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TE9] Ade whet BAF Uy AElE VEZ W 724 JA7F " 9] A
o o9/ AAHEAE ATt S 12 7] @ HAEAEES R 24 A,
Fo-7A4Y 3B AAMX), 24 FY-FA4Y A2 BAACMX), Y ELY I 34 A(network
centrality) = © TALES] WA o] BE A IS FUo H 7AELEY 4

TR MEYR ATl fofdt 9FE mAn itk MEYR ST A4

AE4 £9E Do FEAEEAET BAG A3k, FAL WA Adse B
2o MmN 2943 943 ) WA Aehel 2AEAS A, 79
Austel AL 1 PHAe MEND FU8T U Y3t el A RO
g 7t Aoz et
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Phelps, 1999). E42 24

(Morrison & -

459 "HE, g5, Aol IS Ae F
A
A

ko

g glow QlAsof ghom, gty
T 2he MdA 543 sl iE G
2 2y, @44 2ud, e w3
A el o] 27|7kA] teketAl o] FoA]
$FTH(Northouse, 2007). ©] oAl #AA A g
=S (relational leadership) AT+ YH4 S F
@ FEAAM TAse dABder AT,
FJEV} BE FALES FYH ddtn
7]';9: st %ﬁa E]‘ﬂ’?} 31 (ALS: Average
Leadership Style)®] theto 2 FAsldt) Y-
TAY WA AMX: Leader-Member Exchange,
ojst IMX)= #AA 2tj4le] thEAQl o] &
o2 gyt FAHLE ol v FE
WEAAZE B PThE S AT THGraen,
Novak, & Sommerkamp, 1982). IMX ©|Z& 7§
H L ES HE, BF, el del &
ARE s JRIge AdA S AR
giejot 749 3t FARA FdHE @
AE FHF drhe AAZ T A7)
ﬂWGraen & Uhl-Bien, 1995; Liden, Sparrowe, &
Wayne, 1997). ©]<} %AW AXelAM B A
P50l olRolglit, 4 FERE AL 2
40 AE de WA ode e
WA o) B 7R BEee A
3)A YE$ Asocial network) ©] 0] THSparrowe
& Liden, 2005).

ALEIA HES S WellA g 7HQle] B
Adsd de ¥ dEe 724 44

¢

W)

AAE AA sk Qe Ao dag
HH, A& g535tn —P:H skl bt -9
s 7Kg aga 7 A fAAE
e Al HE %EL HelA oE 744l
=9 @ 9FHE T, v HdUE R
P THBurt, 1992).

AR MEA A A7AEL BARte] 3
o oel @dHe T4 AAE FEsEA

@ lel BAS Wn Qe e FHAEY
224 99 o) Suse JFE o)
ME TS 714 $thBonacich, 1987; Ibarra,

1993). ZH<INA 1ol 4] elrieke] #A 9
MENZ FA40] B9 FesAT vEa
e de PR BAE
A nEsfol gti= Zelth 53 HEYA
WellA vESZ S4de] 7P =2 e
TAAR Aete FHglel v YR
A4 = =t Shaw, 1964), AH]A HEL D #3]
oMol HE4 2H e %“*QJEQ g3t 2
a3 g, A4, A4S Efsta 7Ll
gk A ddFE e 7}{114. = AEA YE
43 Held FAAR AAE AASHA Rt
T TEdSRE v PHeke] AAIMX:
informal leader-member exchange, ©]3} ILMX)S
5o P59 A FAE 5T 4 9k
A9 e 24 e Bed S F
A G52 4 ol We 2T o Al

== =2 T
e grige] A, vEY]A W A4

470l

o

<
(<]

P24 913, aeln wFA destel WA
g3 9 wE Aol We FEE £

Atk 2 Al ARl d eSS #3e

- 546 -



0P &/ BAX 2y E Tg#Ee] gt 2[H-7gd mattA (LMX) e

il

o] A W 2 = G
Aol #AA7) ofd ﬂﬂ(friendship) #AAE ¥
Stbe AolH, mxHoz ¥ &2} 7te
AW ohe} oAzt %74] 3l ddEe
Ale] FEAQ B EgATE Holth

gty wieka Ay J»}(contextual performance) =

zA 9] JRATol| HAAC] JaES n| A=
BAT GRAEE FKsHe 224, A4,
aelm A weke gPgeas 24 aw

A (organizational effectiveness)ol] 7]o13tE A2
ulste g2 ] FAd FHtask performance)9} &+
A F23 Ay NEZE A H}Borman &
Motowidlo, 199%). #1212 4317} & %4 3ol
dgE F7|% A WHBommer & Dierdorff,
2007), etz kel A ate] Aot
2t F48(Motowidlo, Borman, & Schmit,
1997 wep & AFoxe 9] dAE

Qe dekn gue Teee] Avun
A aol, S8 4Rgse A Azl o
3 @A ﬂtﬁm HESI FAAol 71
£ 4EALENE B B

o Al et BAA AdHE 4
AZe AT} A DS FE A
gk I} (social influence process) &2 % 2|35},
wAA ude 3AA A9t g =3
817 @3 22 Ao theke #AS nHs)
o] =osof &t Uhl-Bien(2006)2] F7Ho
W 24 egshe] BALXS 124 oY
sko] FAMMXE BAZ 2d4d £dstn
24 @ a8 24 i RE AL SR
BAE Eﬁﬂ ?fﬂ?»]% HEHZ F4AL
g WAl A= oA
3 7Qlel FEIt gt

%
JPEe F= A4 9% BYol T9E 5

_>,i
o

1l
|

AL

O:

0.

o

AbBIE HE9IS BEe| g

| #3937 @

g 713k w AHEA vEYa

zAENE Auns] 99

7 ARIE el g neid e
o 7<

%a—t— A =g #4900 A 5 o}
IEDIES L S e L
a7 z&u}. Gepl & AT BAA A
#3534 VENT FU40] TYAS A3t
of WAL F Essh thAgkel wAel e
AL VEND F440] T4 99 2 ¥
34 edste FABAst 45 488 e

2AENE TR TS T 9
A 2lcidel olgx wH

o] 20]

A4 Aue Y gEAe ol
gu-7AY wIFAAAMX: Leader-Member
Exchange)= B9 &3 Ao A= <l
d 27t BE 79 T4 PHer o
ob2 ¢x Vi FALEI AR OE udd
AE 7HYE A 71 HDansereau, Graen,
& Haga, 1975). IMX Z(quality)& Z22 244,
AR, a2la 49 wd uet dEiA|H,
olg gt mgkol w3k A ztel] wel LS
W] Hin-group)@F &) F] Hout-group) 2.2 FH
Ao elhe dAE e BAGNE 18
Akl o3t AFE mgk TP 2]y

S A o] WAL FHAQ GR
AT ol 244, M2d4 2he TPe

¥ Al w3lo] o] Fo] X ThDansereauet et al.,
1975; Liden et al., 1997; Wayne, Shore, & Liden,
1997). a@]a Wl &ohe FEdEE
a5 g Ads A7) e =

& AFE A= 7leAo] ZUTHSparrowe &
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Liden, 1997).

g9, 274 i 74959 g%
Grishel BAR og FRE
JANE FE Wtk 3
ol ded, TA9-749
member-member exchange)(Keup, 2000)9} &
b WS FA(CWX: coworker exchanges)(Sherony
& Green, 2002)2 =T} IMX7}F 34 2ot
o BAE ZxAdchd, FREI BAd o
@ Be WAH duAd g A7) el
ste] AW okl £, | T 24 A
Aoz guid daAdA A7jd Aelztn
& g e, B2 d7Aee] 24 W o
& WAES IMX9} dAste] =olgto R
24 W ggg A FeAde xRtk
olgd H& IMX =97} aF EE HEYA
FEOR " BA HollA o] FolA o} g
Th= Graen® Uhl-Bien(1995)9] 33 & A
gellA olelld o glom, 538 24 W 7
5 e #AG a8 #AEC o P4
© TE2E xste AElAE Y ES Asocial

nework) O3} WE PRI AL WL

AL A U Eg oA 7jQle] thE 44
£ 9= I F=e YENI FAA
(network centrality) 0.2 X HE =4, Y EH A
TR B2 NNEY A54 T 1HF
o7 AZAEE AL Z(Bonacich, 1987) ThE
PAAEA vl FHAcz Fad 94X
(position)l] At AL <] gThScort, 2000).
ARS1A M EQ A T2 02 Fegh 9|
g Hstn de PAAE FE} A Bur,
1992), AL8] 2 Ao gt H A (Alder &
Kwon, 2002), #H¥} 3= Brass, 1984; 1992)
SAA o)FE T o8 AElH UES

=

3 I FeAdL IMX AFAAME A &FH
o2 rxE o] $kthLiden et al, 1997 =
g UEHZ S NEAQd FREH
TAHAQ BAE Y e FHew &
© TAY-799 nIAAMMX: member
-member exchange) @ F& 7+ wIAA(CWX:
coworker exchanges)9= €] ® U9 RE
s BAE ddHer SH3v= A
A A= 7RI

g, e o g W vt At
= o] ofyH, F4 2urt EAsiHete
Hl g4 2H7t A 4 AtHMehra, Smith,
Dixon, & Robertson, 2006). H]Z2] 2ltiE 24
49 Fe A Retieke 24 el
498 G9e AT & ArkKolody &
Kiggundu, 1980; Manz & Sims, 1987). Fernandez
19D gty el tigh Q142 29 54
utet T4 gAE vEAE JAZE ApE A
o e, ol 4 &%
AR ofdet Tk e #AA
SAME FAETE FH(Osborm,
Hunt, & Jauch, 2002)%} Z& ofn|2 o]3s]&
AolH, 49452 ¥4 2urt oibe=
HZA4 #AE E8l edE Asstn 2s
oz d4 F e A= gt A
34 EYZ B e AdEe] AR
T2 A E Bl 2YE AEE F e
(Balkundi & Kilduff, 2006), ¥] g4 eltle 1%
el 54 7ie A&t FAHLEY F
of ol 2elg 4 AtkShaw, 1964). THA] &
3 MEAZ F4/480] =2 A2 HlT4 ¢
gz Adyse Aot ®F4 fue T4
2t 7t EAlete AT dEdt JakE s
7HTHManz & Sims, 1987). H]F2] 2]T]€]
242 IMX B o|&4 Z7E ATt

H}3). &

o
i
ol
BN
e

r

o |

e ol
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0P &/ HAX ey g Tg#Ee

odsto] E(role theory)@} A8 A w1 3o] E(social
exchange theory)o| = &Qlgh 4= Qi) 23
Y NI EL 934 7 (role-making process)
AN U ohiz 93 U HAS
o] BAE FAHAE q&o] I
Kahn, 1978), At3]mgto] 2o mr2W 7iQ1E
A zuAs A AL gade ne
Hd7e]l o] &7bs 83 ¥ tHEmerson,
1962. & UEAA ellA] Aol gk H
43 EAEE 71 WA e N
959 JBe 4L + JE 9L
e Relt

A3 A W Bh(social exchange)S TA| Ao =
FAE 2@RAE ulae A4
(economic exchange)ol] TP T X] ku AlF]E 7]
gte g ote dugsdd tig it 24
< 531 YtkBlau, 1964; Emerson, 1976). A}3]
A ol 22 WA &S B sl H
w9 959 98 olag + ke BEE
7R, BAA fude ARA wddA
o 71%3t1 tHBrower, Schoorman, & Tan,
2000, Ford & Seers, 2006). o] 2}t =<fof wlz}
WAA i S driee] #AVE FEaEe
A%3} Ao FFE FE AT 9T 39
(social influence process)©. 2 A& 4 glom,
Sl K 340 Sk A ohiz
HlZ4 griete] dAE T
ok qelm 24 g BE PHASA
A ol TEHE MEAZ 04 94 2
A% 4% el Aolel WEa} Je A
of7] Wil F 7 #AA 2hd FE

ng

ot 2leh-T

WEEA (LMX) 2k AfEIX HIESR|T 2HEe| St

2 o]#3 " vldst= Ao thBalkundi &
Kilduff, 2006; Mehra et al., 2006b; Sparrowe &
Liden, 1997; Sparrowe & Liden, 2005).

B4 mee BAE Ba w39 Adw
ohizt AlzE Wgd Fae Ade Fu
£ AL gudth X o g3 AEE UE
RE! o]%o] TEOR Fxee Zo] niz @
A ga AgEe A, 24 W A9
e 7}4 Afel mel wet A3l
o] et F7](motivation)7} EEhZI T Alder
2006; Mehra,
1997). w2t
Fe WA Aridel s

1=

it

& Kwon, 2002; Bowler & Brass,
Kilduff, & Brass, 2001; Liden et al.,
A e}

AT E T MT To e

FALe] Ade dFA ﬂ(t%k performance) 2}
WA A J_’zHcontextual performance) & &8k 4=
g 4T FHAe 4o Bl
2 27ahe Ad A 9 29
£ v)wdt Ay}o]w(Stumpf & Hartman, 1984),

wetd Azke AR ARl TP
W 249 g3td mgol He APAQ
=S ou|dltkBorman & Motowidlo, 1993).
% ANzel A7EE 240
(OCB: organizational citizenship behavior)Smith,
1983), IARS) 22 4 3 F(POB:
prosocial organizational behavior)(Brief & Motowidlo,
1986)% HdA o2 A9 FYaH (Organ,
1997), OCBS} POBE| 8 74849 1E‘rT
9(altruism), 22 3YF(helping behavior), Y
o]2]9] ZZof )3t A}EHA](extra-role behavior),

T = (following  rules), Z=2]=-3EZ] A (espousing

Organ, & Near,

organizaion objectives) & O 2 ¥ THBorman
& Motowidlo, 1993). Weta A3l o] Al wo}
A el ste ol A, dFE¥e

M| AR} HHE HHEE T84 e
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Hl
0=
AL}
I
ol
Ral
>
i3

o
A
Bl

g wehA gaks Al ARele gl
o A & Sk HolA de 9
& sl wiEeln, B4, Wby Ae @
AR 2uie &3E dFsted T ¥
¢ et YT A sl ol
=3

= ATl BAA Gud FE2 189
4 grst e Ader d4d 9
EYAE mdd 29 19 oo At
H-74d wddAoMmos 24 W g 7R
D T4 drrtadd)ge] 440 A5
A #AGEE ADE ovlsta, HF4
2o-74 9 AnBAUMOE AHE A U ES
Ao v euiadeke] AudAGE

o FANHE ulelH, Y EYZ FA(network

centrality) < & U] BE TAALRZNE, Az,

[ |
® A
Y Sk ®
o °
)
a7 1. 2AE 2oy 7
[ 7k Eok) g Aokego), A
2 4 g4, Ele v g, 4@
& TRES usta, F& H4L 2u-749
FHAAAIMX), F AAE vF 2u-749
AW AAMMX), H4-L X0 HA (friendship tie) S
ujstEd, YEYT 54 (network  centrality)-S
BE AAEC 3 AEdrt]

= 9|m] et (Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). o)<l Hk
& BlFA] 2uGiad)ee]l e v
Rl el FP“Q—E— %ﬁl‘ﬂtﬂ, a9 194

o
ge AN UG DA dnlgd. 2
A% Y el MEAL 080 A e
AQle Ft 3y eust 2 4 ged,
Gt 34 el ME2 FA80 4 %
W 34 o 94 vz ddvt 2 5 9
]

g 7AdES 4 gyl te

H2Ae] AuAAMMOE FA 7
o olge] wold wet ¥ ATe T
2 oMo tFgt AAA SA4= ?_03'5‘}
HAA 2hd FEEMX, IMX)F} HES S
A1 A (network  centrality) S FA]ol] 18 3]
erges s 6N AE B 2
A3 AR 5 Qw, BAE Ui AT

0|27 WA 7ol & grh

ﬂlg
o

THHe B4 2|rete| wlet dot

B IMX A7ES 34 g B
IMX)= 74959 et ol Hrkxe
2 A 9IS e dT7AHE A
3lo] 9THGraen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). &4] 2]t
9k #AY A(quality)o] =& FAHLELS T

FHERE JF4 A4y S Bn
24 g et A (erust), Z g
& o] Fmutual obligation)7} 7] wjEo] AWk

(respect), o
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i=l
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AL
i
om
-1
0x
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10
0x
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o
T
-4

7F EoA @, oA &Y AEY A9} 2L 1A
A9 Ae gadte Ao FH =gt

(Liden et al., 1997).

a1, xel Bd 3 FHAA AL
ohim AFol e} QA5 BAY 23l
A S-S 7H71% Ftk(Haris, Kacmar,
& Witt, 2005; Harris & Kacmar, 2006; House &
Aditya, 1997; Liden et al, 1997). 53] Harris9}
19 FEES IMX7E o]FE(20057 ~EH|
20005 ALz fHaA7le Ao] oY
% Udges JUe na delge 9L
Fetl, IMX Qo] YT %8 Aol 74
S5 gy R3E o Be 7]t (expectation) 9}
O] Fobligation), 1831 T4 HJFE do| F
gallof & F(oleS FowA o 2t}
o A7} BErew 48e 4 glrhe ol
ol shed B4 Fdsel ALY
/H J,} al uﬂal—x% A3 4.7]- ,] :Lx%xqo 47;]]
Be APEdA AZHolgth Luxe 7
o ¥4 k] AT WHT &3
FRAES A tha A2H SRl
T AUth IMX H(qualiy)o] 2 74HY
e gy B% AA, 12w 4R
¢ AUE ATRE S ol x
(quality)o] S FALEY e AHE F=E
3K Dansereau et al., 1975; Feldman, 1986). L
N3 24 edsdel WAL 2o pAAES
Ageze 2o BE ATl FloleleiE
A7t sFAE ILiden & Graen, 1980), %<}
gdd A Slo] ek dxE 4= 7t
A7) wjoll(Graen & Schiemann, 1978) -4
W7} wolAh E3 IMX o] Ee FAY
Se Ae Ggel PgEta LA o

of 9RAt P U F7t Frhed

o,

i) mln Wy oo e 1:9

}:o flo o

A WERA (LMX) 2k ABIX HIES|T 2HEe| St

(Scandura, Graen, & Novak, 1986). 3+H, LMX
Ao AAA APAEHTE FAAQ A
BARe 9Fe Frhe APAAE 9ot
(Duarte, Goodson, & Klich, 1994; Vecchio &
Gobdel, 1984). o] el &3} 91«1
A7 =4 dshde @R
Q F(leniency bias)ol] 23] W&
& A7t o] A7) wEdd
Hu}(\x/ayne et al, 1997). #3}e] 77}
SR olf IMX BgelA Ftis 74
o] 474 4&74]% dol AE S 7|vte s 3
AElA BAS D5t A5 7](maturity) ©
Al(Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995) E& dutstd
”i 334 #A ](Sparrowe & Liden,
Bol Aoz B 4 9t}
T Aoyt E*‘Oﬂ o
o] Al olefo] H& A
zﬂ.o] ?%QE 4 1] &K Organ, 1997). 2lH 2] &

[‘1[‘

Lr:i
Hilr;E
o T ok o

Mo 1T of &

=, _“ FO
10 0_1.4

-

fo] ZANNYES ABele Fog WG}
%DHE 7)4\-—(Lepine Erez, & Johnson, 2002) T
G 749 e maaAe SHolA o2
2% ¥E + An 484 mERAdE
dunde] d9Ho] FgstE2Blu, 1964)
st 79 o] AANME 5 3t
o RolAe mael Pud| wet 1o F35
= P& dfoF st= oF7F T S THGraen

& Scandura, 1987). = TA]
A wet T

44T A, oI QT 0|92 G@A
g e AQJAE A st=H, IMX Fo] E&
Fh9e wed 4ng ge THE 9% o

e elrste wg
%o 49 o

el dge sAgonA Adel 25 3
$ote PFTS e Aoltiden et al,
1997; Wayne et al, 1997). E3t L5 €

vt 52 FFo wSHAE FAFo =M
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shEale

EELERGE

HA
1

AL BAE A HaL, olHE FAd
o) 2] FTtE(Dansereau et al., 1975; Vecchio &
Gobdel, 1984), &4 <12/(Graen & Scandura,
1987), ZZAE-9](Settoon, Bennett, & Liden, 1996;
Wayne et al, 1997)°] &= o] Weta 3=
913k AES FHOrgan, 1997). whebA H 144
A8 PR 24 skl BA AL
Tl el dFE = Aot

7Hd la. FY-749 agdAaMx) A
(quality)o] EFE ALY AFATE o
é-:—o]_zl Al o]\:}

7Hd 1b. 2U-TA Y nSdEAOMX) A
(quality)o] E=SFE ALY WEgH e

o Fobd Rolct.
TAele| HEYT FAMT Ao}

MIES 250 wiElE] e AFEA Ul
EQA YoM 7274 AXE B 7 3
= A digk H2Ae] Fopxl
ALS| A U EL A o] &9 7] &4 ESME}
(Brass, 1984). 3 7jQlo] %2 oA Theksk
HAE dete AL =
olgl JEYA FxdA TE 2857
Ade)e] 79| glo] FHel ffAg 743
ddd 7hsAde] e A ulgith
& HAE Ze 5
JRQ1E A oA o 2l
] =& Ao HRE A, FH
d Y RREHE e FHYE]
ole M2 FEE 958 & 9o (Bur,
1992; Sparrowe & Liden, 2005), 3 Ko that &=
AEL 7127 W] Eol|Bure, 1997) =& A
He =Y 5 dve otk MEYA W

-
ox
o
b=
b=

e

PR T A

)

-

N
o,
o

o4z o oS K1 rR H

A FH4] EE A =
3o GAEES Bl A0 Fasl <
A9 FE% I0E setsn Hoh & g

b

)

Ol'

g 7] el A
THAhuja, Galletta, & Carley, 2003).
TFALEY TAES 9= AL A

R

e
A&3A l2ded 4 rhBaldwin, Bedell, &
Johnson, 1997).

HES M F4AQA AAE A6k 7
R
el 2E5e g vE Fddse] o
o} TH(Brass & Burkhardt, 1993;
1993). HESZ g4 & MdsL =
g% Hez e AREe B4 LT 4
Al AT 4 A T Settoon & Mossholder,
2002; Venkataramani & Dalal, 2007), A4 =&
& = 27k e 2Ale 259 e
4ot BEedelE B9 AER ¢ 5 o
Dickmann, & Seidel, 2005). U E$ =
Qe Al g WelE 1
oF WA A3l Brass, 1981), AFile] g W
A WA Aoa Adse 924 B9l
Ao ARz AZE] w) FEoll|(Morrison, 1994)
HES AN F4AQ0 ARE AAst= 742
Se U 4o A3 PES dud oo
(Settoon & Mossholder, 2002; Venkataramani &
Dalal, 2007). @, & 7§<lo] HIES A WellA
F4A9 A4 ANATE AL e 74
AS oA Ao FZo] Bk 7}A A wisibility)
| molans AL jshed, o2 @
d& 3 Hreputation) ¥ T H HTHZey-Ferrell &

Ibarra,

(Barsness,
F4el e )

[e]

)~

Ferrell, 1982). 8|1 TS FALEY Ze
HAAE Z+e= N0l a3 AAE B3 8
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0IB 5 / B 2IEiA TRl St 2E-TeE

=

AHRE gE5s=tBur, 1992), A<A <l
A fAE AsiA = A& (impression
managernent)7} Z 9 3}tHBarsness et al., 2005).
ANl olg Ba A%A BAE A%
A= MELT HellMe] A A9
A7 g geto] 7] wiEe] WA
gre At a8 $7 He
ool =ofo w=d ° W A
o A8 WEZ ole] R wet

Qe Aoke gakd Aol

i

) i
ox >_\1L _1
4 e o |

(<]

M 2 MEQD FAH] £S5F T
49 GRATE o ol Zolth

M 2b MEAZ FAY0| #4554
o] weha J3E o gold Ao,

ox

—_rLA'Io-IOI HI_._AI E||:-|2}9| P,;IJ‘HQI' glﬂl'

LMX o] &ellA T4 eHete] #A F2
g ol 2Tt 7k e Al i@ A
o3 SAG & A AL, A weah
oA 2pEsir} dAe7] mEoltt. o3 =
o ¥4 u-74Y A AA M)l =

FUs 48T 5 e, UEDD F44

o] =& MAe Aol e HIH EA19
oL /M slom, BAE fAsk=H 2
L8 AIREA AR Qe RE BA A A
AZ(strong tie S 4317 olHY ©E 74
AEH AHARQl AL FA gt B F2 g
g7t afste AdS BE FHALEAA
Sapl RuRE Aol ohie WAt £ T
B AR A o7 A 7] Wzl HF
4 eldste] PA Fasths Aol 4
AZA(strong tie) S Edl FL3 FHE GEA
A2o] EEthe A 11eldhH(Hansen, 1999)

TERA|(LMX) 2t

AEIE HIERIR MEo| St

A= v]FA 2o eke] #Ao de i T4
AE] Aol 83 TS = Aoz 4
S8 ok E=3 B34 gueke] AATL
TS Y A HEYA HA e
#gleo] I FHE FEdvhe HHow Qs
2 A4S 7HE 7] dl Rl Kilduff &
Krackhardt, 1994; Podolny, 2001) WIEH A U

Be genEde WA fod A48
0% 5 Aok oA el @ elo] EdI2
Wl FAAY AT AAsE A
Ai0sl A} obdel ek ARel 95
s Ae] wolithe Aot @, ¥4 ¢
O+ ¥ 85 7Hteam efficacy)¥} & FALE
o] A JeFS =0 Z MR (Pescosolido, 2001;
2002) FFAoRE © Ay e mIH
(Gibson & Vermeulen, 2003). WebA w]F2] g
el AAVE £ 49 A3 "l o
g Feqol Ei, SRAA IME M F
7] W] Bty =& JFAEHE 7uE F
et

W s e 92 BAd A 7
o] Mes 432 AT J5E T A
0 BAE W2 duste wAs uEs
2 e PRSI BN 2S5
AERMERIE EERES B EREREE
709 92 +9%u, FEE 5YPY
S Ao e A4S ATFeRA 29
A Azt 71 ThSnell & Wo
agja 22 FAJo] HF4 P
HAA(strong teyS ZeThe A H[FA "4131
g A2 sutoz slo] Aoz AWt
= )3, A5sEA #A dne A
2] 0] 8L tH(Granovetter, 1973). 743+ Oﬂ@(strong
tie)e A Zd] thdt v e Ad(embeddedness) S

o gAFE HE, 714, %o 38 7%

JHM
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BtEA2ISER A o

HA
1

S}7] uwljol|(Brass, Butterfield, & Skaggs, 1998;
Uzz, 1996), H]&4 2t|o} &g d242 2te
T9e HFA e WgA gHRE Qe
gEol Fiote Pe= & 2ok
M AAES] G Lrole) ETHE oh
FEFH e BRIEHY] WAE SN
P EThKatz & Kahn, 1978). wWebd A}a]A
|EA]E o] FALES 2]t ¢}
WAE AR o] EEe, HFA
gitiete] AAl= ARS|A U[E A0l o] Fol
2171 wjiEel] AKSA U EL A et A4
ol a4 Aoty = ¥4 7t A
o WAE A= BN Ao 73}

2474 ¢re 5

;&

£, oftt

H] _1_/\1

el 7149 = sle 32
S Hold}50](Graen & Scandura, 1987), H]
2 gu e AEA HEYDS YoM F23
o e Pee Tl 7YY A=

et Aoty ARRA HEHAZ el
T BACMAE Mz i Azt

W, oo 12

o] 2 HHdES ﬂﬂw—i BAHE 9 PF
A& A& =4 Bolino,
1999) 418 E aFstuat & Aoltt
EA U9 E9EE A
A

o
of H
:?L_"

i
rlo
o

o

S Bt} Bowler & Brass, 2006). ©]z]3F
=2 IIMX A(quaity) S 2+ TAYE
A B 2 997 BALYEY, oL

995 A9

el 2

ge
B 2417} ol
] 93 e dy
r AE4 BT 5
Qs =N B

Aol fA1E 2%6‘}71 fall e b=
HqxA Pgol Fgae dTe T Aotk

| Gdsh 2o WAE fAGE

EERIER
FHLEES 294 e THLE M8 o
437} 52 Aot
A 3a HTA AE-7AA An e
(IMX) Aqualitge] £35% 7999 9%

k]jq.k: 1}1 é-:—o].;ﬂ 740]];]_

7Hd 3b. H]F2 EU-789 An A
(ILMX) H(quality)0] =255 74949

A 43 o Eold Aoluk

HEHZ AN LMX ¥ ILMXe| =HE1}
B A2 BN E Agle] AXa)
= TXA R AHAS ko] dAl g

38 Mese] 2EaIE st glev

Burt, 1997), 34 2Eek AL b FAAA

o 2J3t 24 g I(Sparrowe & Liden, 2005)¢} A}

34 vEAZ W 5% Q1T FAraA el

ot AR dejM e A FxoA %
1 gk W A4 PAAE ARd B

ASd 93] FAE A13d YEYZ FAA

3} AuAETe 4Etensl nefd

W 22 ) N9l QEATiel Wetd Al

gk Hoh 2pAgE olaf 7t o] Fol A Sl

Aol .
z2 W Qs

PESIRECIEER

o WE9D 2940 B THAES I

g Aol g H2A43% =

(Burt, 1997), RHeF IMX A% 3 ]

del el 3 slol FHHe HzE

SAA H5T & A Al dig H
urh ol Aolth AgH WEY A T

2

A9E BAH 45T & Ak O 2
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o
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e
on
~
i=]
X
Ja
L]
i
am
-1
0x
[0
10
0x
=]
o
n
-4
>
HO
rbh

A ZAA 7=
HaEe IMX Ze Zt 9 mold F

HZ (in-group/out-group bias)©|

IIMX Zo] 2%

A, o e
=& FALES HT4 rﬂﬂ%ﬁ HAE %
g Eis al

T
>
i
=
o "
T

=
gelo] 271 Aolmz R AHHQ YE
g2 Bt A5 Aol EF F2A A
A% FA 95HE ANEe 9 v
4 AuE B 2+ At 9Tl Tt
Hof ve PHAERRE A Az o

g S o ge
eln 5 e W s
ECEE RIERERRCE

AN G5E ARYTHE 9% Fobd o)

7 4a. BH-FAHY w3} AAOMX) F
(quality)2 T2 HEHA 5 J
er 7]-,] .47;]]2 Jx4z4 o7 }_

A b v1FA Eu-TA
(ILMX) A(quality) AL WEYA
I A o] dAE AR
o]t}

-to ) m":
N,

22 ) a5e) Aekd s g3 o))
T 28] g 715 rHerket #dd
THBarsness et al., 2005). IMX A3} YEHI

FA440] BF 2e Ade Bt A0S 4

TERA|(LMX) 2t

AEIE HIERIR MEo| St

Sallo] fel@ Wol AT 34 eldistel

A HA FELET] HAE T &
gaflof o= <l WA F e HE=
augol stk MESA $4487 4 2y
ofe] Al Ho] ¥ e ¥4 Py
HES A F4Ae] B2 ASde 24 gd

o g2 FALE e BAE g e =M
olilE FE F& AN T4 Fue} A3
A EYANAM 98 g7} giez <
3 FF Agto] Eold 4 9lthKrackharde,
1999). &g &4 Hdet e 7EdE 9
Qg;lﬂ A]—Xo].x] OJ—L: A]—i]—01x]g]_l:
87 ¥-&3k A AHAZE el @ 4 gl
ot weba P A 9 T iQl
dHoz 283 Aol olygt

Fri

o At 3
Yt END FAYT TR B @

Al gk 22 2 eke] #AA do] 7=

THAL 2HANE d5d M hdlE F

& ek Ak g sfole] Y

o g oz dla) A
:'

93 J=S &

il o= =

=l
Borman¥} Motowidlo(1997)% ™ +2
P e APl gk g7 AT
A 7RQlel A T AWHA Q1A 5E (general
cognition ability)2 WA AIR}E JEA
Dol o BAATH: A AR, o
2l A5 vENZ T4 Aaﬁ g
Aue Aoz =95 o] gtH(Casciaro, 1998;
Krackhardt, 1987; Russo & Koesten, 2005). = U]
EL= M FAAA AAE XV]S}*

QA Fad Juel o 9240 &)
wlel 24 W wASS 543 298 9%
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TARISEIA: A Y EA

= —

o

g 4 serd & 9w, Ael GRgs W elel 74E7] e 24 dPzrEe o
24 4 A0 $AA) ofele W W @ apsh YEAAdAS G H a7
24 gnvhs 4TARE o FAFoRA b dEow da WY 9B A

Bge agrie Ao, uel oge] Yol wAE %E olth
@9, A dEAZGA F449 94 del3 MEND FA4] Ee Pl v

A PIAES AN GFo] % 34 Just & WAR 4A4F A% MES
He Ao e B dut 24 @A 4 2 gede 9Feo] B8 Eobds] ue
29 Roleke 94 B slol AN 9% ANel FFH bl U@ B4 el A,

=

7}
ol gk 4 2lHe] T8 (eceptiveness)dll S 4] 2lH ] F84o B WA w-ed
WAl A L, Vg (impression management)E Aol th Wk MEAA 44 W FA
E& ol2 ZEsluAl gthBarsness et al., T&e] HAL Aol BE =& AL il
2005). apAIRE T2 g ete] #AVE Fow 9 Y Frbd i 4 e FEA
A stuat st= B7I7F AskE el RFEA ddEE " stuat & Aolw,

o} g HelE wWEkE Ao F83 Hdas upEhi ez
olo]7] w&ol|(Bolino, 1999) YEYA =
o

bt

oX,

o,

>

1o
o e 4

o] oA F4 gy £ WAE A =L 74
= THYEY WA Ae oot #A o WA Aol wet webd o) die
7F A &2 FALE g iAo ® ¥ 77 24 Agatetl, 34 eu ek #A
opd Aoltt. 7t & FRYES UEHA 440 ==
SAIRE MEY A AT v guete] 5 b Adate g dorle v Bl
HA] do] B & Afde o siMe] A Hge] #At & FAAAES UEY
A&tk EYA FAAAR v gud 3 FAA0] 525 Wegy Ade Us =
o] WA= AEIA UEYA YelAe #Ale  opd Fo]
Ze-7Aa e
W FAA LMX)
e EYA M R Hrdt
ZA14 (Network Centrality) A g ks Ao
H]F2] gu-744 T
71 1 ZA| ILMX)




0P &/ BAA 2yt § 7o gt 2[H-7gE MatA (LMX) et Al HIESRR BEe| S&

7Hd sa. 2lE-7Ad agdAaMx) 2 g 2 dA7e] HAd ugt 4470 HellM 787
(quality)> VIES S A3 Hgkd Azt 2 o 34 3 gy 2dE Alejsisinh. 4470
o #AE FHAeE 24T Aon g Z 107 "ol 24 St v 2y

A 7F LA WZel Aold Ade T4 7

sl
7 sb. vl Fu-7AY Jud
IMX) B(qualioy& HEHZ FAA B2k o 347, v]g4 2n 349, 34 2hd 6z
3 e WAE AR AT Aoty 4 Y AE Bl 7HAE 2Y 1070
Atk B Ao HEdE S LMX,

S 7oz so] o 13 Ae wek Azl aa AFEAA 2w
EET =8 < o s FEE 218 F7HE A9t
o, AFHow 14799 | AL dF A

g7} AZBH A1eE 214 44 S

T s 34 g w4 ad olsld Agle 4
g 1459 AFEN T3E AL 1477

Ol

T2 Y AEFE o] IMX, {FAFet Wekd g3, g <l
TEAA AR Hit AolE vud Ay} &
2 AFdAe A 4SS gt & HgdA] Aol Frrt foekA] 4 A
AExANE AT @Eﬂ—t— HESA o= RIS
EA4e deab] A ¥ e 74 BA Ao AEE SHEHAEY ATEAA
Fhop WA APE vhets }71 A FRow EAS AFEH, Yol 102969.4%)°]1, A
A= eH, Iy 127] 7l FAlshE 4 B2 20017} 789 (53%), 307} 61%8(41.5%)
e e s 2AE st o F 1%“9‘ ottt W&FFEL 4dA HE =H67H
2 2 Y EYA BN BAsIn Aokd  45.6%), AR ZHG6H, 24.5%), 15
<

Ho, iy o

o

A5 AQsta, F 7371 dollA 39979 A9, 19.7%) TO=2 UrE}ML, A5 A
FA7E UED BA4S A% Ar2 A 3 di2rt i98es dAe] 87.7%E A
At ok B 24717k 3d iEellen, &

wA HEYA 45 @ gy BAl &% ’"elAe Hd 2RI 2d 7
& AFsth ' oA HES D F440] Lolqltt
‘_’:
H

==

7V =& Jfole] 21 o

o
o e
o,
o
=

g 0134 Ju= A9 A o AR weel 5
A9l 7%l fa, el Mgy dug <

Aatie vz duse wAE 24 B ATdAL UEYD Aag Fh)
7ol mEste] g ERAA A, A SUASAA 25§ PYASY ol F
of YA % 2070 | 1539l AJHAJSE. & ANGT, 1FH Aw

ae3 34 Ads w3 dse WA rhiond] FEE AR 9
F499) AE) VAL FFS B 9 mahod & AGHAT ol AEPHE &

)
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BHARISBIAl L AR O K

— =

HAso] Aete BAY 24 54 T
etat7] Hﬁﬂ AR AHEEE Wt
(Barsness et al., 2005; Marsden, 1990; Sparrowe &
Liden, 2005).

AZ Tri(tie strength S ZHste &
(closeness), H1=(frequency), 7]ZHduaration) —o—«]
A7kl vzt =27}
A
Heg A et

n m>4
O_u

?-/H o /\Eo] Eal ;(4 o]

s8as
A THPerry-Smith, 2006 Z+%),
b pdesEs AuA

7}
3 ) 3(Granovetter, 1973; Seibert, Kraimer, &
Liden, 2001), 7]&¢] Ak5]2 HEHAZ AT

AN AFY RER A4 ZEE SV W&
ol|(Brass & Burkhardt,
Dalal, 2007) & ATl A
AHAE S

1993; Venkataramani &

zo MER 2

-9 adHA
(Leader-Member Exchange)
IMXE Graen 5(1982)°] A|A]3F 7709 &3}

IMX-7)o.2 43t IMX HEE &7,
AF, R 5 UAEd S 7HRAE o=

ol E A uh, Mz 7te] ATA ST} o} v
AeZ AFEg 4 9thE Graend Uhl-Bien
(1995)¢] At w B AfgrE LMXE
Quatel =4, AlF, o]F7to] ¥xdlE 7HL:10

A=

FU7br, At 9
3] o 2233} ﬁwdoﬂ ol Qeht 2 @
2 9k 5om 14U, 8 e
g, e el drkodrel sy A
SN HEd g A== BAAI
Cronbach a Zt& 0.83°|%1th

HEQ A F44 Network centrality)

HEYA FAAL =33t oz o4
=7 e T FAAE ddste JEE oA
St wj7) 5414 (betweenness  centrality), TFE Y
A=} Aol
=21 A (closeness centrality), Z18]3 T}E 3=}
53} e Ahe0d] £ UEE A2F
A A (degree centrality)©] ) THFreeman, 1979). U]

E92 FH4E 29a ol s s
FoA B ATAME FAAE ALl T
& A2 sAE ol T 77l

g AEE drse 24

ol vl 7] F41 A (betweenness centrality)©] &
geltn Bec. @u, A FES
“Ye3t QlEgromnt PR o PHF
(binary variable) W2]-& Al&-3lE w7l SAA]
1979%e 28 55 wWSAA
(flow betweenness centrality) A T 4(valued
variable) WAl Al&-3lth 58 wi/=4A
& AuA® oz 4y s TR
2E a7l Peds 2 HES WEes) WE
of|(Freeman, Borgatti, & White, 1991; Sparrowe &
Liden, 2005) 49| F=5 Hrh AldsiA
ot 4 Qo B s el B8 )
FA4e PAUEY YED
Haisinh

(Freeman,

[e]
F449% =

v Zu-7AY AndA
(Informal Leader-Member Exchange)
B2 gy E AAFsts e tatshA
EAE 4 gl=H, Fernande(1991)= 2T 7} 2t
Folo} & 2AE FoI 239 Y=L oY
E MA3FA T, Mehra S(006b)S S HAE 0]
AU Qaste Ale ABsE P A
gag B ApedE vy Jut 25
o]o]; gk Al 942 @AYo FQ35ttu At
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0PI &/ AN 2logint § Fd@e| oot

3}91 A (Balkundi & Kilduff, 2006), &S 7}
2 A drgdd 4 e W T4 A (in-degree
centrality)S Eaf H]FA gy S AT
(Freeman, 1979). W&k ZAIAL 31 Jf¢lo] t}
£ THAERRE AZ%E JET 395
o, olee Wle Anahe AL A5
K gkl wAe B@Ee sy qE
Et= Abgre] A9 (prestige)S U ERE
ThHBrass, 1992). 7]&2] W EH = ﬂ?‘ﬂ-%
Age Y 2 deie veE 9
A A& A3 tHBrass & Burkharde, 1993;
Sparrowe, Liden, Wayne, & Kraimer, 2001).
AEEREEREERERJUEIES
25E 7P o] At dvka A

e Abol7] Wl A 9ok
Alto]

2~ 0]

l

Fl
J

>~

>ér1rr

0{}4 1 %2 ﬁ

44

goglol w7y vEd ozt 2 5 3l
(Balkundi & Killduff, 2006). wapA] E o] A]
T 34 dd= ° WMo Wk F4de]
W gew WA dHE Agadn, )
F 10 "IN 24 elois uzs ol
aAaRt. 34 Ads WE 2ul
8 At A folle LM} IIMXoM 22
i #AE SHIYE At ds

%]\E} a8v g #AE T
T LMXS} AFSA U ES oA X u A
& ekl maxe AdE0E e Aol
i, A7 JREA e IMX73 A=
(tie strength)Zh= TFE A =2 A 57| ujj&o
WHERcs 2A7F gl Ay 7|
o] IMX APAME LMXE 7H1A FAG
WAHAZE obd e AR s o
o, IMXe| FA7NEQl AlE (erust), E7
(respect), &3 2] Fmutual obligation) SA] F2]
fust P90 Aze] A49A s} P
o Wzt HrE FFEEta QAtHGraen & Uhl

NrR_‘

01!
ER

ne

-

¢

ZAl O

m_?ﬂ-hé"umi_\.inﬂ
ox
=2

o

™

2T WERA (LMX) 2t

AbBIE HE9IS BEe| g

-Bien, 1995; Sparrowe & Liden, 2005). & 17-2]
4 A frAbe dZ 2ol 2EYEe T
Z X (initiating structure)$} Bl & (consideration)
2 T8 oftole FUviste HEwBDQ:
Leader Behavior Description Questionnaire)s &
T Uk LBDQ—L— TFEFEs} wEzke gy
4 zEo] BUAee] ohleh S9E A9
ol7] wjiol FUe A Al et
ﬂé‘]— 31 1 THNorthouse,
FHBA EA M=
LMX ¢} ILMX 3te] BHAAE MR folsHA]
e AoR YEROm(B=07, ns), &4 2
EER R ERE U PR
AEE tgon ¢ AnwA 24 o #
oA R ITHB=-.235, ns).

g, vlgA 2uet Y el A
A E(tie strengthy= A 271 A 2o tha] FA]<
AudAES 7RG A5ske g FoA
Ao 2 =781 tHWasserman & Faust, 1994).
& 501 < P)ﬂﬂ"ﬂ/‘i s EH?* Aa gk
Z

ok 0°] ﬁ“db
v%‘

] F-A) 7}(Task Performance)

IMX A3} 2jo]e] F3AQ1 H7t 1] A
oA LAEe gl
3k XA o] o K Wayne et al, 1997), THH-
Bo) AN 4% el JeEopL o
Fosta, 71EY dAFEdAE FALE
ek A& dakel 7t 7 edsiia A

Q F-(leniency bias)o]]

Al AR 7P A R dTe =27t /sl
W Ed B AFAE gule ZHF 7} v
S N9 thMehra et al, 2001 Z-X).

A5 QraNE 24a dd o
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BHRAEIEE A A o XX

— = —

oAl HLE9] dFAH Hquantity), FF
A3} A(quality), J5F FE=Ad(initiative), L] 1L
AWARQl JF e A=E “de T
Ay, «ufg- FAFHY 53 H==2 7t
St=E si9jon, EaE 7+ Cronbach a %k
o] 0.88% veh} Hwo| AzAele Al
Sle ZoE gRlHirt

W 2}+2 AJ 3}(Contextual Performance)

Ao A= Sparrowe 5(2001)2] A
TE A=Y, o] Smith 5(1983)
Hruism) FE7} UG Aoz Pz
o 2gared AgHn

=78
3, Z=AHPHH 9 (common method bias)S

AR SId) FAUES WA 4otg 9
dusel FPeEs durh Ae A
W BRE FEU “RA WAg dd g
49 ALE I 5 ) BES T
B %91 O, A FAUOA

A @3’4’, Cronbach a Fk©| 0.829&1’/}.

E-A ¥ 4=(Control Variables)

ARl HIESA B IMX AellA 7H1ES]

AT-EAA E”f_’_ A Eojord HER Q1A
ol gk e A", a2ln 2571
& UlelA 9] ﬂhlﬁlg‘r - dtel HE L
(Barsness et al., 2005; Harris & Kacmar, 2006;
Mehra et al., 2001; Perry-Smith, 2006), 2|5
FA4Q Fzole] A3 BAH O a9
DA J8FS(Ibarra, 1993; Mehra et al, 2001;
Sparrowe & Liden, 2005) & <= 1t}

B dFellMe 71 Al we FALE
o Ad, 99, 2E7I%, AFd nsTEe
s

Frkete] NQlge] ATEAS WS

e

w2
AoR
2]

Ef=

o B orr oyl

HAZ 7HA

FE 7t FHIAZE E 19 AAEHAT
IMX, Y EY A =44, IMXE ¢

H3tsh FA ARBAZ 7
SREEEREEEE DI

w2 wwA A Je.
e X 32 IMxsh 94
& ¢ 4 Qe Mxst

o
=
N,
.‘
H

==
=

fr o
r

pa

IMXe] A= frefata] A WebEth

E.;(]

2 Usiton], mep QTEA4 WFEe
2HAE B ARATe wetd gl

RIL
7H

il
L]
AR 37
AHg-sFAth
g, Zz3
FX2D)E
e W4
o AT
we 7E
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A SollA AL IMX, &57]7He
EYz =44 2 IMx, 183 FFL
9} 04‘:'/\434 =il uﬂa—;ﬁ /qu.sq_ kU g‘j

yul

-2 (hierarchical multiple regression)=-
AikenZ} West(1991)2] =9]of u}
sE9E Aza] Bl et
]._g_"l- ﬁ_?‘oﬂ‘—* /\1—_9_3)—_9_?5]—0 ‘63/\1
X, Z)9}e] t}=FA A (multicollinearity)
FE7t 7] W] MeEe W
o 2 A3 centering) A7 THE Y



0P &/ BAA 2yt § 7o gt 2[H-7gE MatA (LMX) et Al HIESRR BEe| S&

E 1. #o JESA | duhP

B EFHA O @ B @ e e O ® O a0 Aay
m g 69 46
) 9% 251 1.08 5%k
3 EFE 341 95 27% 16
4 AF 1.56 .85 B8k SgEE 30k

6) 271708 3090 3673 .09 40%% -8k D4
6) ZE717H AR 43.04 4745 10 52%Ek _ 26wk 33wk GOk
(7) LMX 328 .63 26%% 14 0l .17% -01 .06

® WELA 244 958 1390 -03 -13 .09 .01 -.18% -22%k 5%

9) ILMX 93 .80 09 05 13 -1 -23%k L2GEE (07 36%E

10) FFA 334 M 05 11 .07 .20 .00 .08 .25%F 29%k 7%

(11 == Az 347 51 A0 15 11 .20% .02 .06 33K 42%F 31k 5@k
) ¢ N=147

*p <05, ¥ p < 01

% 49 7 e Z3E A4 M Lst sk A
o tEgadel EAseste Qob  ARA 2skh

H7] Q& EAF A SX(VIF: variance inflation UES A 2443 45743 1] AA A

faccon® FRISIAEH, BE WY A IMX9} IIMXS| 2H g = X 29 B VI
#to] 03 o/dela, VIF e 3Wrh Zskr] wf A gRlg 4 Slt} wA AWE®R)S 23 V
ol GsdddE A HA ¥e AR o HlE| 7%l 2%= 5% SV, AT
skt ol FE(AR) g F AT IA frefd
E 28 ¥ U AR A94E oz Yrip<05) M2 FaEgE0]
kgt Aol , UMESZ $44, IMX  ¥3d 2¥o] SAHeR uy} IS &

<) B
of AEAQ] BHE IRIPE e BF 45 F Ak GFAT tig vE]A T4
Ao gk gaFo]l ok ®d I, LMX 7re] AL FIE foekA] Fok
B (B=-06, ns), EHD FAAEI IMX= &
= SAEEINB=28, p<ODE T Aow U
A AoZ dehdth oj24 WEYA T EWTth o2& I ydel #AVE £
Aol 789 Qe dFe = Zlo] FALE AEA HE A FAHAQ] A
gt 7H 207F AR EA D, AT dal AR EFE RS oS 2ol A
2]

24 2iske] W 2 W duete] WA e A Ak AXEA 2%, v
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shale[stelA]: Aty 3 A4
¥ 2. 9FAntol| oist slHEM 2o 3 ASAEEE
q7e 3
23 1 2y 28 11 23 N 28V 28 VI
4 -03 -09 -.02 02 -.05 03
ik -01 01 02 -07 -.01 -.08
AETE 01 04 01 -01 02 .02
2 20 17 17 24% 17 .20
=£717HE) -1 -.08 -.09 -.09 -.06 -.07
=+£717HA 7 .10 .08 15 16 15 .19
LMX 23k 16 11
HEH A F44 Bk 23% .10
ILMX 23 12 19%
HIES A F4xIMX -.06
U EY A FAIAXILMX 28
F 1.15 2.13% 3. 12% 2.08% 3.05%* 3 44k
R 05 10 14 .09 17 22
AR 05%%* 09 04% .04% 05%

) % N=147, AAE FA= EshE 2FAF.

¥ p < 05, % p < 01, % p < 001

b 2 BAC e FEL2 UEHINAN
TAHAJA HAAE ALes dFE9ML =&
Zolete

:oé
i
o,
I
lo
N,
5
A=)
HE
rlo
N,
L
° o

sol WEAZ FHAT G
g wagac o
FHoz,

o
A ol wAU we Puom TEsdr

Y
)

(¢3 [‘-}l
.
=,

N
HN
)
_);1_1‘
N
N
uv

av
rl

IMX ZHo| &2 2

345, p<.01), IMX Ho| ¥r& Ftte Y EI
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Relational Leadership and Individual Performance:
Integrating LMX and Social Network Perspectives

Kihyun Lee Hongseok Oh Myung-Ho Chung

Yonsei University Ewha Womans University

Previous studies have suggested that the research on relational leadership need to be extended from
dyadic relationship to multiple or network level relationship. This article examined how different relational
leadership types(LMX, ILMX) and network characteristic(network centrality) are related to individual
performance. From the results of analyzing data from 12 organizations in Korea, we found that
leader-member exchange(LMX), informal leader-member exchange(ILMX), and network centrality
independently predicted members' increased contextual performance. However, only ILMX was positively
associated with members' task performance. Results further showed that high quality ILMX positively
moderated the relationship between members' network centrality and task performance. In addition, high

quality LMX relationships negatively moderated the relationship between members' network centrality and

contextual performance.

Key words : Leader-Member Exchange, Network Centrality, Informal Leader-Member Exchange, Task Performance,

Contextual Performance
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