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Abstract

Nowadays, the business competition is increasingly fierce. In order to ensure the advantages of the
organization, some leaders are willing to sacrifice themselves to protect the interests of the organi-
zation. Will leaders’ sacrifice behavior win back loyalty from his subordinates? In this study, based
on the social exchange theory, we examined the relationship between self-sacrificing leadership
and the loyalty of subordinates. We investigated 487 participants from 7 enterprises and found that
self-sacrificing leadership behaviors have a positive effect on employee loyalty, and organizational
commitment mediated such relationship, while collectivism did not. This paper advocates that lead-
ers should improve the organizational commitment of employees and sacrifice personal interests
to improve the loyalty of subordinates.
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1. 5|

B, BEREENBUC, PN AR ERERMTHE GRS H5, weHEMa, A ESEE
AR TE S BNSEHUN, SRS —UINERIR RS, FE M B AR 1] . KRR AT ?
G BT VB ER R R . SILFEN, BEEAA W AIUR R E R H i og, BORMZ 14
AL AR ENE R BEJIORI R TR R E B5E 4 2], dik, SAEATRAEBIRZR M B TAF
AR, EEEHAEALNSS ) TAETT .

MIFFEER], HUFE e UL SN, 0 TREWHINMIN T ¥, INEONANTAE, ZrEHA
AW LB BGR R0y, SR AE, EPh AR . EAELERT, AZFENSEEABLE, TRE6T
B0, SRS, Blnoy TR FNAEEE W C=FT, MHOR TRORIRTT, SRR R
—E, AN G IR RTINS, AU A IR FAT ORI 200 R B K IR FAT Y
FAAERMA3] [4] [5]. thut, FATEHE, GIFH FRAEIT 2 B 2ot R RS AT = AR 2 i34 A LA,
R WR AT AR IR AR T B, ARSCERTT T B SRR AL 0T B3 TR R S R
BU, B RS eI 0 3 TAHZUN R, PRI A TR AT 7 %

2. EREASHER
21. BERMEHESS SR TR

H RS R ARG b, AU Oy T ARAOR SR T A A 28 BT AT (6] Ak H B Y
PR RSB S R AR B ZES, AT LR it SN S HTdE SR R [7] . AT IR SE B B
AP R AR AT N BAT e, XS AT M BAT IR A, i B Bt B 4 T BA i B3
WILAT (8] ATREPEAT A[9]. EBIPEATA[10]. [FIBS 234 @ 01 THMAE S Sk [11], X A T AR f
BAT N RAMEIE[12]. 2F AT A T 2 A T AR E N RIS J o H U I SERR[13],
WEFEAEL, B B L A0S e O3 T SO R A S S AR, AITTREIE N & AR 547 0[14], T8
2y BB TR 1 2 R O3 AR IR ?

S LB IR S G B B R AT AT OE O Y, R AR RS2 BT 2 AR Oy TR
oAt R A AR, ERENE] B OB WK EZ K A Tl R AT R BRI [15]. SUtFER, 2
—IP BT FUR M KA 2 AT AR S0 ) 22 R BN A RAT N 5 BT N[16] 133 1 B AT 9 H
SR A TS B A DL SR AR R RR [4]. RATHEIN, 40 it B RS, MADN T Ik
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AR HYTE, SNFAAN, JFHIEREAEHALIFS T, BEkZ 0 T E B 050t 61 T8
ELEWTIL, (BRSBTS R RS
e 1. FAR AT QT 57 TR 3 0 I e TR A

2.2. BRIMERMS, HEAKIES TR

VENYE RS R T2 AR R E B 2 —, 4141Ki#% (Organizational Commitment) i1 Becker (1960)
e, BN M S E RS B E T L. IAE R K EEEON R SR S5, &S [ A3 i
S RRTE AR R AR AL S R S5 R [17]

SEAAT AT IS S UE S A, BATRIL, H R RLSUS n] D SRR SR .
MRS, AR R T RIS N IIREm /g, A A RS 7 TR0 B Ly, R T 5HA%MMEE
TRFF—80, HEURFE KPR EF TR [18]. 7T AN B Felfidd 2 40 5 58 AV S 7E 2 75 T A MR AR [1],
BAWREY, BRGS0 0 TR B AR [5], KRBT, AR S 548
WG N—RE, MR MANASURIE . BARCRE, MASMIEPRRT, B4 RS x4
SUREA T, SIRATH o ZH G b ) At 03 7R BN B AT 2 (A S, AR R A 23 Bl G i Ok B
. RULFRATAT DAHE S e B FRATIE B 40 2 1 o 03 T A UK

TR TSR RURE 2 52 B L LR IR - 1k 25 (2008) A A LK i 5it (1 AR T IR R R AR AL, R 54140
FEAE I EARFE—E[19]. BCR%E(2001)IA A, HLUKIERE B TXHHLNIERE, el R R TREaEd
YUGZHHL, ATLARZIA 5 T HRAE[20]. 52 AT RIIZE(2013) M 320 S8 U i (A A s B R 35 [21] . 53 A i
FRI, HEURERIEMEMAL A RAT A, (E43 50 TR N H AR MRk [22]. A% Tk, ATAN,
AR G A T8, B B SUR . TALSUREE KPR e LR R T AT A4, FH
RN IO A L TAE. AR, EXANRAEY, HLUREIRE T QR R S5 R T8
WITER .. B% Tk, areAg B~ -

Btk 2: LUK IETE B BRG0S0 R TR A A E .

23. BEREHBESGS. KEEXHESETER

B 2 SUf ) B B PR L AR AR 20 tHAD 80 AEARSR Y, B AMAXT T E IR R R B, DAL
BRI B R AT . P LMKHE S AR B O 8 4644 5 H A SRR A AR, ek 3= S 43 R 7K F
SRR S ELAE AR U AP[23], Jackson %5(2006)7F 0y FRERAE J2 Th b x4 A 5 SU A 3k AT 3E— 2B HE 7T
Je, KEHRID A E . R S0 B2 K H bRl e AR [24].

AU RERY, RIBSFHRALZEER, Y TEMEOSENAOIHERN, MTHEaE R TEw “E
W7 KPR E SR R, 45 01 L 2 115 [25] . B A A = #H LT T OUSAT MR H, ST B FRARAERT,
A TS R, INFSUS 4T N[10], A S 5 S @& BN N7 K FRIXR, SRUKF2iRRE,
LA RAT A58, 12 DEMITE) F 5HSURFE—5[26]. {EULIERE -, 2500 B A VT AL A A SCH
w[27], PTLABAH, BIRMVHER ST B S AT, HAT N T ORRR A BRI THART, 1SR TR
BEA = S G 5, B PP A0 2 1 ) R AR A 3 A

PRI B 4 5 SR 5 S, SRR 3 Ui 5 1) R T AR B ZUE M RIS, 2 S o Ot N\ 5 84k
PR, TS SR A v LA VE—Rh IE M BA5t . TSR A AN, 2 RS H
1E i [ 5% i 5 63 T I 4 430 BAT SR B3R 4L 2R [15] [16], T S5 AR A A4 32 SUABT ) 5 1) 53 T B 25 5 [l 4R 41 43
[ By PESEAR 32 XAl s I8, 01 LB ST A B, IR EESS, DR RN R
FHR[4]. HABEFER, SR SR S8 A A RAT N 2 IEA I [28]. ATk, wT LA B T4
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PR IG5 AR SR T ST, R B3 TR
RS 3: SR SUAT 1) 78 | BRAPIAE A A0 3 M1 B3 TG AR A TR

3. Wit
3.1 ARGZEEHER

TE R BRI 5, AT SRR IX 22 S Al 03 TR AR A 25 il 45, 0 2 R ds ok /AL
BUE . EERAT Berml sk, Beo e Al BB AR EES) L)
WA R TP RIEZEFN R AT BARENR T 2, WS WIKIES, BEEE—NH, H—RES
ANBGuit 55 85 B IR R S A H, 3 RS HSURE . 0 TR, Sk 3 SO i AE 6
RH o AL 487 Uy, HEBRBIIRE . ARZ AL RN, J3RAF 427 A 2R A, WA 20K 87.7%.
A 51 200 N, Lot 218 N fEFER MG J5TH, 30 LUK 187 A, 30 % 40 ¥ 157 A\, 40 DL |- 83 A;
RSP A, mh RF LR 90 N, BRME 150 N, AFET 166 N, W50 KDL B
21 Ao

32. fiRIR

321 BRIEHBASER

>KH] De Cremer %5(2004) 7ERfF 70 Hh i FH (1 AT R4 S 38, 36 5 . AR O P 22 i S AE
[ P BIF TR R B WA RS S R [9). Bl B RO BEARI 2R I i B R . A
KT, BRI RECN 0.85.

3.2.2. HAKIEER

KHZET Allen 55(1990) B SRt I SRR3R, JL 3 4ERE 15 l. A B3R Ol B P 2 5 IE SK
TEE N B FBEA T B RUFIE RS RE[29]. #18a:  “HArE G Soe AR rx g ok .
FEARBE I, BRI A2 R ¥ 0.89.

323 AIRIKER

K FH Wk J 55 (2008) i 45 i 8 I B0 J R HA I 3 TRE R AR [19], L2 4B 7 il AERCOHEA
SFAESAE E N AR B RIFMGEESRE. fl8a: “ExXRe TS RMREER” « 7
AT, BRI N —EUE RECN 0.82.

3.24. KEENHRER

KA K (2011) 2% T Edwin FFAIER[30], H—2ERE 8 ANl . A5 3R ok [l 4 2% 35 1IE SEAE [ P
FMEA R B RIGFIEESSUE. Hl@n. “ZHETHIERE, s MNRERFEFEFG” o R
Fb, ERENE M RECN 0.90, HAk, AR IS8 TN SPSS22.0 5 Mplus7.4.

3.3. ARGER

3.3.1. TEX I ELEIE

ot FITAT i) 2 BRI AT R 2 R T4 47, Harman B 2R 08 (1 45 B o, FE ARG IR e S 40 (1 i
BT, B—NHETHRET 3% M e, KT RER 40%, BHARM TR TEE R iR ZERT
THEPER . FR, RAEMER TN R B, AR SR S B (0 25 30 Fe b A T o B B
ARR, UBAASSZIG AR AR BB R A IX Rk (L 1)
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Table 1. Model comparison results
1 EBILRER

Ak 7 df 2l CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
SRR 996,578 428 2.328 0.910 0.902 0.056 0.048
SRR 2042.480 431 4739 0.745 0.725 0.094 0.098
GBS 2517.121 433 5.813 0671 0.646 0.106 0.102
B R FERA 3364.042 434 7.751 0537 0.504 0.126 0.116

e AT IUIEAEL D9 VU R (1 TR s SRR SRR U 5 TR = RSB A A e 5 HLURE & I
(B HAAETY T S I GURT AR S A TAIR): RSB B B A T 5 A SR Vi DL R B St 1) 4 I (1 B 2
WA ALV G IR T Ui S TRR); R RS AR R A A A I,

3.3.2. kMG UIREERZENEXAR

2 R FA R U A YE ST AR R SO T I EE R . WA HOoRE, Bl
3 70, ULWIHOR A RAEK H RSN TRy H B RS UK R U S 51 TR
RIRERE LIAL TARX R /K RSSO T R AT DL Y, B B i 3 S SUR TR (R BOR i LT
ARV FRERE) SRR ST LK B3 T R R 2 IR A O A AURME (G O Ve IIVEAR T . RREKIE)
AR T SR 5 5% TR0 ) B2 56 3 TEAH 5K

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation coefficients

2. WIRGIT SHEXRYK

AR M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1) P 151 050 -
2) FRP 185 095 -0.09 -
3) Hh¢ 228 085 -0.19” 0.24™ -
4) TAEER 261 094 -0.16™ 0.50™ 0.05 -
5) HERMERMST 374 084 -0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.85
6) Hefk Xt 370 084 -0.08 0.11" 0.01 0.10" 0.28™ 0.90
7) YUK 379 072 -0.09 0.12" 0.01 0.15" 0.36" 0.52" 0.89
8) F LIk 391 065 -0.07 0.06 0.10 0.07 0.43” 0.377 0.49™ 0.82

e AEVER L, B =1, Aok =2, PEAERS L, B0 AT =1, 30 £40% =2, 40 HLU L =3; L, mh REMT =1, kK& =2,
KR =3, BFRERIUIE =4, SEETEFERLE, 2400 =1, 2E 54 =2, 5 £ 104 =3, 10 FLE =4. p<0.05; "p<0.01;
“p<0.001. XtHILk FET NI BE R

3.3.3. BRAHEMS. BEKE. EEENHEMNELEEXATR

TR T ARMERA S . ALUREM R TRINZ MK KR Z G, bR R AU G AR
A R 45 5 DA R TR R A RIS o A SR F A A KA Miplus A4 2 2354 J7 REASERY , R B AT A 7R 40 32
LU LA SRR 2 A v %o 5 TSR AT BT U5 43

72 3 RUBERL I el R A TR AT LAE H, A 28 40 5 5% TRk i) B e P 235 (B = 0.275, p <
0.001). TP 2 A B4 b, B FRATG A B 450 0 S Ak 3 SO ) LA I 3 I m) TN 408 (B = 0.277, p < 0.001),
BEAAR 32 SUA e 53 TR TR VE F 2 3 (8 = 0.114, p < 0.05); [ JRATIE R AT S 0] 2H 2K VA S 3 1) 1F 1) 93
TR (B = 0.357, p < 0.001), A2 LR o 52 T RS S5 2 1) 1 1) T 258 (B = 0.333, p < 0.001). 4T
TR r ] R TR 450 T 0 S A T SO I T R B 22 (R? = 0.077);  FE FRAM A AL 45 6F 4 47 U 11 53000 28
B—f(R?=0.127); ERMBERGIS . HLUKVE. 4R E AN 0 TIPSR B 1F(R? = 0.323).
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Table 3. Regression results
7 3. ElAHEER

P4 B S.E. t p
HE4RE BRI TN (R? = 0.077)
H FRAFGHE AL 45— AR A 3 A 0.277 0.049 5.301 <0.001
HAURIETI(R? = 0.127)
B B R85 T — L GUR 0.357 0.055 6.485 <0.001
53 T RTR (R? = 0.323)
H FRAFHERL 45— 51 TAE I 0.275 0.059 4629 <0.001
BRAAR T S ] — 57 TR 0.115 0.052 2.217 0.027
HYTR T — A T IE 0.333 0.058 5.734 <0.001

R AN AR N R R N /i3 . Bootstrap it 45 R R, AR U 7E B B4 5
T 5 A TSI (B /8 0.032, AEZ(p = 0.060); HAUKE/E B RPN 5 A T AE I 5]
RN 0.119, 5 EREF(p < 0.001). AT LATHELAG Y B HAMHERY 9 e i AL GUR VA T 5% T8
FTH A RONE 7 S RONE R 5 B A5 56.4% o T TRJ 2 RN A 7 S ONE KT L1 71.6% . 456 LR AN 5 4R 44
T R I AN R RS, AT MAS B A At AGURIEE B AN BT S 5 TS AR 4
AR, SRR SR AR H B RS 5 03 B [ R E A 2 . 25 8 B AR SR A 2
RO, ANKE AR 32 SR 5 G i 2 B B P R AT R

Table 4. Indirect effect analysis

4. BRI ST

BN b E P iR 2= p
H FRATIHE R 01 T — B A4 32 SR — 53 TR 0.032 0.017 0.060
A 405 — H SR — 53 TR 0.119 0.029 <0.001
H FRATHE AL 15— 7 TR 0.151 0.033 <0.001

4. BGRWRERE

ARSCHIRIT TR AR 1 TS ) B FRAHEAT o] 58 TR R I e 52 i 4 ) DL K AE st A v 4L K Ve
H AR TSR A T SCIBUR B R R R IR S o B AR A (2010) 0 0, 2 R 3P [ A B RS AR 46 /)N
U B S U AT X A ISR I 95, SBGRATSAT o MA RIS 5R[31] . 456 BUENF A AIIWHIT,
ARSI, AT TR T i ) AR BE S AT O, S RTINS 25, AU B R A 5
TRMEA R . Jackson £#(2006) BT T B, AF A SCAHRFAE AOAS N5 S48 S SUAL ) BAT BRI AR 52 T [24] -
PRI, BATIA DY B AP R AT (0 5 A AL LIS I 252 5% T (0 B A S SUABT I R B3 TR, PR
SR S B R R AN 22

ASCUER T B AR 0 AT AR vy 03 TR, JF et th Aolk BRI 03 TR, o3 S T L
VERSEZITT R AN, SUFH IR H W HSVE BT, I 2 fif thid = 5 3R,
INEH H SRR R R 2 5 5 T TSR e AR, B 0] DOy T HGURF —n# . P
Ple. R, 5B T2NFEHLIE HAEE X HBE R AT . ST 0 AT 85 B4, (15
A TRMEE IR R BN 5T, T2 T M SIRRIR BTl X O T4 T fab L sl i A
TEINEE, LA B AR, SEONTE32], U ALK N A 2 LR /G B BT A
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BFFEAIESE T F FAAE 2 1T R D3 TS e R R 2 SR U SRR, X R IR R B AE A
HY B BAPE R RIS, BEE R OOE R TSR . BAORE, ST ROZEE R T, 5eg i T TES
56, RBOEHFE . OREE 5 T & BN DURGEEAT A 20T (75 SR v 51 TR SR MK, dE T [alk
Mo A CRBIE . RN, AR T B 2 ol . WU BEADN A sE R B Al 9T R
FRLETF T BOR s 1 LRI ZURE[33], 3 i 3 Bt s i) B i, B s mT DL st 63 TR N SR
PRITIEANT, ik 0 TR AR, IR AT DL 25 5 v 53 T A SR, 2 T e 63 T (R AR

AW FMAFAEA R AL, H—, AWTRREFZ MTA A FFEARAT R A, ERFEAPERX
B, AARMEDIRA R, XEGWHTCERIIHET Rk 7 XS, A5 BYHE— P TUR] AR FK B A Rl X
M2 DMREARATIIIC. 5=, ASCRRIRITT T B FAHER ST T 5% TR s f A B L], (R
BOA R R R N ZGEAT 04T, A JE BB O A B P IR AR T

5. &

ABFFAUESE 10T 4k, H JRAmAE R 0T 0 3 TR IE 2 AL, JF AR W] B A R 4 S mT
DUE e PSR 2H R T SR R 5 T A ST 45 R bl i i S T S A A T, T
FHE SRSy, WSy, AEEMNMEEE . R, AHA0RY, BRI STSA TSGR R T
AAURE, fm i T .

e HE

R K g R S AR L 45 B 5 1100 H (2019CDJISKO1PY11); 2 K iy A RN A0 4 2 4t S5 ol 2
FLRIWE 72350 H (2015YBSHO45)
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