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Abstract

As a specific leadership style in Chinese business organizations, differential leadership refers to
leaders’ behavior in categorizing employees into insiders and outsiders on the basis of three core
criterions (guanxi, loyalty, and competency), and managing them differently in accordance with
such classification. It has been argued that differential leadership plays a unique role in manage-
ment practices, and has significant impacts on subordinate and team effectiveness. In order to
make more researchers become acquainted with differential leadership, this study summarized
differential leadership’s definition, employee categorization, measurement and its influence on
subordinate and group effectiveness.
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1. 5|

CKIADCR, S — EEEESCIE A 2 H bR ) SR 2 7 (Erdogan & Enders, 2007: 321). Wifa
Pem A S AE B A B, NI R E S %03 F T R R R Te R 3, X2 YT
EHHANEALE IS AP I — DU VIR R TR . DA AR, S A ST IR
F= ELN VA 3 X (personalism) i 40 538 fE 9T I R v, 20 B i 3 IR 45 T8 2 Al , SRIUE I 1F
41547 ~(Redding, 1990; Westwood, 1997). X i) 40 5 RS 4 Bk 2 o 72 Iy 3040 5 (differential lea-
dership), F5EEERERZH A KIGE . HHAREATN A, 25 SER T EA SR RIE R 5k
FACH, EAEE ST A EMRTER, 2ot N H s R B R ZI 520 (Jiang & Cheng,
2008). AT ZE P RS I A AR R TSR S BTy, 25 A0S 5 1 5 905 B8 R 1)
Xl 2P S Il &, DAS B R AR AS FE AT A A5 w8 R T T e B F 9 AT R G R ORI
M, FHIET OF BRI R R IT 1

2. EFAAFHM S K REHHE
21 EFARSMREIR

SR IO Fi A IR 2 5 U S, AN AE R A o 7o R AR A Al 4 5 35 1E S
RERE pi A 22 5 (A S B 45 (e.9., Redding, 1990; Silin, 1976). JX LA 7t AR R B IR N 2 F R4S,
B2 MAATTET W8 B A2 N A0 T3 A AT A, BoRTESEBRI TAES, R NS & X 5 i Se A7 1
FHEFAM . XM RORIFE TR S YA BEXR” 19K R KL 2 SRR
(Gabrenya & Hwang, 1996; Yang, 1995). ##Zi@H “ZF#)R "7 M kX —IM G, fhfs HEF AN
gitrh, NS AN ES), 5B R AR 200 R 58 Bz 1 ok H W th AN 7E B OB AL 14 23 I 2% 1
Hhr, fEFCEEMMAER ARG, SEBARK IS, R RZ PR 7 (22208, 1993). %
FBWE R —MERRARRIEE, HHUHERUZE, B ERESREMRA KR EEEE.

FESREERN b, HOG[E (1985) 51 H “ ZPAg R 7 IS, R T “AEBEHT” B, 57U E
SN NI EZEHAT N CINAMRIEAE 3T, BT “LRAW” , IHMRIE T SACZ
()0 R R 8 P S Ok R, VRN A BRBE IR 2 FL A Al 5 JE 0] o 30 DK 4 N NBR R BRI Z 5 =
¥ 1) HEBERR. BHRMEASRAR “BCN” @B —FRKAMBREML KR, HE-SR
Hod R e E & AR . SRR “FROREN” - 2) TAMKR. IR MR TR, 5
BasE NER “HPN” SRR ARRER), DAEBFRIE AR R R, EIZRRTR, MM
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AES I AAL, SR — R “ A TR 5 3) WEVEKIR AR, 2 MA-F TR BN TR R 2
f—FR AR, ERMEAEREIME S ML P AN RS A8 A E R — Mt KR, EiZK
AP AL O NTEN” o XA 2 A BR 0% R R RE B EAX (2[R 4X, - 1993)
Ak B A, B AR NPR S e, SR RRA IR, AR, JEd 7%
A € 1 (relationship determinism). #EMXIAN, HEANBAPRRRITUSAFTAKR BAKR, BLK
A NRRIEX =, RARUAR, REAFKXA RT3 g, EFRARRES, HHEHT
£, KEETUEIRNDRIEAT; TN K R, R S NBRR R IYERRZ L “ NIEN” 92kt
JREILEREAT NG B A b, DA & 7 sGEAT N IR . Bz sOe B N S i 74k, EAK
R AR L = R 1A AR NP A R i 22 7 SR R (BRI E IR — . BT 3R
Je B NG S, A ERK K 5 AR U B0 e B e U 2 e A R R P ) R N Gt i = R, B
METUEEENRRIBEHEENE (LT T & KIEH, 2010). B, FEFRARRS, Ripte (6%
“PESTE. RS, R EEGSUET I “ TR ” &R, BIAMRZRIE A O, AEIFETS
XSRS XU, R ANAE S, SRR ZEFFRZE RN R AR —FOSCHUHEL, R
NIRRT MARIAT A E R Z 5200 (Jiang & Cheng, 2008).

22. RTVAXFREREIRITA

AAAI1995) 80 Z PR Ry N ST T, WS B R 28 KA BRI A FEN T, R Ak
Yz RSP ISR, el OCHMALMmIEE” o “ZukRmAERTRR” « “shEERmIE
FAKRT X=ANY, ERAGTEFERSENAGUTANKRERH, Sl FRFASKELSRT
SRBL SRR A BRI 51X = A% O AR AERT 2 TR )\ R 2R AY, e & E RO CRIEIA)
FVAVECRIBRE) A BICRIYIA) A H T B CRAYIRE)  FALAKFE@ERIEA7) B H IR Z (1SR
BTET R(BRLSIA), CARGABR N (GG X FATH S “OR7 ORR). “EB7 (W) “A47 F
RE)IX = RIZ DA R IA2S, B HX 0 hE S NS, FE0E OGRS T 95 2 I FL o 5 (1415 K
PR N ZEF AT (EET & K, 20105 A, 1995). i Fxt 51 TIAKARAES B AT A K
RITRDT FENA T TR — Ak 2 TSR, W 70 SRR X 400 25 1 B RS AT A 52
Wiy R TRV AR KA A AT A RUR

BEHREAT NN S, TRRENIRT TRAR Bl AR B E ST N m . i, A HRss
(Cheng, Farh, Chang, & Hsu, 2002)>% F— 5+ —fffcxs 775, it [l 45 A UcsE 7 173 XF R85 550 Xt
TRTERIIE LA BT, 45 HR BRS¢ FRO0 45338 1 325 70 1) A B ok SR AT R B B 1 IR THI 50
A Re 5 3 ATV T (A B SAT N RIAFAE IEAE G o AR ERAS o AT R 45 B (2002) 38 1o SR FH 1 1 455
P TR T R TR S SAT A Z MR R, SGRRATESEE5S 55T N E, S5E5H)E
ZEBRAR WIREW. CAIGRIEA e ARG B . UG TEN TAREXRR. LWE
w, BAEARRIEE, EESERERS, WA TRESH5USRINS . ARGRIERY, B 8. F
=R hRAE 2 A A HAR T, %A AR AR B AT NI L, (HT AN e e A, i,
Ky BN A=A BAR A% 2R B AT NI U7 1 LB X A R —— D R
ME, FRALEWH AR, EX “EAf-mEW” « R4 RN « & “IR4Re-miBil” 1
BT, WIS J18/N. Hu. Hsu A1 Cheng (2004) &3, 085 A fE X455 & RO 5% 20 Fic Le )
Ty WH, BB FERES (AT IRE) 2 T VA SR T T B 20 E R B 2 i

ALAVAZRARHE S K KRR F, A F0EE . BRI 75 (2003) U5 1 294 X &I Ak i)
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TESMBHETURL, 2 EOERE. B, A REN EE A BB R TR =AM R K AT
MIDC AR, SR AL o A A 52 2 AU ) BAT IE ARG, BoRATSE R R R R 2RI
BRI AR X A RS T BB 5 BT S8 B A A 9%, B L 0t v A RE 2 B R AN > R I H
S8 1) 1 BB AT AT s S X A 3 A 5 5 AT O P AR AT AR A OG, RPN e (K i R e 3R A
T M. BT TR RBL, 5% AU AT 90T B T S E AR, 3 B B R v A U s 15 40
FHEEATO TR EABR TSRS, IR R R S AT AU AR R AN S —
JiT, RIS AR AT B IR AR O, R B A e v SO, A LA AN 2 L
BT o

23 BAXRRGSEEAEFAAS ZERIER

AT 2 ) 22 B R R AE B AR AE T I b A b . BT 7 AL S UT R TSNS 2 BT
R JE B — B 45 34T A (Northouse, 2012). X — M B B M EEARRIB . H—, F—A4ISH T
w7 T 2 (B R, R RIS R I S N S B AR s 35, AU RO R 5 SO0 R Bl
(PN, T2 LRI Ao A B R 2 P24 5 XU (average leadership style, ALS). #R1M S 5E b, sEfrgd 2l
H AT I — LA S R BT A 1 N . 8 T ARG, AT T R AN [ (1 B A A AN )
(%t . T42& Graen Al Cashman (1975)42 H 7 2 B AUE 4% 30 (vertical dyad linkage model, VDL). Graen %%
NANGS SR BB T TERLMER KRR, ek HES3H(social exchange) k&, 142
WS EEAT . ACH M SRS . T HIX — 3R, SUFHE WA 2 500 8 R AR A 1) 4 22 28 e ok
R, MEE—MIEZ RRARIIMMESE “HIN” BN BIR(in-group) Uit , X —#75 BR 5 2 15 31 4
SHE A S S, AT W ERR G, 5905 K RZE M A (out-group) B &, 4103 W 2
ERACFEFEREAE 5 B 5 (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). Ja KA 7L ¥ VDL BLILY & 9T 8 22 e B it
(Leader-member exchange theory, LMX Fi$). iZHig A NS H SE8E AL S IR, RMUZ A4l
MLHLUT NG, T A REE — RS R E R E ) e At A Hd iy, 453 50 s i
T UC I AR AR, E T AR 0 S0 PRI 0 3 I S5 2K . BT e — Mo . 2B (role-making) (4 45
SR, RIEERRZ N “ KR4S 7 (relationship-based leadership) (Bauer & Green, 1996; Graen & Uhl-Bien,
1995).

RERANEZFAMFHILES LMX HIR B S i E S a8 A =8t 7, Rimm#E 2047
FELLRIUA I ZER]: 1) SIS HREARE. LMX FiSEE TG SO SRS RIFMK R, KT
G REE AN 22 e AT T T 2 8 A AT 3 DU AL X6 A (R 4005 ORI 30 J ake, WE EAIL S DI R
EHEBEWREMNEEF & KFH, 2010; REEE, AHM, MEE, & HFHE, 2006). 2) BB
MRIEAE . LMX BIRR JESAE A (R R G 2 S B I SRl b, 400 ik 248 2R H A9 8 1| B2 40
BT R 72 i 22 7 AT DA HDG B2 1) 4 R ER R R A, A AR N (R A B ) A0 0% 22 B ) B 22
SR, HARG N AN AL IE 20 FE AP 32 29 (Redding, 1990). 3) MM SCIL SRR . P97
SCACERER ) LR BON TR, BRI LMX ER S BLAZ 3 T (exchange quality) %0y, SRR E 5
R A ARG« RN SRHEAT 257 54 AS e (Rousseau, 1989); SRTMAEHEN kA, 41
SEEHHBZAAEBEN ETFROER, HTBEAEERMIBMNG L& 5L & FB{1i, 2000), B
IEAE 72y A T B A AT 2 R IR ALE R, 8 TR N BB S52205, 2% 1R
BRI . X PR 8 B SGag 9 FR AT N, WEREF GRS A S EEK R,
4) HFEAREAR . LMX Higrh LR fa e TAER &R, HBESTUTE BARMA NR RS, 527
I FE AT A LSS A T 2 7
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3. EFRASHINE

ZF AV S BRI CEHEULE, HRIILCRZ A MM E TR(EET & KA,
2010). H Al ZE 7 340 A9 R E T ZA LUR P A

31 EEF., KEAERNE

N TR ZEFAGFHEAT RV, 208 FAI5K A L2010 R sS4 © — B AKAER. &
TAH 3ANYERE, WRERPTAE. SRR TE IR, 3t 14 MBI i T2 FpaROTe o B DR AR T
SENER IR, EESTHCAMEKMASIT, DR Ll “ME TR, BREEENfFE T
NEJERS: 7 AfeTiE. HETRNE 1R,

3.2. MRAFARNNE

FLI 22 QA M, LP- AT Ak S R N BT 3 L st s 0 A O 45 B BEAT O
[0 (Cheng et al., 2002; Hu et al., 2004; #Fif% 45 N, 2002). XTI, AHIFRETER], WSHNEHIEK
SESRIEA AR, 51 ka8 KA s BHRK 2B, P AEAR RS (A T, 5K[E
S RN uThE, MRS, & PRI, 2009), PRIE “BTFUE A0S BUBRERI IR, ARZ A R HEE L E IR
FE BB BEE R AT B RE SR SR BT L A AR, TR M RE A R, & T AR B LA
Erbon T BB BEE AT A RO FIRAR R T O, 1995). BRI, MRSRTUA% A (2009) 3 7K AT AW 53

Table 1. Differential Leadership scale
* 1 EFAGSER

Hig Cronbach o
Bz —: SRR 0.94
1) TR
2) EaiRt, REWRTHT LS
3) AT HZ T LSRRI S
4) FRIRECE T H A 5 AR S0 T AR
5) A FRURITHEREE .
B LS 0.84
1) B T 2 e B
2) EEZ AT IR S
3) Peful AL BB
4) ST RsEiRe, Be T
5) BHEEIRELMBILRE.
HFE=: R0 0.89
1) 4TS BERR
2) BAZIBIZA IR UM R
3) XA IE TR, B R — R
4) B TAE LI RR 23 5

FORBRIR: 250 & TK%EH(2010).
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A, A riE sz, DO 22 P A S AT AT E . MK FL5552% Shamir Al Kark (2004) /£ &
ZH 21\ [F] (organizational identification)isf [k, FRALEIESER LML ER, MIEIERM X RS NT
SR &, 1 T B R ITAl H S A 2 M SRR T S BAh R R RN R 6 A6 = FEH SR
1= AEH ). EE N ERER@E 1L FTR), 6 BIZFEO RN Bz E, RESBIANECD
5REMRERA YRR RN MBI

4. ZFR T XTERE 1 HZIBARI RN

HFRZ AR TR, 2RSS BRRE S HEL b, EXTFEFRIT SRR
TS AL . HATX TSGR, HEA FER T EEX . Hafthi— S8 ERLE,
FEH 206 Rr, 27 NS RE I SRR SR S TAERLRE, JEREIUR AN N R R B R A 4T
FHHRHHATAGEEET & KEEE, 2010; 1455614, 2004; 1GEA N, 2002; HEZEN, 2016; fdlE &
HR%, 2016). a0, ARSI A (2009) A N AL 2 R 1A 22 7 A% TR HE R, MG (A W s SRR it
T B2 AR BT 1 R 3 8 2 2 A BN BE N AL SV T R IEGE AT MR DL, 25 R IS¢ R AL E M5
SO B LA R A K (BR R BRI IEA — & &5 K 0 TINBUAIT NI HEL, AR
PRI K 28 52 210 8 1) i FE IS BB AT R . BTS2 220 15K 5 EL(2010)BF 70 j5 R, TEIHI R &K
KGRI BCRSG, 25 T 308 e R BB AN fgRE 71 ah, fEEF S5 R T
FEATRIRR b, BB (power distance) B A 2 IR T RO, BI 4 3#E AU BE B ECRR, 27
G EHMEFEAPZNRRE . FEEPARE, E2p S, S8R e, &
A%t B R 5% & S5 R Y B A8 EE (Cheng et al., 2002) A EAS AR (1R FR 455N, 2002) i &+ & (52

EEAFERNE, EX -0, HEERNEEMSEFTFOESIEERREZ, mREHNA
FIPE AP B A 5 AR AT PATIR S, DU AT Bl DA DA 805 28 of L 308 288 1 VA 28840 22 170 5 BB R PR T Al el o
REANVNA, ZFRGEEBILTEX R E AP, HETEHNXE, XeibE O ANEE

PORIRIR: MHE A (2009) .

Figure 1. Subordinate report the degree of familiarity with their
director

E 1l BMEENSEZEFRRIZE
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TRREE R RARATHOR L S0 N B 2247, [ ik sh NFR IR 1A 2, oy T8 3 N E A A AL i,
PRI T {1 Ao 3 B SO R (22 8 7 & 9KZE#L, 2010 ABHHE, 1995: 4§ AN, 2016; Adlf & &
K%, 2016). HZEFUTAE—NHBNFARIIAEAE, BB AT BERE HAL Ay —Fh 3k ) RS, DA AT 40
S P N AT R N X0 o “ S G S EL (1, R P9 R S B4 2 FT LB A e AS IR K 2
fiti b, ATRERCA — R BB HLEI R 71351, 1995), WIEt A5 A\ (2016)iA0N, ZE P43 AT LA RIS S e A A
Wl Sh NIRIEAT B 2 (0 AR, IS s 52 A RIHAT N, A0S G0 82 1 [ 55 AR SN 5 T
TRZIERR R X TRNATE, X0 RE RS E AR “RE” LB, S EsT
Al R A B RIS, T RIS AR UL, BRI 2 (i 2 A Sl (i (3 At AT T 5E 8% 0 A4 B
AR, PRI R B AN HBA R A BB AT N RO B s (L 455 N, 2016). A 77 R A 70 9(2016),
2R [ AL 7SRRI R, 2P AT IR AS 5 R TR A ORAS AT (SN, MR AE I 1 R R Bl A
RIAFIT, ARG NESIHLEL IS, 2SR NS ) TAEON AN, BLis R AEH 23k B 3RS A0 2R
B, X SRR S DA BB A (fod g & R, 2016).

B 7 LA b 9T 2 P AU 8 e A 41 A = A AR M BRI TE 48, RTA — i SEE W FE AR T 22 P A
FELLZRIA S o] B 7 A RV AR o AR SEREE L R B AR BT FE R W1 (2016), 40 1 Ja 52 4 2t 1o 1575 R AR V5 1)
o A L 2 AL 5 TR H ARG BAT R A, TEAEA [FD 1 BOR U AR AL ARG BAT N 2 TR R &
BT AR SRAGEARAC BT AT ERABEAT NN — MR, s i )E Rl e A T4
UK, (EAEIE S e RAAX U F, BT RER ] T 022 4G R A 1 1 2 44 B8 2 T e
SR ARE R (K EE & FEE, 2016).

5. REESRKMRRE

BARC R T 7R MR AU 77 AABHE TV 2 TS E IR E I FRIT 7 — R B R IT,
WA T MIWF TR, ERARIRAT LA IRl RRLBA fif o, X AT RE RN AR I TE /7 180«

51 EFAFSARGHEAXNEEIRE .

Z Fy AP IS R 2 A R B TR, O S K AT A RE B R MR R B = 78 AL B SAIE SRR . B
SR E T AR FL(2010: 154-155) R AL ] T — BH TR Z PSS IER, AT IEG/EHE AN
pig, “ZFAOTHRNE TR EZHELTE SRR ... AR AT BEAE L b 2 24
FHELRNBEE R, PEAFANER S A, Balfeats 2t PemlE TR . IOV ZE
RVIAE S B TE AT B0, D Dy AR 7 SO 5 T [R5 (R (E el Tk Py it DY o
TEERSRRG, ERE. S IMEN. TARSESRE L EAE BANER LA, 1995), Kk,
T HTZ BT PRSI B AR, R (SR R ) 1 S B S I R TR Mg A

5.2. ZFA RS IBBHALIAERMHLHIER

FHS I 22 S B FE A AR IR A IR HRTOCE AT (220 7 & k%L, 2010;
MRS T, 5RIE S, v, WESE, & FREE, 2009 p T 2 7 AU S0 5 E AR s, B I IR R Kk
A W FU 3 T 22 P QA5 0 0 J R RE K N AE S LA o SR, 22 P a3 0 30 Js R RE RO 2 BL A 2 A1
L7 XA IRRY) R H A BT AR NN BB O B AR R AL R A R ?
KA E AR T BRI 5 B 17

BRI TUH Q2 TT AR IR 22 040 8 s R RE (52 i, AR H ATAR DA E 70 SR X — R il 2
TR RER TR BRI ARME SRR, A NRITES R RS 7t . 2R 40T iR ikl
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JEREEIANA (08T & JKFEEL, 2010), ATZAHB I B RCEEH RAS R BTN, PRI, SR IR — &
M T FR R REATAE B AR RIS 57 A A 3R, A B R 2 22 1 a4 3 o0 o A e A R B AN R B, X
T AR IR AR AR R ) — A E LG

5.3. BRZ X HIPANIIRERIRANBER X

Z 7 A FIERBE R BRI, Nz — MEF RN T 1B ZRUB OR A1 & FEHET, 2000).,
SBR[ T, AT 1 22 T A7 1T e £ 51 S 3 BN A SRR, ] B A A BA RS 53 T () RS 6 R
2250 [ BNk 5K 77 5 B BA G R 5 S ST S0, DT X 0 Jag AR A BA R R 7= A Vi A s il (Seers, Petty, & Cashman,
1995; Sias & Jablin, 1995). MAHXIFIZFF 18 (relative deprivation theory) (I fEEE, 4G 12 Xt f5 4 5] i
AR B AP EANPERIZE I, 51 R E 38n, TAE & T, DLEHAOARI T T4 AR,
T AR T AE % B (Sweeney, McFarlin, & Inderrieden, 1990). #RTi, HnSRIRATIEZ FE AT S 7T LG e —
Fili & kM (contingent reward), RI45S& & (5 SIS0, X 20t EBA AR AN R %% I RERE . A REiLE
H O N E BRI B AR Bo s B, Wi I &g Rz, RXGFHEAX S HANHE S5
N st 77 N, T RE 15 B S NFRE = A EAL MR SE, AT FEAK B SR i TAERIL
Sy, dhmPE KB Ee: mH, RS AR X E R R, AT Re Sk [ BA AL 25 B 4k (social
loafing) (I <>, AT B I 350 Ja A1 (2] A R RE (George, 1995). BRI, 22 5 A5 Gexof 31 Ja A 121 BA R BE (4 5 1 &
B AR IAER B AT IE A 8. 1% B N A% R AR AR T 1) B DU
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