# 5 X [A]CI=[-0.315,—0.053]1 (A1 50 ) ; AKHBALST F 90 ABERYS3HrE), BF
WRFR T TERE XS 51 T 3 34T A 0 (R HEA50% H—0.022, SE=0.013,95% & {55 X [A] CI=[-0.059,
—0.004](AELF50) LSRRI, By TAHLUAIERATE F FREAT GRS S R T 2T h 2
[ AEH

SRS I JEAAT T R R FROF JE ARG 5 By T2 2R SR 2 R DG ZR TR VE L B
X AR e R AR S AR AR B K RS Y AR R S AR A IR AR R 5 B, AR
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x3 SELRAEASZH

AR
AR B3 A S SN BTN

IR RERN2  BERI3 R4 RERIS file AT NS
B R
el —0.035 —0.046 —0.048 —0.040 0.118" 0.105° 0.124° 0.111"
AR -0.093 -0.102 -0.102 —0.099 0.031 0.020 0.046 0.034
=371 -0.035 —-0.033 -0.030 —0.023 0.086 0.088 0.091 0.092
HAUTH -0.068 —0.051 -0.053 —0.053 0.076 0.097 0.086 0.104
F A 0.323 0.325™ 0324 0312"  0.064 0.067 0.014 0.023
ST JE AT -0.063 0.015 0.001 -0.012 -0.066 0.032 -0.056 0.030
AR
TR R T IE IR -0.144" —0.151™ —0.155™ -0.181" -0.162"
B S 0.036  —0.053
ARHAEA
R T IE IR < BA AR S -0.100"
AR
ZH SV AN B 0.153" 0.135™
R 0.114 0.128 0.129  0.139  0.031 0.053 0.051 0.069
AR? — 0.014 0015 0.025 — 0.023 0.021 0.039
F{H 8.628™ 8.433™ 74197 7.145" 2109 3.2197 3.096" 3.710"
AF — 6.548" 3474 3.817" —  9.609™ 8.774™ 8.285"

1 : N=409;p<0.05,"p<0.01.

17572 AR5 25 SR N e 3B RYA iy 7 , 7E 30
P T L FRRAFERR S ERsg  §25 T
FRN G, T e R P JE AR5 FIE AL 45 g 20 ¢
FWH P2 B AE XS B T 2R 2V R 1Y g 5T
00 55 3 (S=—0.100, p<0.05 , AR*=0.025 ), oot o0 RBES
T AT SR R HOER T IE IR 5 5 X 05 - —— EEHSS
T2 U A7 B 2 T8] 6 2R 1 9 1 0 1% % '
o . an /\:;4/ \?‘n‘”‘ﬂ’ﬁﬁ
T 43 v AR CAHE B 14
PRUES )2 2 1 P AN R 2B, FEARK T B2 ASASHETEER

BRSNS T, B R0 & R 51 T 20 S A5 J8 0 4 7 w) B0 B R 8.3 (S=—0.061,
>0.05) s 7E R K AL T T, N R0 JE PR B6 6T 53 T 4120 457 S8R H1 4 B0 ] 0004 FH (2
F(=-0.249,p<0.01) X EL5E R FERACEBA T T, E ORI EIRE 5 R T4
AN ST 22 [ ) 671 ] G R B iR, S RFRAEHS o

A2 FISPSS PROCESS 7 K o A I 15 f Fh A 3500, 384 7 435 38 Wb s A IR 9 P A 350 3
#(index of moderated mediation ) >5—0.020, SE=0.014,95% & {5 X [i] CI=[—0.057,—0.001] (£,
F0), UL AT 2 AE NIRRT SRR | 53 T 20 SO AN B HURN 32 sh A7 o0 22 [A) R 015 4R
FH, 25 R UNRAFTR o MBS AR, 1RO 7 G R 53 T 3 a4 R A el 3238007
1-0.009, SE=0.012,95% &-{Z X [8] A CI=[-0.041,0.009] (2570 ) ; 4 BiA SR S AK E- i, F R 4%
K B TG R 51 T s AT R AR TR 42400 h—0.038 , SE=0.021,95% {7 [X.[i] y CI=[—0.090,
—0.007](AELF0) 5 AL T R AR /K SF T 48U IR 1 v A 3000 25 57 0 3, 25 AT HE
—0.029,SE=0.020,95% &-{5 X [A] CI=[—0.084,—0.001] (AL 350) . LA b 43425 51 SCRHRIHG , 8
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FUUGRS_E T GO 20 e A e ek 7% T ZH U (7 SRR L = sl A7 R P 5, BT
BB, 1O R G RGBT 2 S U SR 51 T F 3 7oA A Il 800 T
R4 BETHRNBN

AR PR AR HOVIE pEIRZE 9S%EFXEIFIE  95%E (5 X (8] 1R
RS (-1SD)  —0.009  0.012 —0.041 0.009
LA AR -0.024 0.014 -0.061 —-0.004
FBASIS (+1SD)  —0.038  0.021 —0.090 —0.007

. ZR.BTERE

(—)WF5Easie

BTG BN T HLE AT ERT T 5 T E R 06 200 J& AR 00 1o 20 20 i 67 S8 Xt B3
TR A B AR SALE T X LA 1 D6 R I VR o 1 08 PR A5 SRR 5 T Rk
AT GRS AT 0 B3 T, B TR TG IRE R B T &0
T RN ET A R AU [ 3k S5 D PR SR, B AT R, AN B e T
W HLUAHRATE R R R GRS Fah AT w2 R ER, B L TR R TS
ARG 1) B3 T xR 5 05 3 2 [B) 1 5 22 7 A AN e SRR X s, 25 2 SRR B B OB A A
N B SR LB = 5200 7, DT AR A 2 S b A S, T A 1 R AER s | 2l T
YERREE ) TAEAT Iy o i), A B T B 0 RAFE AL ST 5 % b N O R P I IR I X
LA A BRSSP T R A s i, BVA TS A AR T, D1 TR 8 4 3 A SE AR AL X
B BE ST AN A K AT A A AT REXT A B T A T AR A A BRI XA AT B T
ZH LU A BN P A T R R L I8 25 BHAS B TR 3 AT R

()RS TR

AR PSS DTk FEERINAE LA =1 R —, T L TR P IR IE I 4ok
A B, 6 B T R R T IEIRR S TAEZ R 2 R 2 R IRV 30 AR IR E 5T
YRR EIRE S E AT M Z A E R . HLee® (2019 ) Han (2020 ) A5 fir s i 1)
BT R o 207 JE RIS 51 T TAESS B TG 4518 — 80, AR R e R
JE ARG X6 B3 T2 shVEA T M TR ), ATITRE L 2006 28 0 I AR 56 10 245 SR A5 o AT 55 B
TAERSIRREEA AR T MR N, R T X B FRER T IERE 25 R A A,
WA, ABIFFE IR T 2R A SR TG ARG 5 45 JAR B 2 [RI 520 7 18 708, AN B R R
0 5 VAR I0 0 2 1 B AN B SRR AN 7 40 B A T AR B Z , 6 B T T AR SR T A T ARG )

B TS E RN TR AT 00 T B N ORI SRR B T s AT M
M HLEE, 280 T DAERFTE X b R R R T IEARR 5 51 T TAESE 3R 2 (8] 56 R A1 B A= Fshipl
BEAR AR o D2 TR R RO R P JE RS2 Hh 5 400 538 AN 1 06 2R 380, R mT RESC T
S80S SRR AU B R A5 B A A 05 Bt T R G AR IA RN T.(Guarana
FilHernandez,2016) , i 23 52 M H AL U A7 B AGTE B, 13X — AR A28 0 A B vl LA Bl AT
BINE S TAEREAR b E A A S R A

55— AR R BUSAL S RIS T N RO R P JE RIS XS E ST A TR . AT
WF5E % 58 T REMS M L N R OC R P JE RIS XS R T3 A8 30 4544, e gt & 35 (Lee s,
2019) AR XH T AEH A FL 2 X (Han, 2020 )25 0] 455 I T 286 220 G IR U0 5175 44 #6908
Z A5 ZR o ARBIFFT I R AR AT 5 2 i) 60 207 JE AR 6 A TR AR S T, SR 40 55 1 A %
R 225 (A4 T 5 52 T 22 [ 43 il — AR A2 3 S5 5 X 1 F R &R BT
PR, AH T BT NER SR TN X — S5 WA T —Fh Al il b 906 27 & AR5 1 T80
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SOpUR S S U

(=) EHSCERA

AMFFENT L LVE BRI AL —E RN ST B YO R T RS A B R0, B
i 3 S AR 5 R B T AR W X A bz 8 Lo S — I, AR BRI 5 T, 2N %
B AT R — BT A R B, R A PR R R B A B R R T RO R T
JE ARG Fre /M T AT 538 7 A 20 B el A G AT R, ) T A A, A S T B
TIBRIGTHERI, HIEA TR AU BTk, LB K B T B AR A LU IR (R T o 5
—J5 T, ZHZUA]E A A H B TR IR B3 T N 906 R 07 & IR A4 2 b S S8 = ] Y 5%
Z RME L THA L FREETERG LSRR UL, 85 25 EAEFE R, HA LT L
I A P 5L TN AU EEOR G2 A 51 T 1 RO R0 G AR50 5 21 2l A7 8RN 22 ) ()36 4, E
PETF 53 TR AR 3 SR, 9/D D1 T0 &5 3 B8 = TAE BT, 61 TN F S0 TAE 3R
T AR ) S5, DTS B 53 TR b O R 7 JE IR, B SN B ) TAESS SR

(PU)AFFE Sy PR Je

ARWFFAAE— 2L SR BRI B 2 Ak 1528, R ARIFFE R T W AR (] 40 5 5 03 T DC FRC 4K
i, A AR TR R 22 , (TS AS BEAS B A M 4 DR SR DG 2R, AR A 9 1T LR FH S 36 32 R AG 56
A g 2 (A PR SE R, B IS ) NSO o 100 D AR 56 2 25 A RS R A BT I, ATt )
T F RN —ZBU 7k, B I R ERS , oF & 1A 95 358 B2 .25 T B (Connidis HIMcMullin,
2002), Kt , AR BB )3 — 2 BE AN AT JE (RIS AR OGS, W AN F o i T T el 2 3 B
FERAERE R T T R R T TG R B sh A S B T T AR SR sh SR il 2

WK, MR R 5T AR L R 06 R0 I RISl A 7ok Z [ D R 4 21
LA — 5 A BE AR , AR SE AT 2 T E S S MRS (Parkerds ,2010) B 42 | TR LR T
JE AR 2 A5 233l 4 “BE R A2 (energized to ) () SIHLAR A 03 T B84 Th o ILAh , ARG 585
ARG RIS PRI T 5200 1 BOC Z2 78 T R B0 48007 19 300 L %A, A SR ot mT A B2 A~
PR ST TRORFZ Y8 B8 22 IR sk L RO R0 JE R B0 T AR i 1 30 4508, He i 53 T
TR R3O BRI 25

PR, 0 JE B XT B3 T T AESS SR A 52 ma 2o SR M, ARG 7 Sk 5 b &8 AN ] 1) 5%
Wil o 26 AR 7 BFIE SCA AR 2 b AN AR B [l — S5 i, IEASTA R X ST 11 22 [8]— 1 20 JE 1Y,
MR EATTRENS LA —Fh -1 i F1ES 77 =X R  HR2247 7F (Peng AINisbett, 1999 ), 3 1] LAY 4~
RS 8 JE PRI, (40335 1oy P S I, el A AR 32 Sl R o S5, AT 2 28 [ B A g R kg AR A AR AR
SN, H AR 1 o e S RCRE 0 4 T LA KR IO () S i 45 ( Ashforth 45,2014 5 XIHEH %5,
2017 ) 1 H. , KA A FE A T5 B — A5 i S A i A A D B2 4B A 1 T AT 550
PR A SR O R SRR AUN, 1 A% AT 5 K ) b F R R JE IR 5
FENHAT A Z RIS R AE IR 2k, AR BIRIFFE I8 nT AR A 20 2k P BA AR R AR DDA B85 7
U L 2 1B, B N6 207 G AR50 A T AR RN 2 5 2 T8 fiff s N5 5 51 T DC et
Vi I KN E A e DOl W S L LN N ARG R e SR b AT

R ARSI BT B RO R P IE RN 01 T T ARESS A0, 1T 208 T % B F %6
Z 8 JERI6 i RS B A BFSE . Han (2020 ) M 1G85 25 55 A1 5 51 T A R L AKE 4 3 LA K%
B RBTT A AR ZE 7 = AT TS5 T R TR R0 TGRS H B i o AR g F
FE AT 5 A A TA XS AH G A 000 5 2, L AmIA N T R RHABOR 19 25 20 A S B A AR R 21
P 5 A5 (ConnerMSparks, 2002) A AR K, 2 B A5 [ 61 T FF LR T IEIRS: .
F BRI T T B b — A WAL O R 7 S TR AT L
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Summary: As the organizational environment becomes more dynamic and complex, leaders often

assign conflicting work requirements on employees to achieve organizational goals effectively, thus
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leading to employees experiencing ambivalence towards leaders. Recently, scholars have examined
ambivalence within the context of workplace relationships. Leader-Member Exchange(LMX)
ambivalence refers to the subjective experience of coexisting positive and negative thoughts towards the
leader-follower relationship; however, the influence of ambivalence on employees’ work outcomes is
inconsistent. Moreover, there is a lack of understanding on the relationship of ambivalence and changed-
oriented behavior. Based on the tenets of social information processing theory, we investigate how LMX
ambivalence affects employee proactive behavior by exploring the mediating role of organizational
status and the moderating role of authoritarian leadership.

We collected data with validated scales in 11 companies from Beijing, Shanghai, and Qingdao in
China at two time points. At time 1, we distributed questionnaires to 462 employees to measure their
demographic variables, LMX ambivalence, authoritarian leadership, organizational status and control
variables. At time 2, we sent questionnaires to the corresponding supervisors to measure their
demographic variables and employee proactive behavior. We obtained a dataset of 409 supervisor-
subordinate dyads eventually. This study verifies the hypothesis with confirmatory factor analysis,
correlation analysis, and hierarchy regression analysis.

The results show that the relationship between LMX ambivalence and employee proactive behavior
is significantly negative, and such relationship is mediated by employees’ organizational status.
Authoritarian leadership plays a moderating role in the relationship between LMX ambivalence and
employees’ organizational status. Specifically, for employees under a high level of authoritarian
leadership, the negative effect of their LMX ambivalence on employees’ organizational status is
stronger. Our moderated mediation model also demonstrates that the indirect effect of LMX
ambivalence on employee proactive behavior through organizational status is stronger for employees
who are under a high level of authoritarian leadership. This study explores the influence of the factors of
individual attitude and leadership on employee proactive behavior, providing new ideas for motivating
employees to engage in proactive behavior.

This study makes the following contributions: Firstly, it extends the outcome variables of LMX
ambivalence from employees’ task performance to proactive behavior, which advances our knowledge
on the relationship of LMX ambivalence and change-oriented behaviors. Secondly, it reveals that
organizational status is a path to explain the relationship between LMX ambivalence and employee
proactive behavior from the cognitive perspective. Thirdly, it examines authoritarian leadership as a
boundary condition aggravating the negative effect of LMX ambivalence on employees’ organizational
status and proactive behavior. In terms of managerial implications, leaders should empower employees
rather than display authoritarian behaviors to avoid strengthening the negative effect of their experience
of “love and hate together”.

Key words: LMX ambivalence; organizational status; authoritarian leadership; proactive behavior
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