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i E TR AN AR R T H e, AR T 5 T AR ek JE R LA 5 o T B 5 B
VEFIMLE], FFHR BT ERIA 2 5 RN R, MDA FAR X400 T 1 A i A 16 4003 0 90 B8 S ) 4003 o T
3T 1 (N = 279 R A SEsc8e ik, Wit 2 (BURFIAKAL. SHIURTIE vs IR FRIE) x 2 (BURTEIK: J2 vs.75)
AR 5 AMESL BFFE 2 (V = 200)R SR, JAA LR R T RH M, BT 3 (W = 354)ifad 3 (s
FIRFAL: [AHEBUR v A BIFTRERIR vs BUIBTAERIR) x 2 (RIS . Al vs. AR RIS FBTRS 7 M AT 5t
SCIE A IOTE TFSE 2 RIS, IR THFSE 1R 2 58 R —SBOT SRR RN, R R & BRI B R AR 5 7R A, FoR
4 PR T HERFIRRAI I 3R, I P AOREVE T REA, BRERIIERT 3 ML, IRKI T &
PR FIBA LTI R TR Ge B A E A . 8t 4 PR I E5e . A IRTRER IR S
FR SR AH LU A I T ) 2 06 ek 25 R R ARV RE 7 A S 1 O ) 363K 3 A S 1 B, 1 5 B0 BT L, A5

R BN AR o i, AVTIRSIE AR 2 e M8 i it R i £ 2 0 T B
KR UTRURRIK, SUF I, AR IR, IRBEER, 1R K

SEE  B849: C93

1 WiE

PRI NI —Fh LA J (1zard, 1992), 7E4
ZUR B IR AT R UL T B 1Y 5 3l i 2 (Gibson
& Callister, 2010), HHAtSHDRth O 5 %E
AR SETECRBUT Z8, 2021; Liu et al., 2017; van
Kleef et al., 2011), IfEMFFRR, WHEERIEH—A>
F B AL 2 PR ) fig 2 T A SR Ik b A AL )
(Tiedens, 2001), Tk 5 J7 591 J1 (leadership)
UM, D15 1l B (leader emergence)df IE 1F 2
T A AR AR 0T B FE BE (Judge et al.,
2002), HHEST ) Bt Sl FEELS, S RS
FAGY, AR TSRS T LG 2B RN T O 15 E A
NN, DUAE AT €505 £f €5 X0 fth i I 5% i (DeRue

s H 3: 2021-06-01

& Ashford, 2010), ASAF 7T B 5671 51 T A4 ) 25 1] 457 4%
FRAR N LA 7 I PR SE I

T8 A B PR SCHR AR, 3 — ] A A 2 7
SRR . B —, TR IATE S 7] ST ) U Y B S
g/, HE58A—5 BUA 5T £ 2R A 40
S, PR IE 2T 0T 8 A TR A ]
S G5 ) A R (S R B, 2019; sKOGE SE,
2019; Shao & Guo, 2021; Wang et al., 2018), Jf- &}
P IR B A O 3 R B A FH (48 55 T @ %of
G RE T RN RN S5 ) o RN, TERE [0 S5 )
sk, AW IR F LU B3 T ) [A] 5 1 A R ik
BN G b= S R S T2 B o e w42 42 5, 7 T = W
AEIE A A TE 25 5 (Gaertig et al., 2019), fiF
DI ABE 788 28 35 XA [ 55 9 1) 4002 7 19 5 ) IR A T 22
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Ao BeAR, DA R B TR SRR TR A5 H 1Y
S5 IFR—5, AN, Tiedens (2001)iFH], #ILLT
HefmEegant o), PURRAA TR T
32 (TR IR ); SR, Gaertig 55 (2019)45 Hi it
IRIRIRTR R, BN TR A T A AR [ b A
A NTE AR A I Ay . 55 =, = XU R IR
RIRFSE . — 7T, BURFRIBFEAEARGRE, HL
AW 5T T E I b AT RN L B 7 T 46 (a0
B 7)) 1Y 52 ) ok 25 52 1T R R Ik I BRI AL 2 Dy g
(Madera & Smith, 2009; Tiedens, 2001), X&Aij
RS SR BE 1Y 22 S 23 RAMT R 2 M /b B EL AR AR A
RFRIE B RS Y (KO & AF, 2019;
Gaertig et al., 2019)%MBT A5 1Y 73 ZE bR ifEA 05 1
Wi o3 — 7, BUKRIRALEA IR R A5 H:,
JUHL R Bt 2 5 B A, A AT TR A A B Y
PP A 23 Bl 2 e, DT 77 2 S [R] B N s ] 552 g
(van Kleef, 2009)., 1, XA [A] ik R pY 2
A, BEAS T X 10T A8 R 38 An o] 52 ma % 58 2 M iX —
A B3 ) R A B % (Shao & Guo, 2021), 25 =, R4}
AR IA B AR T AL A1 2 0hoE, e
TAHE R A ORI RN 5 SRS 1Y S B Ae 2
WLam, sk6E 5%, 2019; Wang et al., 2018), {H/
AW R ARIR T, RIBH T A O R #MBE
IR A W IH AR AN PR SR

HF LIRS A, AR REET L TR
(] 15T 28 F 3k, 45 A Z0 H BD 42 N 25 A5 Y (Stereotype
Content Model; Fiske et al., 2002)F1 4 a4 5 # it
(Epitropaki & Martin, 2004; Lord et al., 1984), #&H
TR FRIAAE ] T 4005 1 I B G 25 X5 S AL
TR IR Rk 25 A W] 5 % K 35 35 Ui 1% (warmth)
P SRR (E B T 6k LB T (competence) B . B,
[i) = 2 o JR SR ) 1) 30 12 R BB T 5 P B 4 A i Y o)
RE SR B0 3% 35 38 S50 7 B4 8 I F B . AR,
FL T 249 X {E 4% 2 (Dual Threshold Model of
Anger in Organizations; Geddes & Callister, 2007),
AR SORATAR R IR 43 =AY IR . G 3
BB AT R, I B =R TR R B X 40
FIHAER2ZR . &5, = PHERE S —
T RO IR AN G

A 5T 0T T A 35 i (1) 155 58 3 3R pF S Al 1
TR E S, KRG SRR I AN ] €55
(Gibson & Callister, 2010; Wang et al., 2018)% £ 3]
O 1] 0T 7 GBI, A s A v 45 ) A e A
REBBITHMNRE R, B, AR TUAET S

B A THI I 26 X LU R B 5 A A AR X — T
K, AR EERETHRBBRLBEGE S T HR
FIRTRE A HME), PR R IB A B E
S, A B R R B RBIWEN . 8=, @
DK A B e 5| AU U R IB SR, 1T
ZIS S TG B . B, R ER IR 5 1A R
AR AR S, WU AR HES, AP ERIA
TR — PP O YRR M
1.1 BERRIEETIEHAPANRIEID
PERSE — R G 25, 72 A AR B bR Al
s HA AP R R A2 B G AL, A B Rt A 5 )
— SRS WP, IR A A IEA R B
9> (Frijda, 1986; Gibson & Callister, 2010, p. 68).
MR AT 24 i AR {458 (Geddes & Callister, 2007),
LR B R IR AT =R I HA R B A
EAFERF . BN E, TSR IE 7
TEPIAB(E . — 2 “RIRE”, RB% I ERE
ARAS P02 A U TR RN Y HE,
FEMZ A R IR A R IR S T H VR T AR
ARG Y T, TECFIB B Z H A2 A,
HARELEG S [ 15T %% (silent anger) Al 8] 42455 2% (muted
anger) ik o BIE & KRN EBIIE LT, 552
] H CAFAE R A SRIE WS, A2 B4 M 5| K1
TN G B RE T MUE [ N R . X
PO ZAT S B A A% 5 0 X fif e ) A 5 5K, (EL ] 4243
IERETE — & R E A% 35 H 33K 380 W I S 1Y 7
Ko HIR, A TeRIKBE 5 A Y B Z ] (1 )2
B IETRRGE, MRTE SURLTE fo i 7E BBl Y A 1
&, WURRINR A TR P, XAUARLL
N S 5 | R AR 4 S PR Jr e . R [R]85 T In) A
TR, i HE 23 kA N RS2 31 3Rk F s Bk
1 24 1k 30 7] 5 f) 7 1] (Farrell, 1983), M4 At A XF
RIXFTHEBRWMEE . &5, “RNYEEZIMY
A= BRI (deviant anger) 3R ik, WTAS K IR R B Ab
Tk KT DA i B 2 AURAE o X Sl A AN
M. A EEFN T REEZ Y, AR IEE
PRI AS BE | 2 X S it 1B (An Sk i T
SR e W UL I AR N AN B = 3T NE i
B ARIX — AU T = R 2 A (R AR ek
S At NAF R B3 LR F%E ik WS B2, (HIECA 48 th
XL N T G RO . i, ARG AZIMR
ENR N, AR, TE PR, MR
S Ak At AT Ay SR A T At N 1 ik IR AR EE R RE ) K
/N(Fiske et al., 2002), #Etk, ABFFEINE, G TR
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55 %

L

IR IR 2 ) [R) = 0 LR B RN RE T AN, e
M Xof S €515 1 ¥ B PEAR o
1.2 WNEREEMARBMOEETRSNERM

9

FRAE ZIM BN N AR, 76 ANBR B8, AMA
Sxil I i BARXT AT NI iR B L FI R 52
Jiti AT R, DNTT 7 A X6 H AR X G i B R R ) )k
H1(Cuddy et al., 2008; Fiske et al., 2002), kB EH
FE AT H AR S B E IR F B s A 25 1Y),
i H R X RO R AL L (EARE . A FE O
g R, 5IRBEA G RIS A
F| s (other-profitable) J& ¥4 ; HE 7 8% i == L3 F %
HARXF G 6E 15 A 20t A H e, Al i H ARxs 42
PN . FE . SRR SR YRR

AR IE HAT S PG B, At A 7 AR X 3Rk
HRBE R ERF . B, TERMEERE B, S
PR IR 5 AR AR e 3k 18 25 W1 553 At A\ % R ak
TR I ) JRHL, EPR AR L, BT R IR o R
HEH . BERRIANSERIEFT B ETE., &
FLk TP HA B 8 1) 305 P (Lerner & Tiedens, 2006),
St NN A BT R B O T R L i
08 % 3 38 T2 Bl 9 20 A0 I R AT S (AR B
3k FRIRVE) T 4F, 2021; Ekman, 1984), HiAj
FEMEEEE R, RS ASUE AR A
5% (Geddes & Callister, 2007), 5z, #4524 A0
MRS R TR, BIEE 5 A i AR A
s se, SR HWARES . Beabh, FLEER H X ER
LA R, RERSAL R I A S OC R | IR E ik
BEZE A 25 2 8 (Geddes & Callister, 2007), % I,
AHEEFINHI AL, A BT SRR S BRI AT 55
HIRIR B ERG; AHEETA TR AR I, BT R
TR T AN ]l X 2R 1) SRR

fiis 1a: AHEC THPHIBAS, LAY BT ER
K T 5 [ AVK ) S T 3 8 8 Yk 12 1 JR T

ik 1b: AHLE TR R IR, T T & BT
TR T Ty o AT ) 1 68 3 325 2 T 12 P9 JR R

HR, TERE 4R |, B HBTRRIL—TJ7 R
FIAFRIRF A RE SR B IUAF ) B, A5 558 1) i 2R
[A] #5 ) sl L (Geddes & Callister, 2007), A /s H
Foak A BAT SR AN B B ARG O R AR g ], SRR A
T Y H Fr(Lerner & Tiedens, 2006), [Hitt, & HHiR
FEIRRE b A AIE W] e 38 5 S0t 5 (B A 3P, B
s N 2R3k 2 fiE 1 W PEA (Lerner & Tiedens, 2006;
Tiedens, 2001). SR, 1A GE B i 3¢ 20 2 1K1,

BRI R B BRI, I HA RS
ARG, R P St A AR, LA [ 3k
TREZ AR, HIk, TSR E
L 00 ] 455 2 T R R v HL Al B 3 X 2% 38 R T Y Uk
o Bea, BPBURRB T THLHNE, Sk
NSRS AR A ], S 28 35 3 LR ) it
fii7E (Geddes & Callister, 2007), M 175 BB 15E 2% 105
AT 2Rk H B R, 40 4 7755 (Gaertig et al.,
2019). B4 AT HE J1K(Gross, 2007)% . KL, 4
T A BB R IR, BRI 8 ) 25 BRI At B
BN IR R T BT

ik 2a: AHEE THHIBE, A THABRRURSR
TR 5 BT A = %1% 51 TRE 1 B R,

ik 2b: AH TR SRR, B T A BRI
IR S T[] 2% 12 Bt TRE ) B

TEANAT SO, S R At St n i A,
TR A F AT, B R E A A AIE
G55l 0 TP ) 4R A TR ———Xof B 7R 43 9%
HA& R BN 68 1 B9 A% & ——DC Bl (Lord et al.,
1984), N[4S i (Epitropaki & Martin, 2004)35
, SUFIRAAEE 6 NYERE . PHNIZ A, fUsk. 2
BRI FERTE . b, BHNIZ AR R E
HFEE, GRE RS2 S, 8
TR T 2 B 4 B 56 R o A N 18 2R 56
OB NPIFREE, EFEREEMAE . K THARE
WA (BURR), SR LR Ak YR AR (R R);
B1 . ZRERRNNG ) 4 R R R R T RRIE,
RGN 2 RIFEFSEE ), 2EEAS
B A  Bhay (FEm), AR EI . RIE A GE D)
(Tu et al., 2018), X 6 N4EREXF N T ZIMRENZ N
R v ) IR B AN R B R, B LA IR B A
RE TR AT A 0 SRR, B8 5 ol e
(DeRue et al., 2015), #aib, AL TFHIH B, 5T
1) G PR A 3R 38 2 o o A1 ) 3 8% 00 2] 1% T 9 2
T BH AR L T I B (AR LB, & BT
FEIRHE D M Al AR 2 3K 1) Tk B RN, T %
A IR AU S AN Sy — 7, OISR
S R UK R IR A L, SRR RS
HBAE I Al ARG eIk H B RE Y, E A
CUIRS DARTE:

ik 3a: b3 TAYAFTR R (vs.. IIHIEAX)
A e [R] =R B B T R IR R T A ) A T B
RNOETES AR RN

i 3b: 51 T A PRI Rk (vs.. BB
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FE k)38 ik [7) =R A 0% L TR IR I O AR T
I T4 70 B

% 4a: 01 T RGBT R IE (vs.. ML)
38 o [R] FE 0 F 2 2 TR e T IE AR H Tz R
N:NEIESWART 2K

i 4b: D1 RGBT R IE (vs.. BLITRS
IR )i i 7 SR B R TR R 0 IE mAE T
1251 TR 4 TR
1.3 [STERIE BE A IRAN SR A

AR R IR A A5 TUTH A BRI, 1 18 FRAE D —
Fhok k17 R, BA B A& R AE (van
Doorn et al., 2014), &R A FRE 5K A wh5E i) —Fh
HEL R Mg (Lazare, 2004), R IJEMFT R, HEH
AUEEET, A B T ABrap o . mdis A
M (Tucker et al., 2006), HLY T8 #ELFE RN G
e RiLE M IHE BB E BRI F A T 5 4%
fiL%ME (Fehr & Gelfand, 2010; Goffman, 1967), 15i %%
EARTERTRRIBZIG, BURRIBEHEAKINH CAE
AN 25 2R IR N B T, B S, O
B 2451 A PR R (Fehr & Gelfand, 2010; Kim
etal., 2004), TEMAT AR I 0 2 EEA R
RERE LB FRIAF AT BIAME, A B T ABR R e
52, R HE RIS A L ORI B H . R BT
e, #resfk B g, Bk, AT
IR BT RN B ) IR H IR, S if
fE PR T T B, 4 AR

R 5a: b1 TR E #KOE o) /R H T [R5
T I ) SR

ik Sb: 51 TR T A8 T A Ao £ e ) = g 3]
2 TR T TF el VR Tz 5t T ais TR B

R TR PRI, A1 A 2 M Oy
FIFRT 4 g, DAL NANRRUE IR E B
UEREHY . BFSE 1 R s e s ieit, (GIESEA FR b
TR IR L BT A 3R T o BB T SR X 4 T
T B AR FH (B 4b) RS T8 ik Y /) A M (Tl 13
5a 1 5b) MFFT 2 it B Rk E T ) Bk A, TR
S PHRADE AR T8 AH L S Athy R 23S 5 2% 8 3 X Yk g J
HEPER (B 1a F1b) . BB A TR AR FH (I
B 3a Fl 3b) . A BT RIN A LB A SRR T g
1B AN RE 1 BAR B 1 AR (B 2b
1 4b) L K ASTAE A 7R A ME T (i3 5a F1 5b)o

D4 BRI . B TR LR AN AT S AR
https://osf.io/MPWJ6/

T RRERT P DT T4 R A A — BOF IR R AR B IE
BB, BF9E 3 SIABUSIRPIVE iR A i, i
TSR ST 2 —BWISER, IR T
1A 2 4R —EL, HIFR K BT S A B 94
EM . T E— PR RSN AL, B AR S A,
5T 4 E— 0 IF R I A Rk 1 0 HLR T I
SR XA R FEA T I

2 WSS 1 EESEER(S MESR)

2.1 WiKFNERF

A SCAE S AR BRI 1 788 2 38 19 J7 75 (Wang
et al., 2018), &It T —/ME R LE LK IR, il
FAIAE: BB RAEMR S5, JLHHSE 280° 4 2 LB T o
ik, Ho, — g 7E AR — R rp PR TE e AR
FE, B ER o AR 279 R R A (BT
BRKAGBRIER, n = 52; WIBTRE LTI
B, n =156, GHTUREIAAWIER, n=58; &
PG ASFIK IO RGE MR, n = 61; MHITLRS, n = 52).
B 4R %A 30.18 2(SD = 5.93), Bk
44.1%, V¥ TAEFIR N 6.06 4-(SD = 4.81),

S 2 (B FAZA . SRS vs.
TR R IR) x 2 (BUKER: 2 vs. /5) UG 5,
FT—A 0 T 4 (TC 1 2B ), Bl gl AL 2 i
FIRAN S —d WA FE T SR, B
A EAR A AR T — KA, E— DA
IEAS T H BB CAE, 0 H g fRdets, F%
(415 5% Ry AT AR % A — S TR AR AT B9 23 1 BT
T R e 3R UL o i e 15 7 AH N A SR
NEY DSBS P NI g e 3 = S
2.2 HRNFNIE
221 HEBRIEBRY

R P& © B WF 5% (Schaubroeck & Shao, 2012;
Wang et al., 2018), FRATidE 34 AT BA AL 51 15 WA FE
O3 At I H Tk B 4 28 R IR BT SR
RPN FZEAY, BRI R G5 F MARTE 5 GRIE .
SRS TERREL TS RIXMIE ST, HIBR 1R
Eox i B edE R sy, 78RR/ Xt 5t B i 55 W
IFedhgemie, “RiEEK 175G BB R IL W

* fEFH G*Power FEATRL S100Hr, SRR IR E f =
0.25 (Cohen, 1988), [ EE a = 0.05, power = 0.95, ittt
HEXF T 2x2 IR 2B T 5 210 (0REAS, SEEA N 52.5 4
FEAS; Ah, BATEEE T — 8 A PR LR R R A, B
5 20, P RIREAS R R 260, £ 20 PMREAS Ky 6] 4 L EE
AR5 B o
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L

SN, RIS B R — e, R AR Al X
T A DI <36 A Sk, TR SUA S s, FEm
W B =T, TR AR N A1 25 A

B, ] 4 ARTRS 2 S BOR [R5t b g4 8 A
AR ——TERT 4 A>155 5t s 8 AR I TR A4 X

5, AN 1 205 T 2 i 47 v A AR B 1) ELAS A HE
RS BT I G —— B BT o s B AR, BIER I
WA AT E 25 LRI
222 EEERERH

M3 H LA 13 38 K 450 481 1Y BF 9% (Fehr & Gelfand,
2010), FAT3E o 5 AR P WIAE R SR I8 Z 05 B vt i
THE AR BRGNS TE R, 75 A AR E A 17 5
AN A O BTG 1Y, XHHE TAE Rk
PR R R, TFARVETEA K R A AL 2575 18 H A,
AN DA IR AZ o SR, FRITIR T B O Rk Bk
mgm——ﬁérmatmﬁ#%%ﬁﬁmmm
H. ERATRERERT, RUHBERTHD
FEIRTRRL A B
223 BEARAMARERMNE

% Fiske 25 A (2002)7F & 19 9 Wi & 30 & fk
TS RBEIEG . Horp, 4 4000 SR BRI, AI7E 2K

TR LU BRI RS/ IR, <A
B (1 = ERARE, 7 = EWFEE;

Cronbach’ o = 0.81); 5 Z&iMEFE J1 /&M, HITEL K
G Y N B R = S iy RN = B =3¢ R
LY SRS R BRI (1= B ORI,
7= AE% [ 3; Cronbach’ o= 0.82),

224 MSHBEANE
S0 7798 PR R — i 40 7 BN 42 (General

Leadership Impression)” fi*) To A1 & Fe ) i, Ao 52
UEBF 5 22 B % b 2R 18 F T 4005 ) 18 B0 RN L 4
FIRAI I HE (Cronshaw & Lord, 1987). 715 il 5
. BRI Z KRR FR— AT 52 (1=
JEH AR, 7= JEH [FRE; Cronbach’ a=0.91),
2.2.5 BRI

SERUAH AR RN LR, TR BN AR I R
IR FEEE . AR Wang 55(2018)FF & 1)

POARIANT R IR BUKEL E () R R S AMERIEE A, BN

— oA T ik 5 AME RN ARG S B R —8 EE
RICKHEN T, FEE, ORI R Sl TiE
LA 5 40 3 i B SR W (Tucker et al., 2006): {5 [ (excuse,
AN R (EOR A IR E A T AN & DLk B 54 ) . & Bk
(justification, ANARINGEIR(ERMHTTAE). 7 ik(denial, ARG
TR AR TE), DA KRR B IR T3

SR, RBIBImN. ERARIARIE T 2K
BEMEZ?” 1 = Z2%A, 7= EWiRg,
Cronbach’ o = 0.87). [FIA}, #AFE EPEM PR ATE
ZRFEE EX A CHBURRIC B THEMK? (1 =
SEARWA, 7= AEH IR 7E R (4.1.2 A i H
“bruceR”f(Bao, 2022)%} 2 (i35« A B 5l x
2 (BURIEM: 2580 IS S T 22
ST (ANOVA)HI ¢ K51y, ANOVA 455 /R8s =20 A
BT IR AT B & (M iy = 3.22, SD sy =
0.71; M 2 = 531, SD su=0.69; M an = 5.67, SD an =
0.75; F(2, 276) = 21.01, p < 0.001, n2 = 0.61, 90%
aﬂﬁ60%nt%%ﬁ*$%ﬁAﬂAM%L
R R 1) I A 3R R o R I 2 I T R L R
‘%ﬁaQ%)=%82p<O%1d=0ﬂ)J?E%m
TAIHRIMIT AL (£(169) = 18.02, p < 0.001, d = 2.99).
X FAURE K, ¢ K g2 R B, A A A 1 B ik
XoF 3 K A TR HIIK (M e = 5.37, SD e = 1.21) 3
i T I B BB (M e = 4.68, SD 7w = 1.38;
1(225)=3.99, p < 0.001, d = 0.53), % I, Wik
GIRViRSSIER /eSEEE NI
23 ZIESHEER

CFA %551 R R A = I T 140 4 300% %
(G = 192.91, df = 74, CFI = 0.95, TLI = 0.93,
RMSEA = 0.08, SRMR = 0.05), 7522 [8] 1Y X /35K
R, fE R (4.1.2 Al “bruceR 44, (Bao,
2022)i 1T ANOVA Hl ¢ #5565, K It ik A Ax}
FIE 7 BRI 12 S 1) 80 (RPAB R 1a-2b)

i la Ml 1b 32 & BT S A AR L il 153

A A R IR A L LT R R km‘/mﬂﬁﬁi%nﬂﬁ
ﬂﬂ HEHE T R R IB T ANOVA,
Emﬁufbﬁ@%ﬂ(M aww = 4.60, SD yy = 1.02; M 4w =
4.47,8D 2w =1.01; M wn =4.24,SD wn = 1.12; F(2,
276) = 2.36, p > 0. 10)T*f47<,Lﬁﬁiﬁxﬁz:ﬁﬂzéijT
AT ) W L o S L iR v KK N
PR (1(169) = —0.77, p > 0.10) Fl #1158 K 3k
(#(225) = 1.60, p > 0.10)HATXT bb, 455 2 7= X %
BAMERY W% 22 5. ik 1a Fl 1b ¥oR15 5
Bk

B8 2a 1 2b 12 H A BRATTRS F6 18 20 391 5 41 il 5%
NPT R IR A LU X RE B B 5 . 36T —
R FIEN ANOVA S5 BIREE T BRFIM s =
5.24, SD iy = 0.65; M 4 =4.92, SD 25 =0.96; M w5 =

Il

¢ WS 1~3 MIEEAN CFA 453 U0 https://osf.io/ MPWJ6/
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4.66, SD wn = 1.07; F(2, 276) = 6.66, p = 0.002, 15 =
0.05, 90% CI [0.01, 0.09])7 =R iR R Ik Z [AIfF1E
WEZES . KL RN R G RRRRE R T,
B LR BT Bt (1(169) = —2.18, p = 0.03,
d= —0.36)% #HHAE 1 09 B I 2 AR, 5Bk 2a
AR, AR LA TR R AR 1 52 (1(225) = 1.95, p =
0.052, d = 0.26)RE 1A &, (BN IIPR 2
BEABI5E 2a i1 2b $4 K15 2N E0AIE

TR Mplus 8.3 X AT 08, 6
0 10T A% 38 3 T I 5 7 SRR R € 7 T B Y P A
R (Edwards & Lambert, 2007), FA1 5 2m 0% H ¥
AHERIAE R MR (1 = MRS, 0 = AP
R IE AR U R ) R TR (1 = BB
£k, 0 = GHPURRB A HIHIR). 258 BoRiR
BB = 0.24, p < 0.001)FIfE S1IEIN(B = 0.67,
p < 0.001)¥ 540 5 J M B W3 IEAH oG . Bk 3a
F1 3b £ G TR IA A L TR . L
IR LT A BT R IR 1 45 0 1 I I SR A7
mAE TS . 48R R, SERURRILY
% (indirect effect = 0.03, SE = 0.04; 95% CI
[-0.04, 0.13]) F1 8 %L 155 %% 3% 3K (indirect effect =
-0.05, SE = 0.04; 95% CI [—0.146, 0.004])AH L, ¥
TG A 3 B 38 3 I R SRR R i 4505 g Y B A R
N7, {815 3a Fl 3b ¥R B L EE RIK 4a $EH A HE
5878 & 8 A L 1 153 2% 3 2k B o JER 0 X 4T T T
FA 1E [R50, Bootstrapping 455 W 1 il 10T 24 1Y
ARV S 2 H R IE 9] (indlirect effect = 0.21, SE =
0.09; 95% CI [0.06, 0.39]), ASZHFRE 4a, X 4b
P2 A B R IR L T LU SR IR L R T
JEHINT 40T 1 I IE A1 52 R, Bootstrapping 45 4
RN 7 >l D s S Y VAR A RS il !
(indirect effect = —0.18, SE = 0.10; 95% CI [-0.375,
—0.004]), fBi% 4b 15983 HF,

e, WHEE Sa fil Sb JEATAG G, BB TE K
POR Y S INE A 1DO KIS AR NER AU I ¥ SSIEE /8
X B B A8 (M e = 451, M e =
4.21; 1(225)=2.13, p = 0.03, d = 0.28), K, ik
Sa 13 B SR —— WU E KRR 102 B v X R AR IR
W (R B AT, I HLADTR R 38 15 B - V0 AT 52 M) Tk 1 Jk
M1, Bootstrapping £ 4 ik 7 ik W2 J8 A1 B9 R A 2500
% (indirect effect = 0.21, SE = 0.10; 95% CI [0.02,
0.42]), fEik 5b 1923 HF. ek, FATENFE BT T
0878 K BB 75 X 58 7 B0 7 AR AR FH I 1E 1T 5 i 46
SR 7 22 Hr gl S o TR o R i

T EHNIM sse = 478, M suw = 4.80; 1(225) =
=0.13, p > 0.10); K5HEJ7 B 5 IR0 B [F] Ay
H 738, Bootstrapping 455 k7R Fh A RN IR A ik
2% (indirect effect = —0.01, SE = 0.09; 95% CI [-0.19,
0.15])s
2.4 itig

ST 1A 5% SEE0 A 0 SRR T ASHIFSE AR e
A, SHNHIRA e, A BRI R 2 3l A PR AU
LB X A FRAR BRI AR, X FRIK G T
P AU A B TR SRR, A BT
35 D) AT 3 3 4 ey R T SRR AR AR IR, (.
Tt G IR SR TR R IA A T, A T
TR X IR W W B AR PR AR AT B UE I L it 4h,
A TE MR UE I — A R VR SR W, E A R
IR A R B SR T A AT T B X sl e P
[FIZR A, X808 57 TR U, Rk A
PN AT

RAER iR KRB, HANIEALA 38 8 A
JB, FEAARMAER R RIBRAIRY . HE,
RSB R LR DR TR RINBREAZES,
S AR 7 2 BT BIE S A, s
HENA, ARSI R RBM I,
W, FATHBEA MUK R IR R BTG AL 1T
K g, ANREHHE SEER AR PR R IB R B HIE
el w Ry N 7 [ R i N G e S 0k P S Rl G
2591 o250 HANEL 3 [ #E00, SRES N2 R
Ko dm, 1SR U] A TR R R I i B
REfE SR HESE I H HEE, Sl AT HA S &, i
AT DR A5, AT RE 23 HI 55 % 2 38 3 IR T G Rk
FEY 7 AF FH(Geddes & Callister, 2007), X 26K &
] G T BUA PR 3R 8 %) 3 18 3 R R S8 A
AN, A PBURIEA LTI B AERE ) 4
BRI ARG B SR

R T RANX R R, #E— IR EE AR S AR
B, IR AMERAE, FRATIT FEAH SC Y (Wang et
al., 2018 R HIOCHE S M AT AF9Y 2. LTIk RERS
T 7 T4 T A AR S, I am Ak (2 A AR
TERE h E B E AR, R A R s B O
PRI, TR A SO R 2R 51 T A 338 i A B[]

LA
3 WF5E 2 REEFAE

3.1 #ikFiRiE
RS BB R RS T 218 B2 5
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L

T.OTRIEEARR A 200). FRATE R YL FAZ -
“H it — IR A S TAE S Ir R A i Sk, AT
15 2 78 43 1 A 2R 35 5 BT IOE g xr B pr = 1
FIXF G2 000 BRI, Bt B R AT RE 1R 40 M 4 A
TR R I RERLER, DL R IR E W T R
T (AR B DTF 50 7). MifE, B
I T B FRIRH B TRLE . 8 1 R4S 01 I BT
BN DG AE R

18 191K (8.26%) A BEF& FEZL R IR AE T1E Y
T A W () ST SRR e, AN TR iR A B
HF AR TR RN 8 & A T 8Ub, sk T HE i
A1 28 (AN ik Fi e, BOpl IR o B 4531 200
NHEREAR, S4% 24, FH4ER 30.59 2(SD =
4.96), I TAEAERR N 5.19 4£(SD =3.51), #id#k
Bl RITA R, mEim AT RS E2A
ko
32 TEN=E
321 HRRELBNE

T G M A R R 2R, AT B
iR B RB AT RS . 1 AR U AR
R AR A ST AT | A BRI A A M 1 % 3
KRR AR (Geddes & Callister, 2007), il 157 7%
(IS A USRI B AR GG . “Ahis 2%, Z )5 A OB
HOERMS 55 LAl Z G, 4ks: T1E;
[ 2 1T 2 3 B EL A Bl 4 - <At 2 R ] L ) = o Al
S, R S S AN G Ty, RN (R R S #) 3
g AR R BRI . xR A AT IR
il AR MERI N ZE, BRI, KRR, TN
TTeRE TARA, P E AR BRI A FR ik B IR i)
e “FEREM, —IEEDFT AL, R TR
%, WRER,

ARSI B — FN S AR 40 BB OAR G A o %
FEA B TR RIS T 0 7 i (1 = <P 28, 2 =
CHHREIR”, 3 = B EL), EAEE
(Cronbach’ o) }7.88, gt A4, Hp, Ui mi{7 g
15 BT R]— AR A 25 0 T AH R A 4R, i i R 2
I A i, WA RASAN R, D0 by A A S ]
KA R B 2 At o R L G At 47 5P HE %, 124
A BRI FIA T 29 MBI RIERS, Boh, T

P ZHZ M EBR IR AR 22 5, R AT A B AU 52
PRIGOLI o ME SC UL, MBS E XEPOLLE ), MI7E 52 bR
B TAR B, S B S, IR, HMitkE
WA AR XS A (Fitness, 2000).

AT Ao G 0 A8 R IR R B A SRR A M T
HE— 25 W UE T 4 B 235 SR AT 00 (A5 A A = 2 1
RFIRIE XL, G A 3L,
322 BRERKNE

BB R L AE LT A A 1 I R Ak A
TR R IR B[R] g5 A A A At/ ) 1R R IR IE
W, ARG . < m A A 2 e 2 KRR
LRIXTIER? (1= E2WA, 5= RAKEE ).
323 BEARA., BEBRMATGSNBHEEHT

EHNE

) 7 D SRR L B D SR S 4R T I = A AR
R 505¢ 1 #1H], Cronbach’ a 43514 0.90,
0.85 11 0.92, FEHlAE G E KK FH MR, DL ERIK
AR R BB 5e 4 o MR 2 A B G2 N 2 AR AR
X A B % 5 e WL 3 X6 % 58 A 1Y I I RN g
()81 (Fiske et al., 2002; Lewis, 2000), APris4 %
F Xu %5 N (2020)f FH A9 =T R k2
PEM7E 22 RARBE I R 2 DL X 5 Br [m] 42 ) 25 ) 2
RIHE . ApEImn . <RI LR R TAE
W S A e TAE R B Bz A g5 2 3R 1Y 5 4
XF2 (1 = BeAFEE, 5 = %4, Cronbach’
a=0.91),
33 XESWMEER

CFA %551 R R A = I T840 4 800% %
(o = 165.57, df = 74, CFI = 0.96, TLI = 0.95,
RMSEA = 0.08, SRMR = 0.05), 75+ 8] (1 X 4354
JERAY o A8 R PR GE T RN M A & SR L 3%
1, XFFERB 1a AR 1b, T =8
ANOVA 255 7RI (M i = 3.22, SD pw =
1.02; M s = 2.82, SD sm=1.07; M anr = 222, SD i =
0.96; F(2, 197) = 8.25, p < 0.001, n; = 0.08, 90% CI
[0.02, 0.14))7E —EWIREIZMER BE; r Kk
SRR, A HEPURIGE T [W PR B Rk H 1 IR
I i 2K T 1T 2% (¢(169) = —2.18, p = 0.03, d =
—0.37), {H & & & TR R IE (¢(151) = 2.80,
p=0.01,d=0.58), KItBi 1a Ffl 1b H752]ZEE,
YR 2a Fl 2b, FEF =R RIBN ANOVA 2
RBIRAETIBHIM mw = 3.41, SD sy = 0.80; M 4 =
3.23,8D 2w =0.94; M wy =2.35,SD wyn = 0.72; F(2,
197) = 14.63, p < 0.001, n2 = 0.13, 90% CI [0.06,
0.20])7E = WA RIA Z W] 22 5 b 3 ¢ Koo 2 R k.
N, AU RIE N A SR 2 Rk H e 1 5

S GRAARAE . N B SR 56 4 SR I https://osf.io/MPWI6/
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il 15T 2 22 8] -0 i 2 25 52 (1(169) = —1.24, p> 0.10),
8 1 2 TR TR R 1A (1(151) = 5.59, p< 0.001,
d = 0.98). Kk, R 2a WA R, (B 2b

J T KRB 3a-4b, FATRAMAFE 1 —5
() 7 i A B AR i, BRI = 31
HBEAS, 0 = A BRI SR8 AR A T A 2R3k ) L) I il
BB (1 = MR ERIR, 0 = DRI & HL
k), I Mplus 8.3 47 I8l 19 43 #F
(Bootstrap, n = 5000), Z5RILEE 2, REEM(B =
0.30, p < 0.001)FIHE S1IEHN(B = 0.51, p < 0.001)5
IR ARG, 1% 3a A1 3b 3l 4 A
5T A% 2 TR M G T 400 S AT A% R B I 19 A% 3 3k 5 TR
W BN 905 1 I B Y520, Bootstrapping 2554 i

7% T 982 JE% R T 4000 ] 455 4 5 45 7 9 0GR Ay

BN 8 2 (indiirect effect = 0.12, SE = 0.06); 95% CI
[0.02, 0.27]), XJ BT R IE T 0T 1 I BLC &R
A H A %R R 3 (indlirect effect = —0.19, SE =
0.08); 95% CI [-0.37, —0.05]). X% 3a Fi1 3b 13
13RI, BRI 4a FMERE 4b 23 i8R A BT 3R
TR R B 4000 ] 1% 7% AR L 5% 208 2 3k A 3 BE 7 JRR A
X451 ELAYFZ N, Bootstrapping 45 S i /R BE
TR 41 o 15 7% 5 400 T T B 0GR B R A RO A
B3 (indirect effect = 0.09, SE = 0.07; 95% CI
[-0.05, 0.24.]), AZFHBIE 4a; X ERPLTTRR RIS

55805 70 PG ZR I A U0 2 (indirect effect =
-0.45, SE = 0.11; 95% CI [-0.70, —0.27]), f&i% 4b

x1 EMRTENNE. REE. FEMNHEXEMR 2)
i M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. RIBFHEN —
2. ANBr3e4r 2.88 1.06 -0.09 0.91)
3. PR 1.91 0.61 -0.02 -0.01 —
4. i 0.24 0.43 0.02 0.02 -0.83" —
5. BRI 0.15 0.35 -0.01 0.01 0.74"  -0.23" —
6. URIEK 2.62 1.27 -0.03 0.07 0.00 -0.02 -0.02 —
7. B 2.83 1.08 -0.05 -0.01 -0.27" 0.20"  —0.23"  0.45"  (0.90)
8. fig 1R 3.15 0.94 -0.03 0.18"  -0.31" 0.16° -0.35" 0.24" 0.71"  (0.85)
9. WM 2.59 1.06 0.05 0.19™  —0.19" 0.01 -0.32"7 0317 0.62" 0717 (0.92)
. N =200. *p< 0.05; " p<0.01; ™" p<0.001; X FALkAIHES R Cronbach’ o REX;
i‘%l_%‘rﬂau Lk, 1= Bk
,ui%ﬁ*i: 3= MBBURRIE, 2 = HHERBUKRE, 1 = KB,
PRI gD . 1 = IR, 0 = Aiﬂfﬁﬁﬁéjﬂuﬂz#}mﬁﬁk,
FPLBUR HiiD 1 = BPBTRERIE, 0 = GBI B TSR
PR E M RIS : 1= AIHERK, 0= JCHEM,
*2 EEASHER FHAR2)
- T 2 SRR fig 1 B S ART BN
B SE B SE B SE B SE B SE
ESue il -0.11 0.15 -0.08 0.14 -0.02 0.12 0.19" 0.01 0.21" 0.11
NG -0.02 0.07 -0.05 0.07 0.16™ 0.06 0.12" 0.05 0.20""" 0.05
(R SSER N 039" 0.05 0.01 0.06
ke 0.40" 0.18 0.17 0.14 -0.40"" 0.12
BT -0.61"" 0.22 -0.89""" 0.16 -0.38"" 0.14
it I B 0.30™" 0.07 0.617"  0.06
fiE S 0.51"" 0.09
H: N =200. *p<010 "p<0.05 " p<0.01; " p<0.00l.
RIBHVEN Lk, 1= FE
e ﬁxéﬁﬁ% 1= IR, 0 = & BB TRIA FBRBL BT R 3K
AT RS . 1= AT i‘%ﬁ,0= B BRI AR IR A TR

Wt : 1= FiHEiK 0= JCHMK.
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B, 5 T R TR O IR R S LA 1 )
EF(B = 0.39, p < 0.001), Jf HLAGTATE i 1 15 B%
JEAN I W) 48 FH T80 138 B (indirect effect = 0.24,
SE = 0.04; 95% CI [0.16, 0.33]), 1B 5a F1 5b 455
SR, [FIAEHL, FRATAM /BT T 1A 1A K RE 75 ) BE
1SN AR I 1 TR 40T 0 T B FELRE T R
SR 55 90 B SRR [R) B A A T A A AT, AR I R A
Wkt Al B B W B W (B = 017, p =
0.001), SRR IR 52 2 (indirect effect = 0.10, SE
0.03; 95% CI[0.04, 0.17])

3.4 iFig

WFoE 2 KI, FHE T, & EpRRs
JUBAS 23 I 35 AR At G 38 2 BE 7 Ak, (H 2
A AT R Gk B 4 JER R, AT BELAR 400 5 i B AR T
AHBR RS, MR IR & R R KA
7 AR e T R E TR S, T A AT A S
FIEEL; A, WFIE 2 FRRERE T A A A5t
RFIRZ G B —FhyR R RS, BEAE A SR kbRIBH
201 A TR T 4 i A 4005 7 R

{EBFSE 2 (45 R 5HF5E | fEAEPIAL 22 57 . 4,
AT 1, #F5% 2 U TR A A
PR IR | A PR IS Tl TR ik
TR R AN . HaR, B 2 KigEE R
UERIFSE 1 e & L) A R A 2 15 AH Hb 41 il 155 288 Xof
RE B VR . 5 350X 2 22 53 14 JEL A T B
PR —J&, FIAT BUEFRIRMERE X —H 2kt
AT 2R SCA B KPR S R A7 g, &
BR— S5 FEA SN, TG REAS N RIEH H SR %5k
KRR BAE, WNZBIARARFBAE, WA & T X
P BA B4 2UR 25 10 2% B R AT, IRk, W F
FERY 25 0 22 S R IR R R & — AN T BE A i A 5%
Pfo 202, PASIFZE XTI 155 2 A X - B A7 AE —
FEZES . WFFE 1 AU e AU, B
2 R AR TR . LAIAERIFSE R A IR T Rk
ISAH b T i PR 25 0 7 VR H (Gaertig et al., 2019;
Wang et al., 2018), PIIHAR ] HE & M FEHTRHRE T
i PR AT HE T A BT A% 3 1k X R 78R A 1 1)

T Z BT LR AR 2 A A A M R E R R RS, TTRE R
B AN i 22 AN e BEVEIA A 22 . 5y #4340 22 45 Callister et
al., 201 7)FISCAL B B IE IR o A2 B T S P A 7 A M i
22, W45 BRI F I T H P R i — 1T . TEAR TR
B AR E R (Liu et al, 2018), #1234 [ F & B B9 E
ARSI A, D ot e B2 ) [ Z S 1 T 1 ) T ) T
HPUSRIZFE

TERTS WEAh, SET ML fes, & BTk
RIKHERNER LR BRAE " — BRBOESE .
TR IR, FRATTIT RS 3.

4 WH5E 3 ERLET EED)

WF5E 3 FEA A Hbs: LHEEWH U LY
SRESIERAEE; 2 M RRTAY 1R 2 R —3NZsie; 3.
REARPIUER B HPBRIE 2a: G HBTRRIBHA
LU 400 4 4 4 X BB 0 B ) R AE ) o AR 3
TS, AR JE PRURH ] 578 % N TR AR ATF ST 1 RN 2 1Y
LXK G a5 o LAY 3 S Z A R ) 1 1 1,
T[] B A 36 45 FLDE A8 R 38 5 U0 AT A I 1 A
UK L T M o 25 1 3 52 b iF 58 AN g
PRAE = 2R TR IR - 249 43 A1 LA B 38 43 18k 5 ) Al )3t
I, HILBFITE 3 R IE SLks m, BB
ERAERC 28R EE R, JFH
S T NANRRUE, HILEIE 3 AN ET S T E R
5ok
4.1 WiKFNFRIE

NS EOREM S, L3 354 & 2R
TR, B Bl o T A TR
w2, MORUE e — ), & R ) 24 7 1E
FBl 4 (4.52~16.27 43%1)°(Huang et al., 2012), #%ik Y
AR A 30.18 (N =331, SD =5.37)", Bk
37.57% (SD = 0.49), P TAEFEBR R 5374 (SD =
4.12), K HZATL, WEBKMAT . ZE .
WA . BE TR FEERNAREI(75.14%), TR
Fhmr B AT (0.85%) . K% (7.63%) . il +-(11.02%)
At K DL 22 H5(0.28%) 0 FEAR ML .

8 W S 0T AE https://osf.io/rkd82 FAHE , 5 HUENAS R
S, FRATEAT A8 SC bt e A S R R B A TR A R,
Sk I AR AR 3C 3 T BIBF ST IR A

* fEFH G*Power FEATRL S100Hr, SRR HIEREE f =
0.25 (Cohen, 1988), [FIIf#E a = 0.05, power = 0.95, HHiT4EE
T 3x2 (AR ] S2 T 251 I REAR, X AELE S 42 MEE
A%, T AR EE, SHRIEAIREE 50 AMEEAR; Ak, FRATE
WET — P AR R EE, k74, R&HRIEEA
R 350, ZH 4 DFEAR R N8 BREA RS BIMLEE .

10 A BT A S RO BER, FERE RS R R A Bl
T 6 KPR IR R R G 50 ) R8I, PR L ] o LA o () 8 2
Ko FRATTE [ 20 bt 18] HEAT AR o0 A, 2 RO R B 4L h F 5~13
3D, AE —AFEAS BT 13 2050k 16.27 4r8h, BT REE.
SRR T8 TR Al R R A TR B R A e i, PR o
R AR R ANE G575, HMBRZ &G, 4RI
RS, FIEE.

AR TEAE 23 SRREAR R
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S 3 (BURFRIBIA . MU vs. 53
PR FIE vs MPIHTRFIE) x 2 (B I vs.
H R FI— N5 A 1R (G 1 26 2635 BG4 K
fifBe), 7 A5 BB BEAL /3 e B — 41 (4
TR P B a8, 0 = 51; T HFE 5
(R, = 51; H TR0 R Y A TR R GE
T B AR R G A B A | R Atk PR 7
Hptacgeik, B4l n = 50; T H R E R A AL
RFRIR, n=51; BEABEE, n=52). N Tibp
AR A 5, PR RS Sop R Z R, FRATTSE bk
T A7 B R0 42 T AR A UL 3 19 (] = 18] S i e =B 44 LA
Ko AR R 244 1 B E I (Klotz & Bolino, 2016). Bl
S LR A S SCARBORL . 251 ST LA — kI
H 71BN TAESE RS BN T 5 % B A A IE

AR, (EHCIETE AT H R A ) K AR B 2L,

L HELE A A B A AR AT il sl B TH ML & o Bl 22
KA A SR IZ A BN — 2 8 5L, IR 5T
LN IDE R ERGE SYSEERS WY 22 v (oY = = Sral iU G N e
SEHEE, PO TARSCI R IR T geit
ERR

4.2 ELIGEIT

4.2.1 [HEBRIALBIEIH
WF5T 2 W A SCAR A5 B LA B Fitness (2000) %} HX

Gito & i M R R B, < R 3 S 30 TAE
SZ B UL ELE A SR R Bk, FRATTRE
SRR F AR B R — K 50 T E R A R ™
NS T BB, BT RBAT NI 5 — 1
DA WA 23080 35 R 20 TR AR 2 % 42 (1% W D
BT B[] S B A Y B 51 R IB A, AT ALK
A TR RNZRRE X A EARZ (A, JF T H A A
e . WA LA 5 W LA L & 2 ISR W Y
T

TR EEE, WG AR . A HT
FEIE AR B TE R IR E%%ﬁ%ﬂ@
MBS R FA 2R, htt, X = hm, &
TR RN « UaIETE S L Bl N AR R
T AR TR0 B O I, AR I BEAREE Be v, B
“PRETF . BT, FinThEAREES

%

2 AEn B, AT Klotz F1 Bolino (2016)(1% = 4 H Likert
5 oM EFILEIEM TSR E B, BR T R R A A
PR R IR F 0 H ST 4 (3.97), HAth 6 M1 5

AW B  BEAE 4 50 by BIER 4.27, littr*
FESIPETE Y o HIF N iZ R 1 Cronbach’ o (U 0.54, MURAE
TESCPCHR

i 46 TR A, 7R AR S, BRI Y 1
TN MR A0 B M AR RTS8 Dy IR R < ft (R T
227 [Al, Uik PN A A AE AN AR 2 A H R A R 2
), AT A e 1k U [ 5 4 oK BILARR RIS ST
AHBUS R, RUIMREBUE” . A A
Wesh™ | <BE A KT, Ui N AR R IR A R SR AR
R, BOREOERSRIF A Z AL, BB R IR
S, IRUREAT . CIRAEBTAR ., RS
3, VLR PN A TR R AL AR X AR A TRl 5 p A, DK
BORHMUIE ﬁAﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁwﬂfﬁﬁﬁ
FILE R, B, TRUIORE”, ULl <<
TN %ﬁiﬂﬁﬁWﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ@@%%
N, JF ELAEE A ) e R R T RO Y 5
ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁé%&f%,ﬁﬂﬁm%%,%

AER D)o TERIEX R F RN 2R A
@%ﬁ,fm¢ TR A LRSS IB R G I

PIFERS, 2% A A B (A B R o TR 21
PRS0 - %%FE%ﬁ%\%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&
5] R 52 ) H s 78 AT S (L 4G I E ), 5t
IR (YRR R I AU R
4.2.2 BERIEEIZRH

X A0 A% it DAL ) 5 0 2 ok A W Y 3R T Ak
SCEL . AR R Serb, IR H O 22 T LUSE
ORI R AR 1 R i B T <R TAE, it
TR EH LR R, AR S,
TR B O 22 r DR BT A O R A0 A 1Y [R) 5
Witg T3 TAE, AR TR IL kR, TERS
ARG S, WA R A R A
423 TENE

B A I 24 % ] Likert 5 S8 B AIRIAE S
5 1R W B R S5 HT SRS A E], Cronbach’ a ﬁ'}’
Sk 0.78 1 0.83, f#iF Lord % (1984)1 4 4%
%ﬁ@ﬁ%%uiy%ﬁﬁﬂoﬁiﬁﬁfaﬁ%
F 4R MBI R, I 0] W F SR i E g
(Lee Cunningham, 2022), > Brislin (1970)#E#£ 1Y
Il 3 % i e R AT RIS, R Iy 4k BH R B
T £/04515 77, Cronbach’ o 4 0.66".,

B %748 & Cronbach’ o FARIAF] 0.70 AYZKF, Fob Hgk 47 5 100
Jo BIAREE 3 AT, 2% BN 25 51 IO 2% RBTE (<% FH ki hy A A 415 1 Vi
YA % /7))5 Cronbach’ o i % 0.73 . & T A& ¢ (1 5 & P
PR — ﬁzri IE SR B AT B AT 4 R B A AR
VENZE ARG, H T 5 BT 20 PR R 2% 18] e A6 36 1A 4 D B A i
E’l‘%ﬂbﬁ%%’]ﬁy\ﬁjﬁf’ﬁﬁéﬁ A N R, 25 R
EH LR EER,
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L

424 BRI
PRI 50 i I i [R)AF 22k H Likert 5 st 3R

MR R IR A PR FE =D IR . — 2
R RN, PO LI IR 2 KRR I
ECS 7N Ui >SN 0 S A 02 ol & R s it s 9 ]
PR AR5, Bl 7 2 M A 2 KRR L [A]
BRG] TR R B R B A I, R
Fﬁﬂlﬁﬁ% 2 H—FERYE R, Cronbach’ o N 0.84; =

TR FIRMIXT L, HOARIE THEZ KRR LRE
R XTI AT R R SRR TR, R
R ) R AR 5 I 5 SR 20 Sn B de Dreu Al
Nauta (2009)f%) = #8101 3 1t 2 #15SE B #l (prosocial
justice motive) F1 = & I [{ F1] £ /5 SF B AL (self-
interest justice motive)it & . # A TF LN 1E 2 KR
BE B RN 5 R DA I i 2R o At 5t A
7S (G R I Ay <A BH OG0 I B 4 R L RS W) B 7
SRR 2R, AR D DR 7 461 R Sy <A B OG0 B 2
BT R FFI %57, Cronbach’ o 4354 0.77 1 0.72,
TE R (4.1.2 RA)HP A ] “bruceR”fU(Bao, 2022)iE47
ANOVA Fl ¢ K, &5H oR™, X =gk
(T ) 1% 2% ) B A 56 s [ DT 2% 5 TR] e i 6%, & B

IRRIE AN R IR) LA B P S 1 28 i A g 45 0
ﬁxﬁl
43 RIESWESER

CFA Z5 5 WoR ik i = N B A&

o’ =
RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR = 0.05),
BE RS B X R SRR X B A% IR AT T
) 1% 2 XTI 2 B 7 S A ) R RO iR A T
Ko 75 R (4.1.2 A d il “bruceR i (Bao, 2022)
1T ANOVA Fil ¢ k5 o A8 RZE 56 — B B i o
WAVERH AR RN R, KU FRAPRAS Rl R
AH TR 55768 2 TR S A 1 S50 45 I (R Al st PTG 5 21
1 7 TR A E AR B A BT R R A I — 1
5L, A BB RIR), 248 B P 3R A Bl it ] 52
BRI, fERET, RO S5FE 2 —3
B AR I7 2, KIS 1 URORT (R B A A I S 1 o 1
B, MRV 1-5 S TR, AR IE . PR

R fie
161.67, df = 62, CFI = 0.94, TLI = 0.93,
AR B2 JR] Y IX 53K

4 PR AT 4G B I https:/osf.io/MPWJ6/

LIRS I B A T = AT CFA, R R R =T

CRIEIVEL g3 27

16 %1845 77 5 Z % Bolino % A (2022)7EWFST 3 1% 5 S286 v (0 i

P, AT AME R 3x2 AR 2 S50 BT X HR BT K 5,
ZHR—F,

FAH S R B 3,
ik 1a 1 1b 4302 H A BRATTRS Z6 25 4 EL A 461
PR L A PR AS R AH L A AT 7R 3 8 X Uk 12 S
p E!/E[EJO ﬁf‘f}%ﬂ::ﬁ E%%%Lﬁﬂ]&ﬁ? ANOVA, 2
SRR EAIM mw = 3.21, SD sy = 0.85; M 2w =
2.85, 8D 2w = 0.86; M an =2.18, SD wn = 0.75; F(2,
351) = 47.20, p < 0.001, 2 = 0.21, 90% CI [0.15,
0.27)FE =R R Z AR FE LT, KL
R A BRI IR A T w2 ) I 5 2 I
FAMHIMTEL(1(251) = =3.22, p = 0.001, d = —0.41),
H I 35 TR A K (1(199) = 5.91, p < 0.001,
d=0.83), %% 1a F1 1b 15 3|1k .
% 2a Fi1 2b 43 BI4E A BRATTR 3K AH B 30 il
IR A BRI DT A8 335 43 % R 1 BN I sE Wil o [
JeHT =B RIRIAT ANOVA, 455 /R iE 1/
B sy = 3.71, SD g = 0.62; M 2 = 3.54, SD s =
0.79; M wy = 3.11, SD a5 = 0.81; F(2, 351) = 21.01,
£ <0.001, n,>=0.11, 90% CI [0.06, 0.16])7F =215
RFIRZMFEREZ R, + MIREGRER: 55
MUK FRIBH L, EMHRBURE ST, il R
EHEEHAERNAE((251) = 1.94, p = 0.053, d =
0.25), BN br R, N, fERPUBTERE N
ST, Py RIRH BA TR EE T (¢(199) =
—3.78,p < 0.001, d = —0.53), HILIE 2a K755 %
FE, 20 1580 38, X505 2 —5.
K ST 1A 2 AR R D7 X 3a-4b
FIReS o DAA BRAR FR IR S 2 AR B A 1 4 AR 1

IHITRL (L = s ARSI R 2%, 0 = & HTi AL
FEIR A TS R IR LA R B A (1 = MU
ik, 0 = KAWL, WU AA PRI R R k)

I Mplus 8.3 47 [FH453Hr(Bootstrap, n
5000), 45 0L 4, RBREAI(B = 0.16, p < 0.001)
FIfEFTEAI(B = 0.53, p < 0.001) 545 F S B IE
FHSG . AR 3a 1 3b 431 48 A FST RS 8 73 AH L
T 0 BT 7% AR A 4B S K el Yl I SRR X
JIB P, Bootstrapping 45 5 i 71 i B2 /B X
I 15758 5 T 9 B (8] 56 AR 1 T A RO
(indirect effect = 0.06, SE = 0.02; 95% CI [0.02,
0.12]), X BB B 50T M Z W SR
AN B 3 (indirect effect = —0.19, SE = 0.08;
95% CI [-0.37, —0.05]). Mtk 3a fil 3b 945 %]
XHF o BRI 4a AL 4b 43Il 82 A BRI R IR A
T 4000 1 155 508 AR B 2T A5 28 2 3K 3 3k Ry SRR X 5
S IIE LAY, Bootstrapping 2% 5 i 7 HE 1 B



%5 PG S5 5 TR IR 40T TR B ) 823
x3 FTEMRTENHE. REE. FEMHEXEMR 3)
QIS M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. iR KIT 1.85 0.84 —
2. Hi R 0.43 0.50 -0.89"" —
3. TR 0.29 0.45 0.87" -0.55" —
4. TR R 2.81 0.93 -0.45"" 0.37" -0.43" (0.83)
5. g1 3.49 0.77 -0.32" 0.25" -0.31" 0.56" (0.78)
6. 45 1M 3.51 0.70 -0.06 —-0.02 -0.13" 0.44™ 0.63" (0.66)

H: N=354."p<0.05; " p<0.01; " p<0.001; XMALHKIEEHH Cronbach’ o FREL;

PSRN ATY .
T S A -
TS S -

1= s, 0 =
1= BT RIS,

x4 HASHERMIARI)

T B SR HE SIS AR
AR

B SE B SE B SE
MR 0357 0.11 0.17"  0.09 -0.32""  0.06
TR —0.677 0.12  -0.43"" 0.12  0.03 0.08
T B SR 0.16™"  0.04
e 1 0.53""  0.05

FE: N=354."p<0.10; " p<0.01; " p<0.001;

PR gIS: 1= MR, 0 = GHBUKRIE AR
A RIL;

BT IS : 1 = BPTRRL, 0 = GHEBUKRILM
R .

el 0 ] 458 2% 5 400 5 7 T B =22 1) 56 2R G A 8 AN
I 3 (indirect effect = 0.09, SE = 0.05; 95% CI
[-0.001, 0.188]), ANZHifix 4a; {HH A BRALIHT
Fik 5405 11 B 2 8] 1Y 5K &R (indirect effect =
-0.23, SE = 0.07; 95% CI [-0.37, —0.10]), % 4b
Wz, FRESHRSE 2 —8, Wik, B 3 EEKUF
THIZE 2 IR
4.4 HWESHS5ITIE

WSS, ATHATHN AT LU R ST 1 ()
T RA AT K A O 2 (I 1T %60 25 16 A A%
IR — S50 . DF5T 1 RUESE A H
IREFIR (vs ML) . BEPUBTR TR IR (vs. B BRI
TR )N W SN T AR AR, BAFSY 2 GIESE T X
PSR 5T 1 R BT R IA (vs M 15T 5%)
FIVER B 1% 5% F2 3K (vs. A BB AR R 18 ) X BE 1 A
THAEH, (BAF5E 2 REESIERTA, HEE T E A
R AT HERR TR R G B R A (M T
T4 A A ) X I 12 RN T T J A ) 9 Y AN
PRI 3 SRR P A ISR (I 1 P8 s [RIHE TR
Z 2 S Re S iR — BN 45t

17 NI A 45 SR U https://osf.io/MPWJ6/

3= BELBURERIL, 2= BHEBURRIL, 1 = MR,
B BT RIS B TR R
0= & MBS FRBFH K BT

BTG 2 M3 SR —BhE, AT AR
—H Y JEPE THFSE 1 X A e A 2 BRI A ) ik
FECEARTELOTSE 1 BTHETR ). Ak, FeA Wk
R BUS IR BN ST T BLAY 200, A LA
IR A NGRS 5L A X 450 ) VR LAY B4 SC HL
YEM o R BLE BRBTRSF IR AR LU T [ TR T4
FIMBA ERERIE R, s R IR B 5 A
5 AT B9 52 T IGORS 45 3 9 BRSSP 2 2

5 W 4: MBRAGETHEAR £
] 53)

Wik 2
1E Proflic S5 _F4H 5% 300 44 FIT 75 L Xy 55 [ Al
Y B (PG 7 SCAR AR M B 50 B 5 T AR IR h
18 2 VL I RRJE TAERFEAE 31 /NGFRA b TAR
FEM SR SEA B8, HAE Prolific b AY W 4B
AR TEET 99%, BFgi 1, golg 2R BENL
Bz —ANE =R, 5 H k2 w7 B A4 2R
FAE 1A NS B AT R BLAN R
S MERTEFAE), BEE I %A MOE 4 2
IRRIRAT B | R R FE RO R L AR
SRR B . LSO 25 IR L [R) SE1A
FEAB AR R FE 2R R, JHRMEAD
R P

[ S T 2 AN T O A (< T
T, DL e A R TR B, It
FE v AN ) o A =R AT 1 e 7 o A
T, AL SRR I A, A AL R

5.1

S FiEMHE BRI FE https:/osf.io/dexsd EAF o 5 WEM A Y
S, IR Proflic & W& B T A9 2T a5
AT 1 B AR R 11 SEEE, SR A 2 RS
AT 0.5 Jef
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55 %

L

A EAL T BAR S, &35 291 AREARY, B
RASEEAERS ly 38.22 (SD = 10.39); HrF 50.0% K
HE, 49.7% K, 0.3% (1 467) RPN E; 88.6%
HEN, 2.4% KN BANSAEEREN, 4.8% AN,
4.1% R HAWRN G o BT 1T 2 2L T34 TARARE R
h7.38 (SD = 6.60); K HZEZANTL, A HIKMAT
e A, HlE . BB, RS, BB
5 EE NIRRT (45.4%), IR AE AR T
(34.4%) . 1 (15.8%) i+ K LA 2475 (4.5%)

Af A 2 [R) s r g s A5 1 F 5219 300 A3 i &
RN v R i P T E S ey N R VAT E e = e
BEG, AR S 1 Fr 2R RS 1A A RTAT N R
PRV 2 [m] 5 1 T 2 e 7 DA R g T B . B e
2 Fe A [8] - DEfE A% 2y 248 443 1) 4 (181K 82.67%)
PR A 4E IS A 38.33 (SD = 10.51); Hirp 51.2%
B, 48.4% KLk, 0.4% (1 fn) R XA [ ;
87.9%MH N, 2.8% N B ANSIAEE K E A, 4.8% K .
MN, 4.4% 0 FA A% . B A STl 2L 35 T
YE4ERR K 7.67 (SD = 6.65); K A Z M7, WHEH
BRATAE . BEM . il 5, BEE R FELERA
Bl 01 (44.4%), IRAFGEAELLT (34.3%) . Al +-
(16.5%) A1+ K DL 122075 (4.8%) o ASILE AT A5 2 [7]
B 1 A 12X R S 2 A T D B S B RN B SR
SRR B2 Wik, FEARR R AT,
TP 22 AR
52 TEMNE

AR U], mRWMH 7 AEE (1 = Jk
WARE, 7= EFFEZ).

AF A 1 AR S U o A 1 D P R A
A5 b (4 FURRIBAT ) . A AR R A 40 A8 1 (SR
()[R S TR R IR AT R B B | TR B ) ) = 1% 28 1A
)L AR AR L [ gk
FlE AL g E] L AR S RO DGR, MR Y
RS A RE B . AL LU IS 25 ) . PR
RIS FH A SO & 1 2670, il 2R 02 5
E—AHWIFFHAT 4 BBURRIBAT RN =
M, 7= EJ&), Cronbach’ a 435124 0.91, 0.70, 0.76,
0.87 (N =1291), 0.91, 0.68, 0.78, 0.88 (N = 248)., Fil[F]
FHEF K FR (Cronbach’ o = 0.91 (N = 291), 0.92

223X 9 AREAE FeAT AR X B R R R AT M, BB
— (VL2 B E) S K (134.45 404 IR ENE AR I L R H
|22 A BR AT S A 25 5, Rt e o

20 BRI KR hitps://osf.io/ MPWI6/

(N = 248)) DL K [n] 5 4b BT A AT S 1Y A B
(Cronbach’ o = 0.91 (N = 291))K FH FIHF5¢ 2 — &
R BRI [F] FE 45 VR AR BE SR Gross I
John (2003)/#) 3 45 H & #(Cronbach’ a = 0.91 (N =
291)), R Ry XX (A5 k2 B BB A 2
MG 257 R [R) = A A 55 MO 2 B2 R van der Vegt
F1 Janssen (2003)f) 5 2% H & 3 (Cronbach’ a = 0.89
(N =291)), RO “RTFES XX (RFHELE
FEOGAE, ISR TAE” . UMW
FLYE HEH Schaubroeck Fl Jones (2000)8 2% H & &
) 4 55N T 4NN s . M=, ESEE T
— NP ER G ok H Y 1) 4 215 45 2% 18 B3 i8R
(Cronbach’ a = 0.93 (N = 291), 0.93 (N = 248)),
oK S SE YN N R R < (PN
G A FPAE) N AFEIS, FRAT T T
AE R 1 TR IR

A 2 B2 S0 o B 2 I 28 A A vh
A (&A1 21 [R) = 1% T 2 RN RE 1) Fn 4 SR AR H (40
W), RAMBIGE 3 —BOWEE, 1R
Cronbach’ o = 0.91 (N = 248), 8 J1 A K
Cronbach’ o = 0.75 (N = 248), %S il A MY
Cronbach’ a.= 0.91 (N = 248),
53 RiIZEEBR

XA G AR S . CFA 45 R oK,
B L R AR R A 38 e A () = 649.40, df =
254, CFI = 0.90, TLI = 0.88, RMSEA = 0.08,
SRMR = 0.06), /24 TLI WMk, 1B A 288 4%
FHRL AR, Hh DL G 48 BOR AR I8 31 ] #2252 7K OF,
HAZAE A & 25 T 25 BT (45 I . J7 a0 A 4
JIMEG . x> = 748.85, df = 260, CFI = 0.87, TLI =
0.85, RMSEA = 0.09, SRMR = 0.07; & - 1k J8 A1
FIfE 1IN« % = 832.96, df = 260, CF1 = 0.85, TLI =
0.83, RMSEA = 0.09, SRMR = 0.07; & Jf Il B J8
4SS x* = 1024.12, df = 260, CFI = 0.80,
TLI=0.77, RMSEA = 0.11, SRMR = 0.07), [ ittFk
TTACHBEALA B R 4T,

FAR R P ME . PRUEZE A C R B 6. ff
JH Mplus 8.3 #47[R1IH 53 4T (Bootstrap, n = 5000),
ZER L 7 RIS (B = 0.44, p < 0.001)FIHE J1 &
HI(B =0.64, p < 0.001) 5T F I EFAL, &
B 1a Ml 1b 43 B4 A BT 338 43 S A0 L F 9

MO LA AR R S AT R R R AR R A S A
K3, S5RIFREZIA G5 LS



%5 PG S5 5 TR IR 40T TR B ) 825
ko6 TEMRTENHE. MMAEZMEXEFHR 9
GUSTY M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1. 4EHY(%) 3833 1051 —
2. M -0.14" —
3[R 051 056 003 030" —
4. JLEHmTE] 455 420 036™-0.11 006 —
5. WO EHR 1.83 1.13 -0.16" -0.07 —-0.06 —-0.09 —
6. AEF5-KAEE 452 143 —0.06 007 007 0.10 0.02 —
7. ALUERELEMEIREE 497 119 010 000 —0.03 012 009 003 —
8. I H 3.61 124 —0.08 —0.06 -0.01 —0.04 —0.01  0.13° —0.04 —
9. [A[EITR 431 1.14 -0.10 0.11  0.197-0.17" 0.08 —0.16" —0.09 —0.18" —
10. GHBERFRS 381 116 0.05 002 006 002 —0.14" 0.14° —0.11 0.18" 0.09 —
1. BT RS 322 145 007 —0.05 —0.13" —-0.03 0.18" —0.18" 0.11 —048™ 024 -021"" —
12, JRBZEAI 488 136 0.04 —0.06 004 0.09 —027"" 0.13" -0.02 025" -0.15" 0217 -035"" —
13. fEJIE 544 091 -0.03 0.07 0.07 003 —0.12 014" —0.05 007 -0.11 0.18" -0.15" 046" —
14. i J1ima 465 141 005 005 005 0.09 —0.11 026" 0.03 015 —0.19" 0257 -020" 0.62"" 0.64™
H: N=248. *p<005 T p<0.01;7" p<0.001
{71 I CIEE=R ¢ 371 Pk, 0= Fik
&7 EEAFWERFHE 4) LT 2% 2 TR L B S (B = —0.19, SE = 0.07, p =
- T 17 2% A& 1A EIEARTEU 0.0H)A B &AW A/EH, HXEe BB = —0.03,
5 s B SE B SE SE =0.05, p > 0.10)/E A& 2 o RIS SCHEE A 2 0
e 0002 001 S0.00 000 001001 g ey B, T L £ BB A 0 I )
e TO2L 002008 002 00T O3 g g [ 228 A AR AT e g T
Iﬂ%‘a'rf«k;‘%u 0.05 0.15 0.09 011 0.01 0.12 ZHE. Bootstrapping 5557, A Tk
Szt i) 0.0  0.02 0.004 0.01 -0.001 0.02 N
Bt F -0.27" 0.08 —-0.07 0.05 0.10 0.07 3 W 1O T 52 SR (difference index = 0.01,

55 M 0.06 0.06 005 0.04 0.12° 0.05
YL L 28 0.04 007 -0.02 0.05 005 0.05

PR

SR 0.13* 0.08 —0.01 0.06 —0.002 0.06
[Ia] 2 155 A% -0.06  0.08 —0.10" 0.06 —0.11" 0.06
AHFUSEIL 0147 008 0.12°  0.06 0.12°  0.06
BB EE —0.19" 0.07 -0.03  0.05 0.05  0.06
Tk I JER A 0.44™" 0.05
RE 71 B0 0.64" 0.08

W N=248."p<0.10; " p<0.01; " p<0.001

FBT A FIER 1% 7% 2% TR % I R B (R 52 ), IR 2a
F1 2b 434 A BRATTIR H38 40 B EE 90 i 5%
TN R IR N RE A B 50 o (|1 U5 25 51 ik
7N, AR TR B EAI(B = 0.13, SE = 0.08, p =
0.10)F1fE S JE&JI(B = —0.01, SE = 0.06, p > 0.10)1Y
TEFAS B3, (R A L B /B 1 (B = —0.06, SE =
0.08, p > 0.10)FIHE J1BHI(B = —0.10, SE = 0.06, p =
0.0NMFEHA B3, A HIRUERIAXHEBEIRA (B =
0.14, SE = 0.08, p = 0.08)JC . EAEFH, {HXFfHE S/
HI(B = 0.12, SE = 0.06, p = 0.04)4 53 1F 17 4EH;

SE= 0.12; 95% CI [-0.23, 0.24]) Fl fig J1 &% 501
(difference index = 0.13, SE = 0.09; 95% CI [-0.05,
029D E I IF e it 34 25 55 & BRI 3R GK 5 ) 4%
55 7% X I 8% 2% 0 19 18 ] (difference index = 0.20,
SE = 0.11; 95% CI [-0.03, 0.41]) 0 & 22 5%, {HX}
it 1 B AE .35 BY O 1E 4R FH (difference index =
0.22, SE = 0.09; 95% CI [0.04, 0.40]); )&, & FEI
R IB A T BT A 3R I8 R R B2 (difference
index = 0.33, SE = 0.11; 95% CI [0.12, 0.56])FIfit }J
JBH (difference index = 0.15, SE = 0.07; 95% CI
[0.02, 0.29D) A E IS4 35 5 R 1B ), AL, BRIEG 1a
Sk, B 2a 15BN Sr SRR, R 1b Fl 2b 1531504

fEi% 3a 1 3b 4342 Hh A BRIDTR FR IR 73 il AH L

T4 ] A5 R AR I A 3R 3 T ok I IR SRR o 4
JIIRBLISE 0, Bootstrapping 45 4 I 7 it B2 /B M1

(EER R KR SR Wl 5| P S (I S IV
(indirect effect = 0.06, SE = 0.03; 95% CI [-0.01,
0.13]), X [A] #2458 7% 5 91T I I8 B Z 0] ¢ &R i Hh A
W (indirect effect = —0.03, SE = 0.03; 95% CI
[-0.10, 0.03]), LAKST A HBIRFRIA SIS 1M
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55 %

L

Z (8] & & W A BN (indirect effect = 0.06, SE =
0.03; 95% CI [-0.01, 0.13])I AR &2, {HX} s 15t
S S K AR B e [ S RN VAT 2
(indirect effect = —0.09, SE = 0.04; 95% CI [-0.16,
—0.02])o [FIREARHE P LA i, K AV FH iz
ﬁﬂﬁ Bootstrapping 454 w7~ « A LTS A0, &

P37 28 2 305 3 1) T R B (difference index = 0.004,
wzowywunpowounﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁ
B RY LR E2ZES, HILTREEDIR, 5 PmiR
2% 325 3 3 L W2 [ (dlifference index = 0.09, SE =
0.05; 95% CI [-0.01, 0.19])5 455 J7 9 $X i 1] 2 56
REMERRIF LR EES, ML TSRS,
B PRATEA e 38 3 1 L W JE H (difference index = 0.01,
SE = 0.05; 95% CI [0.05, 0.26])5 455 77 i L1 7]
PR AR BT NI I, Bk 3a RS HI
B, % 3b 5855,

s 4a AR BE 4b 43042 H A BRI SR 3K 43 5]
A EE T 400 w155 78 AR B B 1% 788 S 3 3l ok e SR %
ST IR B FZ A, Bootstrapping 45 5% ik 7 AE 71 /8%
ST B 1 1% 2% 5 405 1 9 B 22 ) 56 2R 1) v A 2500
(indirect effect = —0.004, SE = 0.04; 95% CI [-0.07,
0.07]), XRS50 S M Z H L R P A
B (indirect effect = —0.06, SE = 0.04; 95% CI
[-0.14, 0.01]), BRI AR 5 60-F 1 I L= 1]
X R B AR (indirect effect = —0.09, SE = 0.03;
95% CI [-0.16, 0.02])IIA 3, (HXF & BT R A
SR Z B RPN (indirect effect
=0.08, SE = 0.04; 95% CI [0.01, 0.16]) ' 3 . [FIFEH
/\1’EH5J1§;’I§/ MHT, Bootstrapping Z5 5 R : MLt

index = 0.08, SE = 0.06; 95% CI [-0.03, 0.19])54%
S MBI A AR R TR E S, M TR,
A PRI R 1 8 1A (difference index = 0.02,
SE = 0.06; 95% CI [0.03, 0.27])5 455 717/ ¥ ]
e R B O I ), AT L, &
PRBT A e 3k i 1 g 1 K (difference index = 0.04,
SE = 0.04; 95% CI [0.01, 0.197])5 455 7 014 7]
PR BTN IE [ R, (R 4a 35015 31 3 HE,
% 4b 158 32 HF
54 #Zit5itie

WF5E 4, JAVFR T TAES IR ERIRITHN
() 22, IR AR 12 1 22 WUV Jy SCAR 1 B 17 B A,
NﬁﬂLﬁ#W AHIE AN AT 25 SRR, &

P 204 3 3k A BY T 4700 1 4575 2% 14 ] 422 9 % ﬁ*’]ﬁc%
FHFEI B R A RE Ty, AH L TR IR M B
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ%ﬁoﬁﬁ4hﬂT
ARSCHI IR, I e SO R R i 2k
AL VR . R T 4 X L 4 N9 B 45
R SRS ST TRy 2252, IRATHIra kst 4
RICEAER 8 s

R A NESSINEE IR T DL R B, A PRI R
b T 8 I 19 A8 3 3 oF YRk W A1 8 7 JRR e DA B ik —
A Xt 45 7 TR B I [l 1 2 de AR A v, T 55 P )
APTRAH HE DU S R 42 2 H AN — B 2538 . b Ay
ANHEEM R — & TR (0 A B vs.
TR, SRR vs. VUl Xk
— LR T 3 M Es e . — i, MR L, &
Rk NG 76 5 [A) 4 A8 A B B A mT BB A )
Tl RN B BE B (BT 4); 1T S S A B

I TR, A USRI 1 BB 1R (difference AHLEWITCRMMAE . i —Jrm, HEKRE L, W
*x8 HEANHRLERITLE
W 1 ot 2 5t 3 T 4
[E85&iikd Wi (N=279 (N=200 (N=354 (N =248
RAEREAR) AREFEAR) ALFEA) P HEAR)
B 1a A BRI vs BRI B IR0 4 f ) £ Az famBE B NTE
B 16 A HBIR R v ML DTR 3 15 % Ui BB JE% 0 144 1 1) 7 A EmBE  EmEE 1E ) i 3
% 2a A BRI vs GBI B8 7800 1E 1 7 PAEETE S N N TE O R (EE A1)
B 2b A BB R IR vs BB R Fe R X B T BN I ) VB MR EmEE  EmRE 1E ) i 3
% 3a A BRI FEIR vs. it FR4HH 1o Vi B R %o €00 3 1 L 1) 1 i 4 A famBE B NTE
515 3b AHMPHRIGE vs MPUBTRIGARS IR B S MBI IE e AR ERBE EMEE 1E ) i 3
B 4 AHIBTREGR v MBITHRET A B S S M BERAE A BE AR N TE O (EE A1)
5% 4b AEMPTREGER vs MEUBTRIGRIB RE VBT OIS A H A E R B R EmBE Em R 1E ) i 3
B Sa ot 2RI O TR 1 I I 1] 2 Em SR Em e — —
B S5b 5% A I o 1 B A %o 4 1 T Y 1 i 1 Em SR Em e — —
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Pl A DT BTSRRI GS I B IR 827

SCARHH LT 2R 7 Ak, WS sl T B AR 545 DA R i R
MARE I By E, HEEEMETH RS
T ABRAIEE HAR (Chen, 2001, 2002), K43
PR R IR L T4 ST AU 2 40 [R) 3 04 T
B, T REIE AT I AR, X RE ) LT fE
FTHEM . MTEAR I ST T, e AR AL
F 2 ABRAAE, B 5 H TR ), A B
IR IE 2 1o 3 AR ) O B B TR, R JC kAR T
RE I, AR AR AR, 05 AR TR
AH BE IR, X Yk I JR 2R A e 7 N %) 4 TG B e 22
5o DXALAERE T PR LS S R A PR R
KON i B B B IE A, LA R — A R R
L TR AAE VY J7 SO H R RE 7 SR Y b 35 7 1)
YERL, ABAEAR B REA R R BoRiX —1E /. i —
I UE T S B X TR R IR AT At S AR T
B

6 BZE5THE

6.1 MIRGILEL

4 MRS RALE R . A BT RN
T BRI e 35 AR A% 38 I i i 2 3k T B R g
FITE Gt A2 E LA S 0 I B . 1T & DTS SRk A L
T 0 1T 2% 1 1 FH 5 2 [ i B 4 RN S Ak
TN SRR R [ B AH e, JGie
FERJTIR RV SR B T, YRR ER TR IR H 1Y
T FRE B 4 it — 2 18T 1M e, - HAER
J7 AR S T 2 R 2 T B T AR (E S ) B 1
RANEE, XA FHWBENIE R e r e 7, ol
SETEVE O AR B T, RS B R IRRRRIE 42,
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WA 2N EN R N AR, AW R TR R A
2x 5|l TR BN 3R 3K 3 i B8 R R 108 £ 1 A A
PEMY, MITANFE T I3 A B8 7R 1 1078 P 8] 5%
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BT . 48 BUE AR MR R IR Z IR Y
PRAN WG, R T | AR 1) S5 ) AR, R
oM HE N BR 56 R B 04 R 25 X 1 H#k 40
WARGE:

6.3 BB

58, ARSI R E R T AR T SCR
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Effects of coworker anger expression on leader emergence: The mediating roles of
perceived warmth and competence and the compensating effect of anger apology

JIANG Xuting, WU Xiaoyue, FAN Xueling, HE Wei

(Business School, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract

Although previous research has paid much attention to examining whether /eader anger expression is
effective in enhancing leadership effectiveness, the social consequences of employee anger expression are
underexamined. Integrating the stereotype content model with implicit leadership theory, we propose that
appropriate anger expression, compared with suppressed anger, has ambivalent effects on leader emergence by
increasing coworkers’ perceived competence of the expresser while decreasing coworkers’ perceived warmth of
the expresser. In addition, appropriate anger expression, compared with deviant anger expression, is theorized to
positively affect leader emergence by increasing coworkers’ perceived competence and warmth of the expresser.
We further propose that apology after anger expression (anger apology) is likely to benefit leader emergence by
repairing coworkers’ perceived warmth of the expresser.

We conducted two online scenario-based experiments (Study 1 and 3) and two field surveys (Study 2 and 4)
to test our research hypotheses. In Study 1, we employed a two (type of anger expression: expressed vs. deviant)
by two (anger apology: yes vs. no) between-subjects experimental design, with a silent anger condition (i.e., no
anger expression and thus no anger apology) as the control group. The sample consisted of 279 full-time Chinese
employees recruited via an online survey panel (Sojump.com). To replicate the findings in Study 1, we
conducted a critical incident technique study (Study 2), with a sample of 200 full-time employees recruited via
the same panel used in Study 1. Participants were asked to recall and describe a workplace incident of coworker
anger expression and then to evaluate their perceptions of competence, warmth, and the likelihood of leader
emergence of the expresser. To reconcile some controversial findings in the two studies, we conducted Study 3
(a sample of 354 full-time employees recruited online) to provide a more nuanced examination of the effects of
different types of anger expression. Specifically, we employed a three (type of anger expression: muted anger,
appropriate anger expression vs. deviant anger expression) by two (anger account: other-orientation vs.
self-interest) between-subjects experimental design with an additional condition of silent anger. To further
replicate our findings and enhance the external validity, we conducted a field study (Study 4) by collecting
two-wave data from 248 full-time employees from a Western online survey panel (Prolific.com).

In total, empirical results from four studies suggested that, compared with deviant anger expression,
appropriate anger expression positively affects the likelihood of the expresser’s leader emergence by enhancing
observers’ perceived competence and warmth of the expresser. However, the effects of appropriate anger
expression, compared with anger suppression, were found to be contingent upon the type of anger suppression
(silent vs. muted anger) and the cultural context (Chinese samples in Studies 1-3 vs. Western sample in Study
4).Moreover, anger apology was demonstrated as an effective relationship repair strategy that can increase
observer perceived leader emergence of the anger expresser. These findings contribute to anger expression
literature by shifting the focus from how leader anger expression affects leadership effectiveness to the social
consequences of employees’ anger expression on leader emergence. Additionally, we contribute to implicit
leadership theory and the dual threshold model of anger by testing and extending their core theoretical
arguments in the context of coworker anger expression in the workplace. Finally, we develop a new construct of
anger apology and examine its compensating effects for anger expression, providing new avenues for future
research on the social functions of anger expression.

Keywords anger expression; leader emergence; perceived competence; perceived warmth; anger apology



