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CEO IS S5 /Ml ALK :

B 44 AN 40l SR S R R 5

% M RTH
(B R geuk 5%, i 200092)

WE: P LTRABARGARG TR AF, i CEORAS ML P Dk i K, KBCGE FE oy K4EE & 2 54
45 CEO #n 153 4% 5 & 84 Be 3T 038 A #F 50 AF A, 15 A J& 4890 )3 F= Bootstrappin 7 % , 38 % T CEO 12 % &k gzt b
AR PRI EAR, S E R T AR S B 6 P AMER Ao b LA BT AE A . SFAES AT R AW, P4k CEO 343 AF
Ak Gy e A B AR AR R 309 E@ e LA R R £ CEO M 4L 5 AR % & P ALE| 3R AER , KR
B A 22 58 £ CEO Az fr b 7 8069 X £ P AL RAFAAER ; S W HAELA T T CEOMAS ok Grat M 8y X &
KH2iF : CEO A3 ; LA T 5 f e 5r 25 vl 5 2585 b b HLAR

RESHES F273.1,F272.91  XHEKFRIRAD:A
0 35l

H o, F I EA T 2 Br 454, % 78 K e s
A T I 3B, i A R S A 2 5 ) 2 O B T 7
VE Sy SR 22 55 1 8 20 R 43, /Nl 2 Al
R R 2 BRI I RER TR A TR K
HESh BB 55 5 R A B CHEMEM . T
AR, BE A TR 2 T I P R R, /N Al A T i
TP ] DR B s Al g R A R
AR SR R B TR R UL R IA A Al S S
Al R Y 32 A R AR, Al e R R RE S O A
b A 3 T 4R S8 T A U8 0 S5 AT (8 ) TS OE B
A J2 A b b R e ) R BRI Aol R S B e
S Al K B A% 0 (5 DT EAE, 20075 X1 A,
2011) o XF TN AT B Ak SO
IR R Al 7 0 T Al A ATl A
e e ) A ) R

il

r#5 B H#A:2018-04-16
EE£WMB: B ZaA4H5 445 A (15BGL096)

N ERS:1002-0241(2019)02-0055-13

A 755 B 3 (Hambrick et al, 1984) A0 A%,
TEE 24 275 RS T, CEO (W £ 50 A (5 WL FRFAiF
PRE T H AT RN i B AE OCAE B IR T 3R,
CEO 11 T 5 AN AN G ~F- 2H 23 5 s 174 i) o R0 STt ,
25 i 25 20 23 b A L B 94T 8, TRl , CEO ¢
fIE A 20 277 1 ) o 00 AR i, R A SN K Y
KRR, T, & 18 G T CEO
A7 RNk 5K 1 52 W) (Eisenbeiss et al, 2015)
Hr/NA Ml H, CEO S2 i ol 14 S5 55 451 5 R o 4 T
W R EALUE ST, h/h il CEO %)
Al 45 R S B B P g M e, AR A 2
PR R o BT R B 94T DR JC B 23 X Al B SR
Ainoll 73 7 AR B BN . Luthans 45 (2010) B U0
H T 5 40 5% (authentic leadership) A9 HE &, AN
WAR T HE T o2 RR G R R THZM AR
B, IE BRI A E W AF 2R &, 2 —

F—EEB N5 (1976—), F, Ta A LA+, FIFRFEFLERFRIR, AT F @ WBPATA AT 561340k,

BIS1EE 4%, fwei@tongji.edu.cn
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oK o S ) B 450 AT O o AR OR S AT A
ST AW U TG R HE R (H LA B ST R SR
[ R s D R N i NN T R (9 Y N
T TR, AR 2 I BIE 58 2 BB 05 0 ) DA A% 4
TR B TAEBRA TAEW B B OB A,
WMok B A & S5 (Wong et al, 2013;
Clapp-Smith et al, 2009) . M M1 B\ JZ TH >k & , AH
KA FE 45 ik 15 S5 A B T4 BT BA S L
( Lyubovnikova et al, 2017). AH# M & , NEEA4H
S22 TR B 0T 0T 4l J2 1 722 £ 5 el L 1 1)
WF 5 B b, HL AT 27 O T /vl CEO i
TERS Aill 2 T A8 BB R2 0 o e AT, Boal 45 (2000) 7
PETE G U AT 2 X Al 8 B 422 52 vl 1 ] I
W5 R H A R A L, AT AT S R B, 241
18 B 5 B I8 152 B0 AT S B 52 ) (] IR %)
HL P AR AT = A s, Jf i — SR T4
AP S AR Al 75 %5 (Demirtas et al, 2015).

BT BT AR SCETE LN g F 5T
w0, N ZUZ T F AR CEO AR 5 4k i 2 1]
MR, I E S CE LT LA | : 5 —, JE T
CEO A5 X 4 b s By 52 e, L g+ BLA BiF 58 1Y
A5 = SRR ZUE B EITE CEO A5 Al
IR Z B B AL 5 56 =, 51l KA Sy
AR, BN E A LT CEO AR X 4l B
KSE MR Y 22 7 1k o — O TN T 3R B i CEO ik
15 A8 7R /Nl CEO {5 5 4k B Z 8] i < 28
A7 BA EE R IR S0, 53— Al LA
b A S I v R v A SR L Y e R S
AR HE
1 BEREMEMRMRZ
1.1 CEO {5 54l K

U AR e — b BE S A HE AU B SR (4N
A AR EIRSE) M3 X (Walumbwa
et al, 2008) , 52 S5 1 B RE g A1 4 21 B2 AH
HEEGIFREER SR, B A 3SR (self-aware-

ness) . % & % W] (relational transparency ) . P £k i
8 W), (internalized moral perspective ) Fll - 1 fil T.
(balanced processing) 4 >4k i 14 1%, (Luthans et al.,
2003) o H B PEHE T T H X A B0 E L
15 & I & AAT o J7 XA T R B9 IA L, BB A5 1E 1
VAR B B B PRI 5 KRB B ARl ) T
J& WY 3R Gk AN (WL A AR S DL BT
(i) ) e il OC 2R 5 N Ak 0L 4 T AR S N Ak
R T8 18 AR E DR SR AT S5, AN A2 A 78 T ) /Y
We , DT AT LA S AT {5 P 5 - i T2 48 5
AE AR 25 &, % W4 BT 5 03 T 22 [a) 1Y 94 38
78 R e /{5 B AL B F v i A 3R IR 55
W CAHMBIFERY, 90 E AT T LU
FiwE TRy R AR AR TAEShPLA , £ it
FRRR 1Y 28 G501 1) 7 3, 3 T 4t o 2 410 3% R 5 34
(Ozcelik et al, 2008) , [A] i, 450 T # 73 BLAT 2L HY
17 2 X 2 2 2 1Y 42 Tl R A # 4 ( Ogunfowo-
ra, 2014) .

TE AU BB A rp [ SO 5N, S & 1A
VLI AT A XoF B3 T BRI A A £ 5 ) 5 SRy 58
MR At 2527 ) JR | BE A R AT o R k2 )
% 2 B HEE R R 2 — , CEO 3 & 1E B A - e
175807 o iR D T2 2 BB RE A5 A 1Y 78 Y 8K
PR 23 AR S|SB AT Sy, T R Al B
(Hannah et al, 2011). {5 CEO ¥ Wi i) A 3& =R
S 5 S A RO T H B AT O, IR X 5T
515, XA AT o 07 206 B T EOR BT L RE
Sl FE T 52 TH Al S R 8 i 4 B, CEO 1
PR AR v e A W BB TR, — O AT DL
T 2R S A ST R B3 T 5 AT A [
P H TR A TAERCR , o — W 7F 74
AHE BN CRBEBWUAY T LT RZE
HYEFENTAEXR, Z THHH RSN
(George, 2011) ; P fbTE FE WL 75 52 T %87 CEO
%) o T TR AR ETE BOA TR, I DU LS B B A7 A
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R G AT AT I R Ak A, AR
22 T 5T 2 Wt DA /K1 10 4505 25 T L) I 35 4 T
1)l 5 %% (Hmieleski et al, 2012), May % (2003)
DI TN S 3B A 1 40 2 i B A B R O B RE 7 7T LA
Ao 7 TR X A7 5 P s S T A B (0
9 TE B DR, DTG A B T i ol 98 8 R4 Al B
% P AL % Eisenbeiss % (2012) 48 1, CEO
I RRARAT Ry A ) T 85 35 S0 1 2 AH OG54 X 21 2111
{5 AT, A2 SR AT S KR DG R I ST, X TEZE 4 4
U 21 [ A, AR AR T AL ZUAS (A ) i As |
W A S ) A B TAHRGTRUN T, BT E
GIHT AR SCHR H AR R

Hla: CEOfF 525 HA W M 1E 520

H1b: CEOMWEXHNPBHA B I 52
12 HARESFBENHRNEA

Vi Ay 20 25U 1 B B2 20 BT 4, 2H 440 BHR
(ethical climate ) J2& 41 21 % 53 78 5t %2 18 1847k LA S
Qi Ak PR S A I RS T A R 2 A Ml AR X
T8 B R PR BE R AE (Victor et al, 1988). Victor
A1 Cullen (1988) 15 UK 2 H1 17 4H 218 B4 FI O ME 2,
I HL R 2 Ry R T EL R R Rl ST R LA
B HE RN L S YR RE . HR 2 USRI E Y
S, 42U 3R G5 B A AS [R) Aol r A B 5 A
ARiZES . CHMMREN, ETEAZIEET,
SRR AT AR 3 B O L Y 2 44
SRR (A 7, 2016) , T B 518 X 3= SCRT 6 A
Il T2 A g 2R AT K R I SR SR (X1 UK
4%, 2017) . Wimbush il Shepard (1994 ) 15 5 T 141
& B0 T 2H SUR BIAT A 10 8 AR AT, 7E LG
ARG PR N S A SUR ISR SR 51 SR
FF 14 2 I At 32 SORS R, BIDFE 5 18 1 B R 25 14 [R] B
0GB RN 2 B AR o TI7E T B A4
S LU B BlD , HEUR AR A B
F &5 8 T E AL, 2T A RIS R 25, Bk
A —FP AR O 32 LAk 3507 50

CA R, SURAT 4 22U 34U i B
RN 2 i BA TR 25200, 23 R G152 0 BT % 4
S8 345U 4 8% CFE T 45, 2018) o A CEO ik
R IR RORF B 58, S {5 K F /9 CEO 3 T HItT
£ 35 R U] 08 AR AT BT S A
A v B — %, i B CEO 17 M WY R A8 , CEO
WE K A e T B AR C AR RAT N, 8t
il R @ A A AT R RO T . HOR, M
CEO JIr # 1 (14 31 1 (0 L % 1 7K S A9 nl S 7T 1
A LT & B A K F R 2 A 18] 3 5 e
B A YR WD R AT N R T
A5 BE 55 1) CEO 23 U 1M1 1% T oK Bl I 4 ik i
TG Bl , S ) T 35 OGP R 2 M 1 2H 2R
(Gardner et al, 2005), P tt, 7] LIEN, CEO I {5
W 227G R Al b i TR R A B 4R R T O
PRRLAE PR 4L

Mayer % (2010 ) $2 i , N T-VE 3 it i) +1 23 31 5%
T AR B A5 B R T B TR A B ATy, R T
[ SO O DS W S YR K o2 o B
I 8RR, AT LA R AR AN 3 AT R 00 A R A LA
T H A HR R S A S0 AR TR S S i
i1 HL AN B 47 8 (Vardaman et al, 2014) ., 4
AT, T LA B0 A1l 1 2 EARRAE A2 H A, Ho
R Al 45 T A0 — CRARI, A 46 AR Sy 52 B2 4R
i A B %5 0 o ARSI A £5 2 By T 2 A B
UL, 51 T RLIE SR AN AR 25 5041 2R 25 o5 KAk
B /2 A SR sy B, [, i 7l
A I A8 L [R) B R A 4R OK B, B 5L Tk =
BB 11 3 8 ] R UL, A g ™ 2 A7 ) B A B AL, A
W, B3 T A A [ 5 e R D) R G £ S it AN
EEFT N . MLYE Lange 55 (2011) A0 85, 1B —
Ttk 2 DA, 20 275 255 7 2 2 Al A R £ A G
HRPARIEAL . T HAEELGUE T, o BB R &
T £ 0 03 T Z2m% T B ST AT S0 il S0
TR i AF OG5 R i 080 085 7 70 TR S ], R S, Al

A
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GUSCR] e e A N AR R T E KR IE R, A
T 2 RN H YR AS TEREAT 9 AN H T A ll 757 1Y
B Ay, 2R A ) Al i T 2R K R

VD Al B8 AR R £ AH 3, B2 T AE4R THll
U7 I A A 0 SR RR B LR Y
PR S ERTE E O TG, R R A 2R 51 [R) Y LB
HZ G AR D TR R A AR SR 2
15 G ] A2 2L (O N AL, T SR 57 T
AR RIS R o MR AL 2 28 i 8 A WL
W BB k20 ST DR BU R S RO R AR D e
1 5 4, oA 455 0 TR P 1) 22 46, OGP B4 2 AR
TR T——HEUOCR N, il A S 51 TR
OV S A4 B BT TR 2 2 S, X B TR
B LU NSO, A 25 7 AR 5 ZURY (] 42 41 21
9 TF AT RN SC 55026, O e B A AR 0 T A 25 B F
TAEAT L R B 0 AR Rt 3 7, AT A
PR NGRS T o HE— 203, A ERCR AL
7, M AT g 4% 3 AT Bl T 2 v 4 SN AR G R Y
& B4R B RS E P, DA A 2E 2H 2 B 5 A [ IR
WAE A, A7 A T H SUH W B30 42 T (Lawrence
et al, 2012).

BT UL B Hr AR SO A R 26 B 1 240 248 7
SR EIE CEO AR 5 Al i 18 56 2 3 1
WA o T H B A% 385 R T8 0o ] 235 5K 5l 6 2
ST A S HL, A0 200 1 Al RS 38 1 AT
Sk AR i AH DG BN RRE R e AR Al
RS B2 A 5 OGP AL AR ARl U e SRR Sl
TN BB A g AH DG (B 1) B I AR S AL, 3 1 A
TSR, P R R

H2a: T H B B4 72 CEO A5 5 Al A 25
Z ) B O AR R B A A T (HORTE CEO WS 5
Ak Bz A 5C & R B R A

H2b : SR TS B4 75 CEO M5 5 Ak Bi%k
Z ) & R R B AR L (HORTE CEO AR 5
Al P Z 1] A 56 2 ke B A A

p=

1.3 AR ER

Al B B WL A U B A i 2 —
FH MO B3B38 A R 7= 550 % 48 bk il £ 7
ik . JRAEAH S F B A 5 Al Bz
IR ATE S I PN AP I EDNE 2 ¢
FEAEW], Al BT Al Sk B AT I 3 A A [
I /F ] ( Akben-Selcuk, 2016) . Eisenhart 25 (1990 )
N, BRI £ b B B 2 %8 IR R BE ) ok
TR SR T o, #E 4R A SR, 5 Z AR 2
[N 23 1 5 5 (2017) 46 AT /N B sl i
RN R AR RSN b N = IR O MIITS
BRI, Al SR A m BRI T AT RE L Ah, S0
Al AH B, 55 R RS 1) £k BLAT B SR I 32 4 T
EAT A E RS A, A 2 R
B2 (Akben-Selcuk, 2016) . 77 2545 B ff) 2 407 45
TS 4 L R R A R R R
FRARSL A T I i Ml T 25 5 R AT T 3 DG 7 JBE R AR 6
TERE T3 8 44 B O T B — 2 e %, W)
XA AL S U AT 7 5 RS T W 55 BAR
S5 07 T B B S Y W BE . Mishina 45 (2004) 5
AT Al B ) T DA R R I B T LA
i Ml SR D B AR A, AR R Y 44 B R
B B0 AR IO 55 B R A HCAE PR BE v ok 1
REI4E . BT LA B4, A ScaR  an MRk

H3a: b MBI Y T CEO s Sl A 2 2
] 56 2, 5 /NEL Al A L, Ll B CEO A
Xof il 75 S 1 A [ ) B R B

H3b: M FUEL T T CEO iR S5 b 4z =
[E] 1 5C 2, 5/NEL b AR LY, ALl o CEO 3l A
RN TGN A LA TSR TE

ZEA LA BT AR SCI AT S REZR N IR 1 T
2 MRiIEit
2.1 HARER

AHIFGE e VAT 150 AR L ELEK  AAH G
JIz 55 4l 1Y) CEO il i 45 & i 1 150 & CEO— 5

=

&
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Bt 7] 45 , o CEO 1845 7] 45 150 07, e 8 I 4 7]
392 4y, it 542 3R] . Hih, CEO M5 (414
B G5 A oMb G RO A ol 7 S A A e e A I
5, CEO WSS A\l FUAE P W 55l 4 55 £l
A B o e 2[00 81 44 CEO [n) 35: 71 180 173 13 45 1]
&, RIS B0 54% 1 46% . HIBR IR )5 , 3t
AT 5407 CEO 1 153 157 i 45 M A s T ) 4, A5 2%
IR 36% F11 39% . FEA BUFEA /N Al
87% , ALY 4 13.0% , BRGE G Al o7 74.1% , H
AP T A Al o5 25.9% . AR AR ISR E |, 52.9% 1)
MRS RN T 104E . 72 CEOFEA Y, 87% 4
PE S B4R 14 O 42.85 % (SD=8.68) , - B L 3 Ky
10.73 4 (SD=6.40) , 47.7% H. A A B} K DL E 207 .
TE ¥ A AR AR b, 59.5% R B M P 3 4E I N
33.77 % (SD=6.74) , V- ¥4T: 1 5.5 4 (SD=3.65) ,
47 7% HA AT UL 27 o
22 TEME

AT R FH 10 e 1 Oy [ A A2 2 ) iz fdE D
I B IE 1T Y B 2R R AR i R B AR 5
f# . 0] % K H Likert i X143 ik, 1~5 R
R oo N 1 = N o [ =

(1) CEO 5 . Walumbwa % (2008) Jf % T
5 42 B BT 16 A I (5 A e R
(the authentic leadership questionnaire, ALQ) , A#iff
SR T A P 8 A DN (Y ] b 2%, 11 CEO
231 N TR R, DA 5 50 09 38 T A
“CEO f£ L HC 55 N 45 18 1 23 A7 40 3 Wy AN [R] 9 00 ot
A5 ARHIFSE FiZ L # 11 Cronbach's a 2804 0.90,

(2) HLUEHHH . WRIEASCRIBESE B 1,
>k H] Victor I Cullen (1988 ) % il it 2H 248 145 Hil
2 1 G B B4R R AT T AR B A T 4
AT, Forp OGP RS PG F R AL R X
2N F) BT AN DL R A ) i e R R AR X
RFEH AR T 1 F 25 7 45 5 ST T2 AE
PRAUH S R X B AMRY B C R 5
TN 57 MAEX R, AT RZEhAS”
S5 3N, TEAS B 5T Y Cronbach's a 5 5153 Ji
40.71,0.75,

(3) Mk %isk. W T CEOHLE By Akt 55l
GURUIE SR B L R WTSEIRBE T R R R L
25 %0, & FH Yilmaz F1 Ergun (2008 ) %) 4> Ml 45 55 [7]
A, DU A Ml e 8RR RN 8 AR A b A X T [ AT 3R
G 07 T 1Y R X S A%, B B G T 3
B R R 7 i Jo e SO A 7 3 B AT
i, FEASESY H Y Cronbach's a R %K 0.89

(4) Al 7% . R H Luo (2006 ) 4 il 1) it 2%
HEAT I &, AL4E A W BO T N P ORI S
X 77 i IR 55 0 A R0 8 w3 T N P R
SKIFAT SF R 7 i AR 55 0 AR 45 3 AN, A B
5 HiZ i #2 1) Cronbach's a 2 %M 0.88,

(5) Al KA, o Al BB B 48 A 2 A
N FNAE = R A AN el ¥ T N N ST
A Ml P 53 B Ry Al RS A BE PR v o K
B 2 2011 4F S A 145 AL Ml Ay v /N B Al 4y
FEBRUE B ML B &R /N T 100 AR IAE /N
Ak, #0727 5 Mol A B T 100~2000 A Y

H3a+

CEOfs

M‘

Al AL

Hla+
l
H2a IE—U - N =
: P e IR
\ ;é‘%ﬂ '/ N i
o |
T

Hlb+

B ARER
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R, 17 RN FR1 EEMRESTER

At Cronbach's o CR AVE

(6) Atk o ATFFAG L e R A L AF 1 ol TR Ta—

2 LI i L 2 A Ay o A XA A 071 0.72 0.48

" T AR 0.75 0.76 0.51

3 HIESWAER Ml Sk 0.89 0.89 0.54

Al 0.88 0.88 0.71

3.1 HIEBAKE

FEABFFE o, CEO WA . T H AV G O
TS B GRCFRL Al S A5ORT £l 75 25 et 3R 2 e A
5, W AR 2 B R A RIH LR, S
R g, bR A8 4 1 Rwg F 8009 21 4393 4 0.96,
0.83,0.93,0.96 F10.90, #4757 0.7 , & WA N 51 0F
Iy B B I — 8k . CEOWUE I ICC(1) M 031,
ICC(2)40.73, T HAME IS FIHY ICC(1) 4 0.39,
ICC(2)70.73, KM ARUB LS FIY ICC (1) 0.14,
ICC(2)0.68, 4V G441 ICC(1) H0.42,1CC(2)
9074, Ak 7 By ICC (1) M 0.28, ICC (2) N
0.70, ¥ FE AT 45 ZJG FI N o R, 7T LA ik A o
REFNHLZH
32 BERES

HJ1 SPSS21.0 Fl Amos21.0 4 4 %) 4% 725 B i 5
FE R HEAT R o 26 1 B9 45 0R BOR & A R
Cronbach’s a REUHFH G5 B (CR)¥IKF 0.7, F
Y07 22 3 BUE (AVE) ¥ 78 0.5 LA L, Ul 2 R 0 15
FE R AR B, [, 448 B 1 AVE 705 iR
KR T HEEME R 2) , IEV] 52 51 X
IYRUEE R AT

3.3 HiR &gt o 0

F2 IR MEG I T 45 R AR A5 A R Y
{H bR AE2E FIAE R B ATLUE , CEOWME S
il 2 5 2 OE A G (5=0.63, p<0.01), CEO i
15 5 4l S 2 1 3 IE A G (=033, p<0.05)., T
ELTR AR B4R A ol 7 2 A BRORE G (=-0.52,
p<0.01) , &R RIAE R4 5 il B A% 5t 1 35 IEAH
K (r=0.41, p<0.01), HIL, % Hla Fifki% H1b 1%
FNW) LI AIE
34 RiEKW
3.4.1 ARV G B

A SC R H 2 9% 181 5 Fil Bootstrapping ) 7 i 3k
Xt o A A R AT R 50, J2 G Il I i 43 B 5 SR L
3. AL, K5 CEO WUAR X Al 75 2 A A Mk B3
F RN, 25 H R B CEO A5 4T Al 7 25 47 7 1 3%
F14 1 ) 0V FH (B0 6, f=0.67, p<0.001) , X 4k
SRACELAT 2 Y OE ) B0 A A (B 10, 5=0.36,
p<0.05) , fi i Hla F{ % H1b 13 2 5ok, AR T,
B 2 S B CEO M5 % T HL A B4 B LA B %
FR) 71 18] 52 0 ( f=-0.19, p<0.05) , Xif 5 PR U 48 B 45 ]

F2 mRtEgH S

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
L. Al AR %
2. Al PET 0.11
3. Al AR 0.25 0.10
4. CEOMfF 0.05 -0.08 0.19 0.73
5. RMAIE A 0.09 -0.08 0.19 0.56" 0.69
6. T HAME I H -0.10 0.06 -0.34° -0.32 -0.03 0.71
7. kST -0.10 0.04 0.08 0.33’ 041" -0.21 0.73
8. Al A 0.11 0.05 0.10 0.63" 0.50" -0.52" 0.61" 0.84
¥iE 1.56 0.74 0.13 3.93 3.46 2.30 4.16 3.69
bRz 0.69 0.44 0.34 0.50 0.42 0.65 0.53 0.54

7E:%p<0.05, ¥*p<0.01, R ; RSN H B KB AVE R FH5 A%, TR
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HA W31 1E 520 (5=0.45, p<0.001) . A5
H2a, fERLRY 7 BLHY 12 e[l i) 5| A CEO i {5 F1 T
LA 350 L 43 500 X A ol 75 5 R Al B A A T [
VA, 235 SR 3 WY T 5L AR 40 345 1T X6T Al 75 25 1 5
i (B 7, f=-0.38, p<0.001), CEO {5 %F £l
R R il 25 T LR A8 AR A ST
Il 55 (#5757, f=0.60, p<0.001) , T T.H 548 B4R,
Fl X 4 ol 55 2% Y 52 e oS B (BAY 12, f=-0.15,
p>0.05) , i H2a 15 2 56k, BT H A 3R
F£ CEO I f5 5 4inall 7 25 22 8] 1) 56 R vh 2 1) A1
F AR AR AE CEO (5 5 Al Bk 22 1] 1 56 & il
IR A E . L, B 8 B 11 A4 SRR W K
PR B4 LA CEO IR 5 A Mk B3 Z 111 11 6 R
ke B 58 4 T A VE AL (H R 7E CEO AR 5 Al

B Z A O F& Pk B TR L BGR H2b 13 B30 E

R T i — A5 I T L R A 45 R R G R A8
H5 B ZE CEO IR 5 Al B A [ 1 v A 5007, A%
il 5% K F SPSS Process %% F J¥* Y Bootstrapping /7
VL B RE A R E 5000, B A0S XA Y B S N
95%. H13%4 W1, CEO i {5 8 it T. 5 A48 B4 [l
5 R £l 7 S Y T] 2 %00 K 0.072, bR E 15 25
0.007, E{F X [W] }[0.08, 0.14], CEO i {5 i izt 5 14
T4 25 RS M)l B85 A TR 255008 R 0,199, b
HEIR 224 0.086 , E 15 X [0] 4[0.06, 0.42], k%K
V7 4 B {5 XA 25 R4 55 0, 3E W] “CEO i fs — T 5.
A8 45 Bl — Ak 7 27 L CEO A — K R A A8
50 B — Al B 307 TR 45 B AR 1 R A 0 R Y
(o IR BEA]AT, “ CEO WUAR — X M AR B 4T Bl — 1

®3 HNERNERERSTER

- THANCHE  OCHIE B b &0
ALl fERI2 FEAI3 fiRl4 RUELS fifle  MOAl7  FIAYg FUAlo BII10 BUALIL REA12
A AE I -0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.03 -0.01  -0.02 -0.03 -0.03 -0.10  -0.11 -0.12 -0.11
Al B 0.15 0.13 -0.10  -0.05 0.05 0.3 0.18 0.14 0.06 0.10 0.12 -0.03
Al A 030" -0.22° 0.13 0.09 0.16  -0.04 027  -0.07 0.17 0.06 0.02 0.12
CEOifis -0.19" 0.45™ 0.67"  0.60™  0.62" 0.36" 0.16 0.33'
RARTAE BRG] 0.12 0.44"
THIME PR -0.38™ -0.15
R 0.13 0.18 0.05 033 0.01 0.40 0.59 0.44 0.02 0.13 0.21 0.16
AR? 0.13 0.05 0.05 028 0.01 0.39 0.19 0.03 0.02 0.11 0.08 0.03
F 2.26 2.67 085  594™ 02l 827" 1399 745" 039 1.82 2.52° 1.76
E R R p<0.001, TR
F4 PN YAA) Bootstrapping £ 17 45 R
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The Impact of CEOs' Authenticity on Firm Growth in Small and Medium Size
Enterprises: The Roles of Organizational Ethical Climate and Size
WEI Feng, ZHU Qianlin

(School of Economics & Management, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)
Abstract: Small and medium-sized enterprises are important driving force for China's economic development,
and CEOs' authenticity are the key to promote the growth and gain competitive advantage of these enterprises.
Based on the data of 54 CEOs and 153 top managements, this paper discussed the influence mechanism of
CEOs' authenticity on firm growth, and analyzed the mediating and moderating effect of organizational ethical
climate and firm size. The results showed that: CEOs' authenticity was positively related to firm performance
and firm reputation, instrumental ethical climate partially mediated the relationship between CEOs' authenticity
and firm reputation, caring ethical climate totally mediated the relationship between CEOs' authenticity and firm
performance. We also found that firm size played a positive moderate role the positive relationship of CEOs'
authenticity and firm performance.

Key words: CEOs' authenticity; organizational ethical climate; firm performance; firm reputation; firm size



