BEEEMNX : BT ABMELRH SRR ST
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R B0 R, BRI, 430072

Be MARETHES AN REANE R FE FEfTsE, THEET
Bt B AT KR EARE KERARRBEEEROGTR TG, ATA
RABBA Z S )RR, MIETARBRME LMK B9 X R T & ET &6t
T, HRBEEE T TR ARRE T L BMEAFRGRIIRR ., XK
KRB FETRHORTTALE, EhoAKFRIEGRATIAALETE
JET Bty TR AR A AR T & EE A H M I AN, HITHEE
28 TR R RRAL L T A

2o BETE; BHAX; SHARE,; MF-HFL#

1 R H

T 20 FERAUFLE TAE TN R R R . AT MWK EIT AN
M 7 AR S R AR 3 B A2 R WEAE R R OARE A B EAT N, REYGh . RE
IR Horb (e A 2 1) 2 S5 & 5 B (Tepper, Simon & Park, 2017). S ERFEZE < T J& X4
SR 10TE SRR OFCRAT N IEN, AN B R, RARIA . AT
PP KRB HETAL. BEASK T8 % (Tepper, 2000). 41ZURT i T file #1440
S5 AT T ARRAR Y o oIl A 4 TR 5 R 5 8 7 7= A P 7 {2 P DA 7= B FE v A
238 12,35 Jt(Tepper, Moss, & Duffy, 2011). A2 & EE N TR MBS RIH — RFTHER R
JSL, W B HR ] Mot OB ) R AR R A D TAERRNAT H(Oh & Farh,
2017). R 1 5% T =48R0 KR R BN N @ S A O AL, S R R A N R @ AT
R R R T N R AHLSURES AT A, UTER . B HEAT RE RIS H 4 0 £ . Tepper
BN (2017) X5 RS B AR S S MR bR L, H R0 R I R RE AR BT 9T O EA 200 R
Fi, X — AR AT 7 SRR P e U459 3 V2 B0AIE, H =& 0 I RO T R R —
BT BB TR UAE ] T SRR o 8 2 R G 1 B ] e R R x4 2 T 1) R 7
JF(Ferris, Yan, Lim, Chen, & Fatimah, 2016), {HJ& H g #7195 BRAE T 8A STIERE A K
ZREFE N B REUL) 1~2 FhRixt 7 3, HBRATR T 2 Fh Rkt e B AR XA st B an b . ok
BT — A7 Tl 2 DRI 2 55 8 N @ I R 7 O 1N B IR G RO AL, DL [ 2552 % 7
PR 52 L0 7 2 SR R A A R ¥ 3X — D i B (Tepper et al., 2017).
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TEBAL HEF. B il IR 2 PR Al b, PR AR 48 50 7 A 12 VA i Bk
1y, AN LS R AT Y AR 26 RV B 25, T R I H 1A T N IR AR B B . MR
3 R et SR E A 5 36} e %2 ZE - TR, Horb Richman AT Leary(2009)F H 112 5l 71 i Wi A5 74
LB V)iss 7T 596 4IRS AR S0 B I N o 1ZAB ALK 52 30 246 AR 1 BT S L s A 53 A
=K K RISt (relational-promotion). J#14> [F] ¥ (antisocial response) [l (avoidance) F: 4l
A SR RE . o oG RIRTH IR AN ST 6 RICES (10 75 2R, VAR BRI BN B i R 1) A 43
FAAEAAS L, TR IFF SN . AL S R OB R RIE, 5B LAMA Y B SR
F VBN I o [m] 38 DU 2 /A 52 13 Sk — S 4R 4 A5 T K DL OK B, TEAE S R Rk
B, 2B IBANA, R B T B N AMRZ BT LA P AR R R B L, 5 AR AR 44
Pt o, AR W 1 TRt 6 Fifidke 7 . A0t 7ok LUNBRIE 2610 2 3 IRy 2

TR, MO BRIE 4 ) Ff BE PR 2R 52 T FE R J& BRI PR Al S L x5
1 AT R TR0 R R RS AT

Livi! BRE iR E BExE BN i EN
Pan & R R TR AR, RTE LMX R, ST B
Lin, 2018 13 TARF R, BRI A, R Rl B 8 BRI T
MAEZE ZHEF(LHHIL VI A A7 8 I e T A il = S A A
NFEzhk.
Park et e LB E ) UUBK BUR R HL i Vo i L e B K ) 5 3L
al., 2018 WA ZE TEUCERRIBLG, JF Pt Bk
RERIZ R AW TEH
VR W], R SRIATAREENS Rk TIC AR I 5 7 A BN 22 /D T TR B A
2018 HE TS EFATH; ARSI, RNt E TAES)
BL, AITTEEMA R 8 A 54T
RCEE BEEHE A LBRY FEAiEh INSEEEOELTY TE IR EE AT el 0
2019 IR NI N T LRI A5 T T8 45 52 0 57
o A RYHLL TRNE Jy, 182 e s AR K
SRR, O B L) IR A1
P 5
Pyc et al, REEH; hA0EGER RS AR, TAEEER PIAPE AR T 77 SR R, 42
2017 & il B 4 TARH R B 8 AR A 5 18 BT T 2
TR R RS RS A AR R A 1R
Ferris et al, MIEEH; PAFUGEE  BiEE K- bl [ i 7 L U B P A R 5
2016 TEAR; REFTARAT N N N R R TART A,
TR D VA B LR U
Velez & FREEE A B OAER; R R TAFEDR-BEEMA AR B EARE S 2 i 5% 4 B X
Neves, 2016 WA TR E B o R OR 2 7 (RG5O B
TX LGN
Michel et al., [ 2 A TARM R TR TR R B A OR TR S AR
2016 T A A7 1K ST SR TR T A 5 I i 8 AR 3 O
W ET TR HAT N, BN R BB E & A B
LEERAAY i DD vy i AR T IER X — R R WY
TR
Kiewitz et FREFH i dio; Pid g BRE FEbi RtV ViR =RV NS R RV AN - SRS
al., 2016 PEYLER B UM AL RE T AR B A T ER
WA H A [] B SR 6 Pk, HLRETI0 9 3dt — 28
S BB,
Yu et al, REEH  pAEEURE LIESHL UNGERH 18 ORI AE BB TS R s AR
2016 P ROk AR SugmEh A EH, BT EARRT
SEE AT e A5 375 T P32 2% TROK 5 i A BB BEOA
PR .
Schaubroeck  F{X} & & TR B EER AR HRIAFERR E i RURE AR T, B E A L
etal, 2016 e [ ¥ 7 NG5 Fee A1 e S e 80 S () £ 25 5 AT
1 A R LAESRL PRS0 A B U A -
e WREEEE RGME O SR, 2 S5 AN .
Bk, SEARAEAAR I R T3 ST 2 52 2 5483 1 5% R AFAEAA Wrbn i i) 20, B2

B By 18] & A2 A8 4k (Richman & Leary, 2009).  BLI¢ 508 5 (7] (1) 401 538 3 28 4 (leader—member



exchange, LMX) &R St 4 23803 71 8 F e A) 32 B 18 (Cropanzano, Dasborough, & Weiss,
2017). HH T IS )RS J0A7 B, 453200 B @A S <Rl R A< PE A R R I X XA . <Rl
FJ&(in-group member)” 7] LLIRAF AT B 2 ISR G, AR TAE R 1. RiE

P THENLS AR . 17i<FE 4 F )& (out-group member)” 541 F (1% & AR T TEX R,
HAF R NINL 2% /> (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995; /£, £ #%, 2005) . Graen 1 Uhl-Bien
(1995) fcH M AR AR LMX R e 18 AR i J K1 234 £ 633K 45 (role taking) . ff1 (473 (role
making) F1 i % > 1 €. (role routinization) =M Bt EWIERITEL, X7 2 LIZ G MR RN TR

frpaAdE N,

W65 LI ITT SO BN, a7 OB A . B AR

LMX Fifi ][] A J& 52320 Joft &7 7+ = 8 35, %5 & T2 € (Nahrgang, Morgeson, & llies,

2009).
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E 1 ABRIE 4800 2 30 SRR (O B T4 3 i B Richman & Leary (2009)  F SCik B2 £ 177 3%)

Ja& B REx 77 2

[EPNGREE AV E 22 PaL D Lic

SR, AR SC LA BRIE 216 2 3l DR R B BE A, R AR C RIUEM B2 R E T

o Uy A

» A 1 Richman F Leary (2009) B 7845 52 45 48 A4 (1 W% 75 =X
RI93 R = R EARMERE T 7= A A 5 s A RN A, AT TR 3 — P IR RS AR Y 1 I
JEE PR SO IS ME . e, FRATRE 32 55 RE 2 s RO 7 SCAE A 28 5 i A P <0



PG R [ SR 2800, Ay AL 5 R AL PP (e R e B R A S S R LA
2 KRE M 5ZFETRERMN AR

FEAICIT & LMX S8R, 85 AT & 2 18] 1 B3l a2 A BRI, X7 B8 L@ B a8 4N
F, RIS EAT H O EEARTRRE, T B E R T8 e 1 TAE. 7RI — spafi ) 324 R A8 e rh
AT ER) A 905 R 8 B T AR5 0, 0% T J& S IA) ) BB R s ) N B B R 52 AR AT HR
FIIE 20 1 €4 93 5% (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). 1E #11 Bass(1985)#2 i [958 5 R A0 S 4 AL 41 S
ST AE A A () S5 et o g & 5 K B A 1w, TR R J& A 55 56 U 3 42 Hh
TAEER . ULEZ 295 R EEHLS, N8 2 LA BRI 38 K Sl T £ AN [R] i R 77 2
2.1 BEEHESTRRESMA

FEZHUE D, 2R EAE T Z0 LIRS, £ BETE 4822 7 7 AR IR o FH A% 2 WOR AN A
WAFI L (RN SN 230 SIS 2 Ja A BRE 44 19 22 73 Hh g N 1A 8 - 3% 5%
A BRET, ANMA 2= £ B A pP 3l (Richman & Leary, 2009). X T & B, N & &
FBIMAAT ARKRIEE TR RO E AR E AR S 2 e .

EHHFHAE A, T8 S A PR 8 [ OIS S R L2 T AR R A B K
AMEIEET T R B S T 05 5 SR O A T B, B R e S
R AU EANE RS BE BRI 2 S, AN TR 450 FR B L~ R (™ 3, K IR 57,
2017; Tepper et al., 2011). BLES N B BB A F RS 8 E, YA Z AP
. SUFIFARES PrA BN 8 #R Y B 5 R K 22 # 5K 52 (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). T 7E 4]
BAE IR, 0 T 5405 R EFIE LMX (¥ P8 A0 &R 1, 4505 (10 28 Sl R 15 g 1 Ik il e SR 22
SHERAMA A P, SEGE TS (U, KRB, BEAL)(Cropanzano et al., 2017).
—J7 T, FE“PEAE NP B, AT A 8 O 25 R VT A 3 BRI T XU BN B (AN AR AE
(Nahrgang et al., 2009) . H T FJEH = EXM 7, MFEXRR KR L E FHAL
Cropanzano %5 A (2017)#R 7o 5 BECF AT LMX K B [I55 RETHR H, WILA M B S TS 43R5
WA VES A, R0 T R B 48 AAT R SOBE e DRI Ji R 81 ) B A L A
PERIAT Y REAE A S HOE e R 77 SO B LR 2R . SRR A TFHEDE . RALBRAL . B
WEAEE . WRET AN T REMAFEEH. FEEMHS 9IRS
K, BRI, W, B & DEEHEYER] 32 . w2 SRR (Martinko, Harvey,
Brees, & Mackey, 2013; 255 Hf, 434, ®30, 2013)%% . N B4 5405 10 H.3) 28 5 40 5 1)
P A FRVA DR T 40 5 A AR SR I R DT B [T ) PR 284 4 KUA% (Oh & Farh, 2017; Wang,
Restubog, Shao, Lu, & Vankleef, 2018). /2 A1 3 41T V8t NG RHIE R T @0 T2 E 585K
R TRHEAR, BRI A BEL 1E A P A BRI RR R R A, T S8 S M S w2k iy BB A J 7, D52
FHH R MEE" . R RIMRMEE T2 PR RN E, FUIELZ P2 38R H
13 R R A2 BB, 4/ [F] 17 0 %47 9 (Richman & Leary, 2009).

S BRSNS Ak s P AR RRSE I E Y, (B N R I i Sk = Bl . =T



NEXS R B E A PR S BN A HAR I SR, 275 Richman F1 Leary(2009) % A B E 44
At Bl B2 2 (8] B HAR G #, Qe IRE BNl B IE R JIBRAC. AR EL. R A
S TERBIREIAR IS, B AN Bt b 3l @ AN a0 R, 3k A2 Y AR G S I A fie
J#(Richman & Leary, 2009). % T 424 AR B R B 17, 23 R0 9 A
AT SEAR IR SZ BB, b AT 9 AV 7E 7 A 8 I R B L AT A e — P R A
“HE RIS I FE T IR 5 T R U AT I R I AR A e P R, %o B O R A 1) B E
BN 8 P R 0 B [ B2 B 3 HAZ A 9% 751 (Lian et al., 2014). FEFl ¥ 7E R 15 25 1 2
& SEHEHR AT R BRI, RIS 4 2 RAE R B AN LB AT A S ALl R R R
1R HAR IR B At 2 0] 2 B Ry i 1] 405 1) 20k T 9(Martinko et al., 2013). k#2547 4(Lian,
Ferris, Morrison, & Brown, 2014)H1 j¢ 4 7 T{£47 A (Simon, Hurst, Kelley, & Judge, 2015)%% .
EAN N BRAE 48 22 [73 2 TH AR A A B U5 15 oo o) AR 45 PR U, e 24 QS 58 AN W Vi R A AR PR A e 5
Ji(Richman & Leary, 2009). 405 (1) 5% JEAT N AE G 3 S P HEOR MR 2N T, ffke 45
13 % 1 JEL B A S 2R (Thau & Mitchell, 2010). BRI H] 25 FEAT 9 VG A ik 2 XU 1) B3 U5 a2,
8 H R B AT N I AT BE MR I (Aquino & Thau, 2009; Thau & Mitchell, 2010; Lian et al., 2014).
ZRE TR BEIZ RN S BN BN NFIEA IPIRES, S2 AR RHE 46 28 o 7= AR i B 3R
RV RSB % IR O M 2 55 2 2

2.2 BEEHST 8 REHF

B T kb AT A TT R, 07 NBRAE 48 ) PR AT I 2 [l 38E A bR .5y, a3 (1) B A 30
BEAT 58 A BT 4 BT 8E, thg 8 TN B I R By Do B RSB 4 o 24 M B BIFE 46 7 K3
He A7 AL, AR KRB W FURHARMK, IF BA T B AR R, o] A A A LR 3 I s Ja&
e G 3 e 1] B 1R XS 7 A (Richman & Leary, 2009).

ZENFIE G, ARG eI /ME 2 = A0 4, MR R R B R A BT
f5 B3I, (2377 A 3 B 45 F (M Bh AL (Tepper, 2000; Bowling & Beehr, 2006). MAT] H . fig
5 H0 3 5T 4F TAERT 22 T2k P BN . B IR ) B SE B B HRAT Ay 2 5% R84 BRI 5 o Hh IR A
B g A R, B2 505 45 A CER 1917 J9(Oh & Farh, 2017). SR AE A W] B ARIL %
I, B LGS KB A B R AT R N 70 DR 26 A B2 BRI DL R, AN 23 3% F2
M EGUF R R H A, WO ERZTH S AR FERE RS . Lian 55 A (2014) 37 143 6
AN H I S e 4l BRI, 24 55 8 1 A SR B AT N (R 0% R R R TR A K I, B e
BRG] T B EAT NEIRL, T 828 SR B B AT A I A R R4 1) 5 JE
EHEESGE S NS RESHE, W N ESER S U LRSS A O
TR ESAT Ao WA WA 4028 7] 23 B A0 AN 6 At N S 7 R TGN, HE BAT 236 265 i ) 5 P A R
JIT 5| PR Vs 7 i L S i 2 AN A7 N B B3 BE N2 45 (Shelton & Richeson, 2006) . B ik
AR AR R G2 AR 4 FE I — P B T PP SR o 532 5 R T B I S A 2 B A 2R 8L, 7R R
B LMX 15 58T AN 2 R OC R 18 B HUH A RANME A2 A28 & 5 L [ 38 e B



I B B AR S P A I EE S T R, T R 3 R Y T 0 B R R AR R 2 Bl AR
2% N, NAMAR . B JE (Park, Carter, DeFrank, & Deng, 2018). Xf 4% 5 #f — 25 5% f& ()45 .0
(Kiewitz et al., 2016; Simon et al., 2015). JCHI& T /5545 (Oh & Farh, 2017). HEIERZ
51111 25 . (Peng, Schaubroeck, Chong, & Li, in press). 7 AANMA B 5 1 A B, K352 21450
JERFIN N 8 22 80 B0 38 R 77 FF 7= A s KT 181 45 #E 35 (Chi & Liang, 2013). 5 &8 B it il
(15 2 LSRN J8 R R BE U < 18] PR R AEDIRES S BUMA P AR SRR R . B T B R R,
NIRRT BEIRIFE 2 M AR AG AT . Bl AE 4 1) (R0 AT Dy B AR A ILAE B A AL BE A J7
T, 355 SEA7AE 1) 5 8 B 22 4R T SR & B I 3% (Seo, Nahrgang, Carter, & Hom, 2018), 1M /£ I K
NE SRS RO EER SR, W4 UTER (Kiewitz, et al., 2016; Park et al., 2018; Xu, Loi,
& Lam, 2015). #1547 M (VFER W], X BE W], KA, 2018)%% . EZFEN T @ INNH S
BEAT SN BH 1k B2 TE SRS R T AR AT D AN AR DR CSEAR IR IR I, B2 s R MR AL 2 )
THARARLS B2 MR I ZUA R (Yu et al., 2014) .
2.3 BEEHEETREXARAMM
VA e S N I — P B A R 22, 8 4B 28 10 AT B S e SRR o — b Rx Jy 2R e e Sz i
N BRRIER R AT R IR v o T 22 [y 2 (A U5 SRR A S o 78, MR T A
Bh FAEE 24000 REURRIE 4 R AR B ARG B e U e i JE ) O S 2 A
TEAu}, 2= A B E K R K5 ZIEHL(Richman & Leary, 2009). T A{E37 T A4 s 3 53 ¥
SECHREM T B HAR RS, X B R R A EEER .. NHEERAE LMX FIXRY
5N, AT N B2 [ R A 5 B 3220 5 R AE XU 2 [0 o886 B R Rk R, FIB R AERM
FALS A BUR . N85S 2 MAFE AR A 5 R o BB S P2 ARk
fii(Wee, Liao, Liu, & Liu, 2017). SR NI ETREEANGRKR, FEELE TR
TR LRI 20T M MR A EE DS F AL SR A B2, st 2k B 5 838 RE R R
(G, BHE2E, 2010). R B8 2 A 22 F0 18T 4 | B AR, A AN AFEH G i
TR, G IR B S I R R HL R R 218 I 58 RIET R R T 1 B R

ENT-TRAFR T, TEERAER I BAART RIS V) GE ARz 32T+ AbR
M8 B T B R AT R I It A ) & 92 (Richman & Leary, 2009). AS[Al T s 4 £ 1 [a] 38
B2, IRANIR IS 15 JE T J& % R AR THT A= AL O BIE FE SORAR XS B/ o B o, FE IR0 2> 12
35 T R A S AN EIN T2 . Tepper 25 A (2017) T &% & 5 2 XoF 45k 110 5% i A7 45 1 4%
AR R B AR, B 1 i 8 BV AR A (0 1 FRARAE L T AR LR FEAR ST RL, tmT LA
AR AR 5] R TR IR SRR RTS8 AT IR, 4% e H RO
OBRRLRT, v b YRR LB, WAL SRR IR R E R RPN SR AT A, 1R
AL TAEP LRI 01iE FJGLPEREE, 2019). 24 AT (BT HEIRT HH H SR AN 5% i,
NR A2 G M T AE R £ 5 n%% J1(Van Kleef et al., 2009). 475 542 i) % I8 LB R @
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X &S AR AR, T J e 5 R IR 4 H ok R R e A R Ll B e 2 A 40 A
X R J& KK #i(Wee, Liao, Liu, & Liu, 2017). N @@ “Ur{E #2717 E B X401 55 H
PR BeREERBHIRIS, WHR S B OAESTT H AR SRAF LR b i) A8, X <3G ) 1
T 31 S e A XD AT S 1) 5 R A B (Wee et al., 2017). R @ B2 540 SR M8 10 A =
P s as 01, S5 IS HAR I T IR 5 [ — S HAh TR — & 1E S 5 381F 1) B Frik
R AR, B PRS2 5 i XU .

(R, I LMX A R o0 RAB B b, 48 7410 3 Jo R 45 B 1 J ] B A S Rpk 2
[ 8B O R AT I AT i . F T PR AR R 7 2, X AR S R R AE S MR T E
H i — R AR RERE OCEK, HAR LI 2. Bl I 8] 0 R J, AT AR R I oG R & il peE A N1l
BN, B LEIHA KRR E IR GUEURARTT R R K IR, & te M7k
FA5 BRI B LMX 362 & F& v i & LMX [#) 5 % K] % (Nahrgang et al., 2009). & &%
B P U AT i BRI, T 8 2 4 55 B A B 9 3R A5 B ) 1) — B g 42 (Tu, Bono,
Shum, & LaMontagne, 2018). 44515 [f1 A7 A7) F1 56 4 5 Dy A G IE, 4915 1) # i i
A BER N, AR T o R R B RE A BRI T AR, ARE X T O FR HE N S 6 3] 1B A I v
# LMX /KFs
3 REHE LMK 5XZFETRERMN TR

bt LA 22 50 1) = A1 EL S AR R 38 I, 5B (4 EL BN AN 5 ST 28 7 23 AR A XU 0% R EHAE AR AR
77 17) K J& (Nahrgang et al., 2009). 415 T J& X7 K& & H s &8 LMX &R 1% 2 T3] A1
HEAE BEMEME T, SR 8 8 TAEA R BR T AR R, X7 2 A B
T HRFZ AT AL B NTE 2 A0, RN EE LR, S LMX BWRE T
JE T LA 2SS 10 SRR S o BN B4 S0 O TR RO RE BE . B T4 1A R 75 5K
THEECHERE, A EHE A O TENE. Fik, TREIECHSZ. SE,
. FFBid B, S FEERIRGIS AL, i R CR S 80N 8 & o &
TARAESS, STt A] AR S 4R H B i PP4% (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). 554513 [A] {1 /&1 5t
R ANUE BT FAR O R R R AN 1, tHAE 05 18 T &8 7= A 405 R 9 11 22 4 B (Li
& Liao, 2014).

BRI LMX AR08 22 55 FE 5 PR TE AR B I, (R IR pRA . DL o ik SCRFISR
KAEFERAME . HEFEHERABRAT Jy, & LMX 80 0] 58 0805 5% 18 4 #L4T
Ko LMXAREFE T JEHSF K K& R H 1% & (Dulebohn, Bommer, Liden, Brouer, & Ferris,
2012), 1 5% f& & B2 B IS #A AT B8 R AE (181547 4 (Tepper & Henle, 2011). — I & 5 EE
FHE B R AEAEAR TR LMX Hh, (EURTH A 38 85 06 22— #F, BRIV w5 o 8 19 06 R A 0k o 2 A i R
JEHE . RAEAESCIRFIE DR Z P RV MO AT 9 B S MK BLAE RORL 2 MR F 5 (Fiske, 1980).
##& Richman 1 Leary(2009) () fif e, 9 MALE — BUOC RPN Z I A] L K 7 AN [R] 2%
I, A RN B L R AR RO . PRIt R o B LMIX S T 43 5k 52 55 1 T Ja PR T A SR



-l I IE SE T TR LMX JBOK R A T B S A S B B 42 (Lian et al., 2012;

Xu et al., 2015). Lian 55 A\ (2012)%: T F F& g B, 300E [ 5% iE 4 3 BRI AL A O PR 22
M5 T & 1 ekt 2 a3, W@ A d e . 2R EH L R AT N RIRE T . HiF5
RIN 7K LMX 2 5 A 55 R A B0 28 A O B 75 2 1) BRI JE A 75 2396 2 I EE L %
P RVESZ 2 R AL R B Xu 55 AN (2015)% T HIF LRy E# w8, i —BIE 7 RATE
e o B LMX 55 1 A R B B B A b, G0 T RN B S AR AT AT N . BT F
JEM LR SR E LMX 221k T ERAT B RORAE, I HEFEMETIE. SRk, i
IR NI 5 R IR A PR 7 e o i LMIX I 52N 132 5% F& 1 J& HO M 7 s 72 R AN 22, (Bl
CA DT TR AHEWT, 7250 RAEF TR IRNEZ 1) T &8 52 55 B8 5 2 R I H AN ] () B2 i
), HEZ IR R 5 i
4 FEEHEREERER

I 5 VI W < B A R — R R AT 7 20 I T AT R A, S SR 7T R AR S
Moo A R ER . “TEAT AR I 4054 S B AT D 1 T e B K Bl B /N 45 ) (T
etal., 2018). TR 7T % M7 I F 70 5 RE 5 BN 52 25 1 8 (R T AR i, B0/ % R IR AT N
AT R R B AR AL . R T B 2 H A, R R R AR BRI LR,
BI85 5 A0 T Je AR <52 F R SE IR B 3 (B AH LS4 . Lian 58\ (2014) & G VEHB ISR
T ARG FE A AR B A SR AT (B AR LB O R, RSS2 A R T TR
AT Rt IR R BRI B, B S Simon 25 N (2015) 4k S 75 90 WA 11 56 2 B 7= AR A A R LR, M
T2 M FERAIE T 5% B A B IR AR AT AN B R A B IR T N B I ELB R R o I LB TR
2R A R EE RS B A SEE L. XX TR TFARFERKRKR BN B2 EE T
JB IR RE L XHAT A, 32 T SRR 3 T 22 3 Sy AL Ak SRR R Ja i Skt SOk e 5] % R e A R
(R E AR

W SR R BRI AR E S RN E . FIRE, RBLZEN B SRS 15 & 4
{EAG BB, FROR T R I . 1 3 B4 I R A N R H Bl R R
VEABIASR RS2 . 52 B 8 N @ 1 22 Bl X 7 2, 48 1) 4503 (0 S A P2 A7 A R ATy
B AT RECIE 15 H & 5 B £ % RE A HELY [B] B (Aquino & Thau, 2009; Simon et al., 2015). %25
AR HEFE 8 (Vietim Precipitation Theory; Aquino, 2000)K 5 8 52 & 4% (1) 52 3 4> Ja W b, —Fib
TR At N RSN A B T 5 RS A A R S o S 7 (PR P 52 3, 5 — T ol At N R S A A R
SR SR Z . S5 RE R R R A 0T (R SOk 2 [ A T T 8 AL
(I LEL LR, T 4505 AR A7 R BB, 23 B A AT 1 2. @ R I 1 X e Pl ik Ry
ESARAE A T B e A B M AT 0y, R IRy A IE @ AT AR ARS8 2 1 A
fR41H T (Lian et al., 2014; Tepper et al., 2017). | J& (¥ [F18E 1T 5 400 5 Jo i 5 L R LA
WRAE R . TE LIRS BT, T8 33k 5 FR ST IR RRRE B9 08D V8 8 I [ ATy AR
BE BTN 8 G 2 B0 55, (EOFASRI T TAETF . S5 7 B8 B %% ok se il B i TAE H

st



b, SR IE bR 1T J&8 B A W8 1E 1 Bk kR AE 9 R 03 B FE 1) X R (Tepper et al.,
2011). AT MR I A B A B IS 8O M G AN ik AR T B A ST . BR TARSAL, TIE
Al [ 5 7 2 W AT RO R 85 . B RBLRE T, RIUIRMAL 2 4 . Kiewitz 55 A\ (2016)
W FeHR b T A SR R R A AN Sk D O BRI 38, T 0 B A 1 T R R 2
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Coping strategies for abusive supervision: An interpersonal

rejection-based multi-dynamic model

YAN Yu; ZHAO Ying
(Department of Psychology, School of Philosophy, Wuhan University, Wuhan, 430072, China)
Abstract: As the literature on abusive supervision has gained a great understanding
of its detrimental effects and the underlying mechanisms, how subordinates cope with
the experience of abusive supervision and the effectiveness of different coping
strategies are promising new directions for future research. In this article, based on the
multi-dynamic model of interpersonal rejection, we discussed how subordinates might
cope with the experience of abusive supervision differently at low and high levels of
LMX, and proposed a model in which certain coping strategies can lead to the
subsequent experience of increased abusive supervision. We suggest future research
strengthen our understanding of subordinates’ coping strategies for abusive

supervision with a focus on exploring new coping strategies, including individual



different variables, and examining situational factors as moderators. Further, future
research can investigate the negative interactions between leaders and subordinates,
and provide theoretical support for breaking the cycle of abusive supervision.

Keywords: abusive supervision; coping strategies; multi-dynamic model; leader-

member exchange



