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This article describes the meaning of leader development in different societies and organizations and

reviews leader development research from a psychological perspective.

The author has presented

features of leader development research, such as self-concept of the leader, leader’s identity, and

leader’s self-complexity.

Moreover, directions and problems in research methods on leader

development are identified. Furthermore, future research directions in the study of leader development

are discussed.
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HERE LT, 4 DOt EIE, S (strength) . #i
£ (integration) , 7K %€ (level) . & L TEE (meaning)
Thsd, ZITO M@x) Lix, V—¥—LLTH
EBARNCFEET HRETHY . ZORILHAE
FE V—F—LLTHSAGZRD LT 5,
A Lix, K ARvwaeET) —4— -7
TUTATADMESNTVHIRETHY, ZDOK
TEREVINEE, BEMEMHAEOFEZRO LT, H
CHESDOMREROEREZ SO b D, [KHE] &
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X, B OBEEOMEAOKHE, BAfRAKHE, A KAEL W
9 Lord <> Day » (Day & Harrison, 2007; Lord & Hall,
2005; Johnson, Venus, Lanaj, Mao, & Chang, 2012) 73K
ELTAKETH L, TEK] X, V44— 7%
EIFE L TV AMDIZESN TS, £ LT, 21
54 OOWILITENZEK (low), ' (medium) .
i (high) ® 3 5D E L TrEN 5 (Table 3),
Table 3128175 MK 25 | 2@EL Thnb
F T, TRTOWIEHR MK BREFTIZ) —F#—L&
LCTHGZIZONT, U —F—D&E b Bl A
FLNTEROHA, [E] BETEEEZ VA &
—DO& LT —¥—%#2, ZEHNRY) —F—Dk
FINEETE TN D,

V== TAT T 4T A WEREL TN &
X, V== v 71Tl > TED X D RERNRE
BN DDIEA I D, THUL, V—F—-T AT T
AT 4 DEEVPNRIR ) —F = T aetET 5
Z LiZH %, van Knippenberg and Hogg (2003)(Z L 1
I V== TORIMITY —F =B EniET
ST A7 7 47 4 (Sedikides and Brewer
(2001) DV S EAHIH CBEE) ZMESLLTY —4#—



B %Z (BonfiEd5) £ECHBEO v N &A1
FITEDT N> TWD, Thbb, U

— X — L U TRRMZATEIN TE D L O I22 51213,

V==L LTOEZE (V—=F—=TiFRW) Ml

CLIXEYEWVWITAT U T AT A DX T HBZ T,

Ho OFTR T 2EHCM# oMK E L LToT A7
YTATAEEGTEDLINE I DR IF LD,
55 U —&—0D B SBEHEME (self-complexity) 725 %
eV —F—3E

B CEMEM HOBEHMEMEE X, THEIZ2WTO
Hik 2 RN T OIS S8R
(aspect) DE L | L6 ORI ERIIZEIHE L T
WAFEE ] (Linville, 1985, p.97) L EF#HEIN TV 5,
HOEMMEREWZE GBmahTng) Bl
OEN%< . BelmNEWIZHEL TS & e
INb,
y—F—DHCHEEEL Y —F—DRENNE
Hannah, Woolfolk, & Lord (2009)(Z L, V—4&—
2B T2 B OEMEE (BUT, UV —%—H MM
L) IR U = — B H A RO D &E (B 20X,
F—b—F— REHE, A&—) oBrIITEk
DWW LTERTDHIENTEDL, V—X
—HOEMENEE, V=X ITEOAMEICE 5T
HETHD, 7TAY WREOFML Y 7 AKE & %5
& L 7= Hannah, Batthazard, Waldman, Jennings, &
Thatcher (2013) D FERAMFFEIT LA, SN D HER
PRERDZ ST A T H CEMEEOREE R mVIE L
35 C OISR E R EREOBRE N R D 2 &
DRSNTZ, ZOFRERNG, UV —&—a EMEMED
mEDLITE, V—F =79 BEERELRIUE S
BT ORIMEIZ 72 > TV T EDRIB I D,

6. U —& —ZEHRIZEBIT HHE
U — & —REMROREL LT, FHITWEID,
T — 2 WAE IR EEEEZ WD Z &I L AR
REL U —F—RENETEY BT 5 b Es)
~OfRM AR L7 (H9F,2011), ARETIE. £
PISMZ DN T O FERREZ B T 5,
6.1 V—F—REOWMRAFIEICEIT 5B L HE
19 AR S 21 HfdIcE S 1 AL Eo Y —&
— Ty TR OF T, U — X —REDO T
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FREEWER L2 > T2 (eg., Day et al.,
2014), L)rL7eint, T4, UV —F—FZEICHET 50
B O# N B IO 5. U —F— v TR
B2V —F—FEOMESIT] TRISNZLD
2, ABITHNN S D DIXEBHELNS, UV —F
—RENRITEEL BICER LTV EA9, Fh
TiX, A%D Y —F —FEMEDER L TN 72D
WZiE, EDXDRBENH D125 D D,
TN OB U — X — 3B 3 5 e AE
e LT, Hzo) —F—nEHO—%725 [V—
H—] 12722 TWL FEEABRE O LB A ) =X
LZEATHETARRL LIRBIN TS, Lol
72735, Day & Lance (2004)723 "2 LT\ 5 X 91T,
U — 2 —REOE W CITEHENE (complexity) D4
SREBE LT WD, U — X —DFEIT o TE
U5 MM TR TIIR<HMET L TLEHR D Z
EITEELV, L LD G, <O NTHENIZT
fERTRE72E T WX SIRIEDRATH A H, BZHL
U — X —REMFRIZHB T D H R OET VRELR
JCCHMEIC 2 D 2 LTS DALV, [FRFICE D
BT VIR TRFTRE TR T IE R B0, £
TNOBHES L THRLLT ST R — N4 7 OR%R
WZHDHN, EOMNRREE L7259,
TFEORRL UV —F— [FE] Lo
DITIE, FEMNZLITIZZENTR Y ORFEMIHER 2 &
H72 95, RERIHER O 90ILT — # IUEIC BRI %
I H 5, FlZIE, UV —F—FEIZ L DHEM
Z MFE L 72 #F 78 Ti%. Miscenko, Guenter, & Day
(2017)DHFFETIE 7 BMICHT=2 ) — & —FE T v
7T LDOSINE ZMkEGRA L Tk, Day & Sin
(2011) DO HFZE TIE 13 I o 7= D ke A 23 T,
Dragoni, Park, Soltis, & Trammell (2014) Ci%V — 4% —
FIEIL K DO, A 145 » Ha#
RL TS, L, WS bRENZ(LZBEET 5
2O &z, EFRICOIEA2Z2{b%E O IZI3HF5E
FE it I DR & AFFE )~ D 7KGE D N EE X 7~ B4
JEEMIITH T ERADR D 5,
6.2 V—F —REMAEOHH HFIEICK T HRHER L
R

AR D K 512V — & —F L O E 7 VT

RORT VDT, BWRREAFIE B EMEIC > TLE



W, iTE EZETRIEL 0D 365 72->TL
£, UV —F—REREET LVORGE LIS S,
ETIVINSIRICH) TIERRUZ 72 0 3 B 72 2 & D3RR
D=5, V—F—RHZE IR ET VN
S>Th, TEDETIVDOZYWENH D E NPT ONT
FRE 72T N i huiE, ST HEITHW
7oBf) & 725, Bl 21X, Day & Sin (2011) DAFZE T,
U—H— s TAT T 4T 14 DEA & TR IRFER
(21T 5 & ARE L 7= Day, Harrison, & Halpin (2009)
WCEDETNAVERGEL L9 BTN, b7 L
HETIVOMRFEIZIZERE) LTV,

6.3 U—F—RZFLIV —F—ITEICVOLHENZD

BEb725T 00

ARTIETY) —F =3 IRV L T —&—N)
FKELRNWI EIEIRERZ L] LW OIREROT—F
EbEmUonTEk, Lol b, Courtright,
Colbert, & Choi (2014)(Z LT, UV — & —DFHEEHE
fbiZ, BWZ &0 TlEevy, X7 « 7 72l
LD, V—F =T ~DT =T Ak
D0 YRR ) — X —{TERE LT <,
RS Z SO T N—0 T 7 R &R Z LT,
ZHLTY—F—RELD TAOMm b R
R B,

7. 5DV —F —FEZERRITROOLND Z

s
7.1 U — X —RERRITRD bNHHEHE

AR 7= L 91T, U —F —FEDREMAHER &
RTITOI TN O ThIVE, RSB IC L%
bR 2 tDTEDLREZTLRLARLS TUTRLR
WV U —F IR A LA RET D ISR, FEBR
HIFEC L ATERFZCIC LA, () U 2 (0] B8 7
VIR L CTHWRTIEZR G20, [/ CHIE A K
LTHWAEGA, B0 IRTZLICEDHENAT A
FAECRWEAS S, EBRGHIZIT 228 D3
SOk, EBIIAT - TATE O A HE ST 256
2, BRI E D X5 B ERE TE A R IC T U &
W L TR S IEORREIZZ ),
72 UV —X—REMRIIRD b B oW HE

Lord & Dinh (2012)I%V — & — v 7BFFETH W
SNDIMTE, /-7 L~ I 7L
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Vo AV LL w7 a LY IR LCR E T
D, U —F =y TR ERT D o T SRR
fEL T3,

Ak Sz L Hic, V—F—sEzrHET 2 ER
MDERITTHITH D7 HIX, ETEANES) & FHARM
L ZRRFICEET D2MERH L5000 Liten, b
LZ 9 Thiux, 2 >OEEHINHr EOREE A
TUW5 (Day & Lance, 2004), Z 9 L 7=EE~D %S
E LT, U—F—FEMETIL, MANZE) & FEA
W& AL T4 B 7D~ L F LUL43 T i
RO BAD (Day, 2012),

X 51T, Gentry & Martineau (2010)1%., R AHER
Z T 2 7o OIS B RIRRIE 34T (hierarchical linear
modeling; HLM) ZH\\ T3 Y | Hoppe & Reinelt
(2010)iFftEF T IS VWb DI R Yy R U —
7o T g, V—#— v FRRRENIEICE
I NSO ORRT, V=X —FEHITOT
—H BT AT T ELTEELRDIEAD,
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