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Abstract

The repeated occurrence of unethical pro-organizational behavior has drawn increasing attention
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to the mechanism of the behavior in academia. This study aims to explore whether the leader-
member exchange is the antecedent of unethical pro-organizational behaviors and if it is then what
the underlying processes as well as the conditions are. The result from 352 final questionnaires
showed that the leader-member exchange affects the unethical pro-organizational behavior through
psychological empowerment under the condition of high employee psychological entitlement, that
is, when the level of psychological entitlement is high, the positive influence of the mediating effect
is significant. This study further improves the understanding of unethical pro-organizational be-
havior for both scholars and business practitioners and can provide new insights for future research-
ers to broaden the study of such behaviors.
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1. 51§

AR, R TRAIERE MM TR A R . NIE R ST S 25 A D 4Edr 4R i A5 T
BEANRF T, WERENAHNA 7YY AR 28 7 AR 5 S EE#EN . Umphress,
Bingham F11 Mitchell [1]#2 Hi 55240 21 4E46 #1474 (unethical pro-organizational behavior, UPB) )i & K fif B iX
PR . BZMEHRHE, UPB SIEE 7 BRRER 2 1) 2 M B S e 1) ST A AL

UPB e AR THL S A, AEE & 7t oM EN . TR, R eE AT bR AEAT
N[1]e BRSR AR B AT N EAE MBI (2] R (155, IXL8AT O BOR AT R 227 I Dy 2H 2R Sk 4
A, AH AT SR 0 SRAH T2 A B R, L 28 f Je AT R 2 Al Sk 2ty SRME DA% 1Bl 4 2%« UPB
G T ORALNE” A CATEENE” IO NES[3], UEGIRIR) CORALUWE” MEZEER KT “dEe
BE” B EAERE, 51 T M UPB [4]

DAAERIE 9t 22 B 40 S i 02 32 5% % (leader-member exchange, LMX)BEWS 1E [a) il 53 T R4 AT N
AEIHAT NS CAMTA5] [6]. Ttald UPB JRAER B MBI LAE N A B BN SR, & i A S mE
RNHLH SRR MR, WXAE X EFH, UPB Mzt MasMT i —M7]. I LMX 2% 25ath i
TR “SRMERNME” M FE UPB R4 ? ARt M &, RKITHIRGE BR8], BERN LMX
ST RS 53 T UPB.

HRVGEFHIRIEH, YA BEEFE. BT ENXRTFEM[BNHEN, Ma=4E—FNER)
B, XFANERSINL 2 FEE 2 K ESMAT A OEERAUE — MG i N 7E TAESL]. AR FiR,
QT - HBJE A T 01 L OB IR R E Ik — 8 51 TR R A A R AR AR R e [10]
[11]. PRIk, FRATIHEN LMX 2@ i OEEAUEM 61 TR UPB. B4R, FRATHEDN LMX AT R 28 5 53 T (1
CORALIE” e UPB AR, H B TN FN ) UPB (1) “IEACEME” AT R4z AT NI R A
AL, —eg54k “ARARERPE” BN AN N RE 0T A0 B 2 78 B sl i A A [12] [13]. WHF4RH, BULE
NATTH O BEARFAUK A4S Ok B = [14], O BRRFAUE N — R MEA N A B CAERIRE 2 L iR
FENEE & [15], PIREfE AT/ EARE] UPB (1) “ARAREEME” AT BE 45 5 fE R AL 2R AL DR A ik
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F UPB G L7 OV SR A Ak, O BRI RE S AR OB S UPB Z[AlE 5 1 . FhAesC
WHEHTANS NI KR, AR EMEH AR R T 59T E BG AR - 58 o R K1 5
JHZAFAE, AR FREAER T AR A AR T 5 05 3, SRR SR ZUR R UPB Z 18] 1A F AL
LT S%AE, Al T35 MG ORI BRI R R

2. BpEMSRIZED
2.1. LMX, DEFRS uPB

BIMEF TR S LS FEASMA A EWTIF R R, EARKMASIE L, STH
SAFN N B Z R EAAAEE M L ZA N EEE N, U AR AR R 1T &, T K
RARPZEEUEIE X7t “RIN N A1 RSP o A4 3- 3 Ja8 52 4 5% 2R AR AN ) 32 22 s A D04 J7 T )
Z5e: EERS TR, B R [16]. BATAN, SUSE EA RS- R R RN AT
B PAF OB B RL . OERAUE R TR TN TAEESER L. BIRAE. TIEA LM 7Y
AT T VPG S5 FRMT = AR B3 S B N AE TAESIHLIOL. B BEIE R, A NBIHEAT A5 805 21,
P B AL[8]. miFE) LMX A RT3 e 03 AR OB DY A5 TR e, 03 T A &
iRy RAFORMABE S F RG22, NI ER A NESIPLe., OEEZPUK). B, SSENT
BN ARSI AUE 2 R E . (SRRSO, IR S E 28 B TR, SRR T
R IR I8 TR RNl 2, KRS Q15 3 1 BN AT 2530 1k R A8 2> S T 53 0 AR i SCRR B
[17]. ik, CAMSCHTFURM, =458 T TAR I /05 2 AR 2 B CERext + im) Ui ok 10 2, i
ARRET R ATREVERS, X HLEAUKCF A B NEI[18]. 54915 % 247 MR AT -#R R 22
PR AW R AT G BT 00 TARAE S5, mT CATUYIAG 2090 5 8 i Sce i B, HFHEESSE 2 O
JCHE I 25 T BB AE R ST A OGR AT, X R AT T TAERE O, JFHENARE S9SE
[AVRH EL A b B, 45 5 00 B AR RRIRE T SE NN, X T LASR AT 6 B FRALREIK[16] . FHX,
T TR AN BIRAIEE, 24 T A1 SE 75 AL W RIPAT I TARAESS, X0 TR e
ZHIRT), RefabiIf T M. &5, SSHESEAANSRE? EELHHLAGEE. 5K, bR
My R TS 5HRARE, MAI2EE A CARIEEZ WEEEI A QR Eir, JFHAEHLPEEX
M TERL, X RERS AT B CAEH A R A I [19]. = BEK LMX Friisk i TR UK. A
PR = B BRI RS i TREA TR, U B EFRERL, St
ZHHLET L8]

P EBBIALE 53 T A B o0k A ) M R Bl ST EAT AR ABIALI8] . L BEEAL A B3 ARG 51 T
TEIEOSUE, SAEHEBUKIEZ I TAESUE, W Hea W 2 MM AT ROV G Ok 2, 3
KUH R TAEMME[20], CAMKPIFERY], LERIS i THR N RATN21] [22]. QT N[23]5%
EAMT A B IR R R . B R o B AR AU RE 8 4 5 T RE I H 11 A R 336 414 (R BRI
K, PR ANEALUT N[24]. NORALUERERARRUE, 51 TS UPB IUEIHLIESEZ B AN . WAE
BN, NELR AT EIESNES Ty, R R O B B3 AT RSk UPB Ay 1 S 23 2 A
B & TAEMMER —FhFBre BAh, (Do BREAUKT i A 5 00 AR B AR e (1 B A ALK, Rt
ATTSE AT EAE SRV A B P PR, T AN 2 T 2 i IOk #6201 Al AT RE i B AR TAR, [
It 5 R AR RERS W H AU KA BOR RO, P REAEIZ S 61 0 A AR s O HLIB APkl A 5 n
BRI, MECT S TARES R T RENE, B3] “ 3 OXIRERA S 7 B0 HAL AT fE &
Z—2E[18], HULBRATHEN, HTRE 2Rt AT 8 2 1@ ANE s N SUER AR, R E TR E. 5
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TLLERR, JATHE
BRBE 1 OB 7T A SR R SR A SRS BT N A R &R

2.2. WEEFFIEETER

O FRFEAUKCOT R AMAAE 4L R 75 48R 2335 % UPB SR SEBLAL R 25 A0 O AR B, FRATTIA
NIX— g FEARLERT . B OB AMA R A TR LU 3T UPB RTIR &1, FIRTA St £ 31k 17#
FEBSNARIFINTESINL, (2 UPB HE5a @& —FhdREm@aTy, fxt UPB 1) “ATaEmEM:” AnseE, WA
AR B B O BRI B 1] R SR A A A S ST R B B RUR A2, R, BAT I R
B AR TE AR (A AR (v O BRARBO) I 52 T2 B2 5 By B EAT R R AR, T2 8 UPB K.

OHRFBOZ — M MRS B CAERIRAEE Z . HUREED, MIARHCESH S ZHERIRE 15k
A5 P 3 N B B A [15] o O BRARFRUK ST i AN Ay B BRI SRAS B8 2 1 B, X 2 SRR S5 ANt A 4
FAEH S 0H4F, Harvey 1 Martinko [25] 800 74681, /O BRAFAL B 2H 2L B8 25 5 1 I ZHL 4R I J 4L
MATAATEHS A ONZRFE L, FERE RN R R T ZRAE, SRS EEAN RN
FBOREFIH O H K. WR4EB I BRI, FMMEEE — P NERES S S8 BRER,
BT AN ER G — P B FRR R &0 O AR, 5 At R BB R B o A R [ [8] o A fy Lo B4R
BUFPRA T, AMASERE B CAT T TAE R E X, X SRR M RS, =4 T x4
LU LG BAK R [26], 7EIXFRSRARSIMLAIIRAE T, & O BRI MR 20 2R 3 R 26 #08
TR HERINE, TR T B LS A O EAR[25]. 534k, mnOF AR 2 (AN A A= 5 At
STUERF NG, BA BRI 25T, M 5 2 0 ARV T R UL B R OA7 8[27], AT EA AR
I B BE F1, Sl A A SR/ L5 [28] . BRI O BRAR AL 523 78 AN T g 4 43 22 00 i 4 S A\ AT
W, /DA B ZERANRIC B O BARLS, M TAS NS REIAT 2 BT R 2 1, X 54k T UPB 17
EF=AE[29]

F— 5T, O BB (R B A 1) B BRI S5 VA R Ak 22 A B R AR B R (28] TE
BB R SR H BRI IRAE T, A2 50 9 9600 UPB AL ZAFN B SRR IR —&6 53, 1fiks UPB
FEAE S R R, G UM N AR BN T 5 E O IERIAMTR R [30]. A A AT B AT S A
W BIRES, BRI BT E R, X5k T b ATIx B B RGN RN 7 (BN, X AE A A AT ]
TR AT RENH L B B R FIMHL LT, S nTREMH R B AT, X ik 7 0B BURT UPB 2 [A]
MIIE R [15] [18]. T LA iR, FATATCAFEH a0 R ik :

i 2: OHFRAE UPB ZIHHIIERM KRR, 22RO IERIEY . B O3 BOK S S,
OIS UPB Z AN IE 1] 56 2 b O3 AR X /KPR B 5

2.3 BEHFETHHNMERE

BT LR 2 PSR TT LA H, BATHELN 4 DA RV RS IS A P81 1A%
MR, BRI S, LMX 5 UPB Z A\ R 32 B O HZBU A, TR AN A R8RS 232 )0
HFRFRUKSF RO, R ERRE RS T LMX GBI OB AL A 55 R UPB HISEI . 24 53 T Ao FRL A
BOKPEGERS, LMX 5 UPB Z ARG R0 Rz, 24 5 TIROBEARBUK-FEUICH , LMX % UPB
MR 55 . PRk, FRATHRH

e 3: OHEFAE LMX H1 UPB Z B R R, 2RO ERRURR T, BRI — N E R
I FR AL, B2 ERARERUKCF R, LMX B OEZ BB UPB (IE [ R SR, 2 2O R
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ACPARE, XA H A 5 2R 10 TF [ B0 B 55
3. MR
3.1. IREARIEF

ARSI WSz AR R ) A P T 3 AT R IS, SRUSCER T A A 7 A T A ) 60 AR KA FI IR A
). IR 411 4y, IR R AT T AR, AFRE AR 1) FEZ 7 /N LA
FROULEHI LT A RS R —2K): 2) EELREE S0 T UM 3) fE& S e meia dkm v
DI ok (i B Lt i A 188 340 ARACLIG S A ) o B AR B A 21 45 352 4y, A3 AU 5% 85.6%. 1 A
T, St 45.7%, 19~34 15K 59.3%, AFL UL 2z A#E S LG 61.9%, T 5 4 LL By T
5 H 58.6%.

32. fiRIR

LMX. FATi% T Liden A1 Maslyn [16]JF & ) LMX £ 4 & 83 (LMX-MDM) Kl & LMX. ZEx
SR, DT, BRI TR 4 N, BANEE TR 3ANKHE, —H 124N KE, il
ZH “WARFEREFAANT , MEEBWIZH “BEEESFEFEERIN TR, BaE Lgm
RN TAERH” , WETIRIIAE “BRIEE N EMEH R Z M TAE” , MEE I eE
CREFE R BN o AR, ZERIAE B R BN 0.94.

OFRAZRL. ST OFREZRUIE, AR Spreitzer [26]3E T U B AN PU 4 FF R I % 10 & B
FEBRLAET 12 4%H, BNOHEBRBUGYEE FAEA 3 /N HEHMTIE . SRR A Bl “3m T
VEXS Bk U5 B, & TAE B E M0 B B« 72 il 5 i TAE b, 3R RIMSL R B E8L7,
I B FRALRR IR A 2% B “ TR T 5E AR T T B S TR RE 7, WIS R ) 0 5% B D < B K
ARTEATI TR A E R 7 o FEARF A, XERENE S RE0h 0.89.

O . AR Campbell 25 A[15]FTF &1 9 2% B &R0 OHEEFHTIE, 4 H B “HE
NOZIEIRRA RN TR o “HREMEERN G HMAKBEL” o AR RRET R R
FERIRATRI, Hr e — it B “IFAMER NN RRRR A7 B3 IR T 0.4), XW]
RE A FRAT T 2T 1 4 10T 12 9% H B AR A B S DA S A AR B AN L SR 1Y, TR 5 7 o7 o0 B 2 B (1
fih b, ZRERRMIGR, BAOTREMBRZAH, FH&RAMH T 8 & H K OHERIN . TEART
H, AZER NS /08 0.87,

UPB. AR T Umphress F1 Bingham [1]JF & [ 6 @15 UPB &I & UPB, 2% Hfltn “nifix
REBH IR AT, RESBEMEFENS K AR MRS o “WARE, T m AR5
AR AR PUEE” & AT, ZERKNE— 2 R0 0.87.

A . BRI N O Gt B v Rex it T 45 A P, DR LARHIE ST AT SR AR ] T
PG, WS, . LS HE RSN KSR,

3.3. BB TR

A 5T SR IR R AL DR 3 B SR A 78 il 2 () £ ZAR B (LMX, D EREZAL, L ERFFAL. UPB)

BA RUFMZERIRE . ok, T4 Harman B DRI 2R 56 1) 5 3260 AT 78 1) 3 (5] 5 920 22 vl /A T A 560

fJa, FATH Mplus7.0 8 fF[31]1E4T bootstrap [X 8] F¥ T+ 5 LA I8 A ST AR BE. X T T /v 2L
PR, FRAT145 A Edward F1 Lambert [32]8& (it 1) #6420 Mt 5 iR AT RE 56
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4. ARER
4.1. REMEEFIH

AR AL FTA 2% HBHTIR R IER 3 4, HRik 3 1R ACTe e 1 U7 v, 45 R 7s KMO {4 0.874,
Bartlett BRJZ K40 p < 0.001, FHX AU/ 1 RFRfRRE J7 % 55.34%. el Jo IR T 8ud 45 R R, YA
B AT 2 B HERRE T E 7RISR b, ] DL AR 50 DO AN AR B B A B SRR, i
SR AN A FE RIS, o LT T — 4.

4.2. #EHZRERE

TARAGIG, ARSI SR I A R TR SN 27.27%, /NT 40%IF A [33], Ui BITE A 5 3L A
JIE R ZE B AN ™
4.3. RN GV X O

AW TEITS RAR R T8 B ZE KA R R B 1 s R TR A, LMX 50ERA

FEAE B B IEAH54(r = 051, p < 0.01), LEIFZAL S UPB {275 523 1A 6(r = 0.13, p < 0.05), L H4HHL 5 UPB
WAELE B3 IEMSE(r = 0.31, p< 0.01), X 5IRATEES FRBIHEASFHRT o

Table 1. Means, standard deviations and correlations among variables

1 BETENTE. REERBEXXR

B M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
el 1.54 0.50 —

R 3.30 1.14  -0.05 —

E3Jl] 457 .00 -008 -037" —

T#% 3.01 1.35 -0.11" 0817 -0307 —

FLHI A 3.88 159  -0.07 0557 -0.18" 059~ —

LMX 339 091 003 -005 003 -0.04 -001 —

*

DFRFZAL 3.60 068 -0.14" 023" -005 0217 017" 0517 —
YRR 3.20 068 -0.03  0.00 0.02 0.06 004 027" 033" —

*k

UPB 2.38 096 -0.16" -0.08 0.03 -0.04 0.5 011" 013" 031 —

¥E: n=352, *p<0.05, **p<0.01(FEMK).

4.4. REKE

441, WOEBRAE R AR RS

FERSE LR, FRATR OB RAUE LMX 5 UPB Z AR AMEA . N T KEiX —1is, A5
Edward 1 Lambert [32]$2 4 11645 73 BT 77 V5 SR AG 30 [ FRAFE AT 422808, FFF bootstrap V2 KA 46 1% A 4%
KRANREE, bootstrap 72 HAMAFEIKECH 1000, £55HKH, LMX JE it OEFZAGE UPB B8N A
B3 £=0.059 (p > 0.05), 95%fH & (5 X[A]°~[-0.01, 0.13], LMX 5 UPB X [8] I EL RN AN 3 B = 0.040
(p>0.05), 95%[1)E (X [EN[-0.06,0.15], UEHLEFATE LMX 5 UPB Z [HIAAFAE A28, Rl
w1 RAFRICH.
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4.4.2. (CEBFFR A R LS

TEBE 2 FRAMEH, OEFZAE UPB ZIEMIEMELR, 2230 T OEFBUKFIIET . Wk
2 7, bootstrap 25 R, OIEBAALOERFEUNAZ B0 UPB (1) Rl 1HE N g = 0.29 (p < 0.05),
95%[1 B 5 X [A]°4[0.02, 0.50], HIEEERAFIKFET, WEZERREE.

N T H O ERRRAUE OB AL UPB 56 & 8] H T T 2N A4S A2 15 S 3RA TR BE FUHAR R, AR H
Aiken Fl West [34]f0E 1L, H IS OHIARIIE, EI-PEUKE B —A B S hrifE RN ENA
BRIA[34], LA IERS, FFEAT IR T . O BREBON OB AL S UPB O 2 IR 15 RS
i 1R, SE TR IS RBATT LA H, 240 TEA SO BERR (P50 E—AFrifk
72), LB UPB ZIA) ) IE 7] 56 5 5 i (fa 581 2204 1.188, p < 0.001), 4 bt T HA K O BRI (1
WIEOR 2 — MR iEZE), (OBIZRS UPB Z[H I IE A 8 R H 55 (R AR %N 0.797, p < 0.001). i BB
PR 151 AL BERFBUE 5 R X UPB 3545 035 (1 1E [ 5200, {H7E =0 BRARE B 25 AR 3 1 ] 5200 B 5
K HRATPIB TR0, FER® 2 15 210E

Table 2. The moderating effect of psychological entitlement
= 2. DIERFRIANE R ER

B L EEFRL(B) UPB (8)
B — A
e 1.52 (0.50)** 1.38 (0.48)**
PR -0.30 (0.10)" -0.30 (0.10)"™
ERE —0.09 (0.08) —0.07 (0.08)
=37} —0.00 (0.05) 0.2 (0.05)
T#e -0.05 (0.07) —0.06 (0.07)
FLE I A 0.07 (0.04) 0.07 (0.04)
LAY 0.04 (0.09) 0.08 (0.09)
o FAFAL 0.42 (0.08)** 0.37 (0.07)**
OHEAZARL x DR 0.29 (0.12)*

VE: n=352, *p<0.05 **p<0.01(WEKRK). FF5 K ARMER.

5 -
—— [ROFIRAL
4.51
A -8 ELERAY
3.5 1
m
[a D}
o 3
2.5 1
2 .
1.5 1

(L FEAL ' LR

Figure 1. The moderating effect of psychological entitlement
B 1 OB E 2R ER
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4.43. AETHHPMRELRE

FEARBE 3, ATER S, LMX Gl O PR AU I UPB ]2 308 52 21O BRI 7. S5 SR ank
3 Frm, HEATHCOEAFBOPME LT AP ZE S i R, RS OLT LMX JE B
UPB [R50 8 2 72 2 i 3 1) (22 5B 8 0.149, p < 0.05), X 5HATZ i IR B AT, A THE
o BRRFAU 7] 23 53 A 00 BRFRALAE LMX AT UPB [ I R A RS, s 2 2 1 553 AN A RS

Table 3. The moderated mediating effects

= 3. AT NMER

LMX(X) — LHEAZR(M) — UPB(Y) 7 95% 1) B
Sy it NEe i fREXT
FE—BrE(Pxm) B BEB(Pmy) BB (Pxy) AN (PxmPmy)
fIG L HRFAL (-1SD) 0.381™" -0.116 0.007 -0.044 [-0.11, 0.02]
O ERFRL(+1SD) 0.381™" 0.275 0.007 0.105 [0.01, 0.20]
] 2 5 0.381°" 0.391" 0.007 0.149" [0.04, 0.25]

5. i+1ig

BT A2 0] — LA A R R T RE S S 3 UPB IR, IR AR ER LMX &2 R T
“ORHAZWE” TS BUA M UPB? HARIERINIGLRAT 4?2 REELRFM? ARSCE R IX L 0 8, 4T
SHERFAT, R LMX 5 UPB kR . DLERJE HR SR, FRATELE T OB AE LMX 5 UPB 2
V) B4 A4 DA R o B ASL B R 1 VR

ARSCEALUT A TR 2 o B e AR SO B Ry E B A, BB FE 2 f# B LMX Al UPB
IR R, BERICGEEIR[B]RH, 9 N FA TG 245 B0 2 I 22 7= 22 TAESIHL Ak, AT 58 3= 2
MFEARTAEAT . @RE LMX 24 FERIEEZNHIE, EEA TEABE, BIH T 0 T TES)
FURIAL, FEARR OIS . QBRI AU E A —Fh N FE TAESIHL, SRR T a5 N FHE 2 1M
AMT 9, BRI G TSR AT RE RN UPB SRONZH ZLaFL AR 53 UE R o X N IRATTEEAR LMX 5 UPB Z [H] ¢ R$E4E T
—ANFHIALS . BARART USSR H A SCRE OB LMX 5 UPB Z [ B/ e R . MR
R, FTREZ Ty LMX I 7= AR iy O BRFZ A G2 T B A AT LK UPB A N SE B 4UR 25 FH H FRANME I T B,
HEA R RIESE, ERERSTRMMEIMT RS, KESHEA BRI R TR Ak R
AAEEVEFR UPB 2 2 WAT ik %, HRk, HIEF] UPB 1) “JEAQERIE” , AT R T/AMEKE
JRL R E AR . LMX AE SR 3 R s — 2 L2 UPB R4, 2RI
Z N NH RSB R LA A S8 T RE T, Bk, BEBREZ Mt 77E %5 UPB 15
MEVATLA ST, 2 ) =8 R G A AR R BRI . AR AR SR A DR 32 S A 2 THI P TR R % UPB (156 o o
PR A8 1 A 5 1 B BRSO RE RN A g R IR I B R, AT 53R S N R 2 i A T A
AT B A AT RE 2 R E R A E ST AR A AR E I, X e S B A AN E S A sk
170, B UPB #2447 A H& 264 o [, O BRARERL I 5 VR F R AR ERA TTE R TSR AL S AG BRAT N A i R
o7 [F]BS 255 R R I 53 TS 20 230 R R R BRI A T AT DR 25, X v 3 1 28 LA Y T e e B 4 11 )
SEH LG AT A R A

AT ST E LB F WHAA MR RE L AR “RR” MEANAZ ST, NRK
ERBONKRIE, SISFHEARIETES A OXRRNREITIEX 2 BN N7 M “BESN7, &RrEdEA
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PRI G . ERZHEIT, RPAEN R MRt MM S A ARSI, EAD R
WY, FESRCLEARE E IS I B AT REIE AN UPB S8 ARAH R . AT IBIER], LMX REfg it i
TGP, XA R A A FE TARShL & et R T 2 M GAMT N, e Rt m A S REE, H
FEAEMA DB B OL Y, X R R M RES UL AR B AR T 2340 AT AN EIEAT 9. ()
I, GieFEY LMX S8k BT 7 S it 57 T R LRSI H SRR R, 3B 2% o
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