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Abstract

Unlike the meaning of “bottom line” in the Chinese cultural context, “bottom line” in the bot-
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Tl

tom-line mentality usually refers to the line at the end of the balance sheets that displays profits
and losses. Bottom-line mentality indicates that people hold a one-dimensional thinking that re-
volves around securing bottom-line outcomes to the neglect of competing priorities. This study is
based on social identity theory and explores the boundary conditions and mechanism of the in-
fluence of leadership bottom-line mentality on abusive supervision. We collected data from 290
samples. This study found that: 1) Leader bottom-line mentality has a positive impact on abusive
supervision. 2) Relation conflict between leaders and subordinates plays a mediating role be-
tween leader bottom-line mentality and abusive supervision. 3) Perceived insider status plays a
negative moderating role in leader bottom-line mentality and relationship conflict. 4) Perceived
insider status moderates the indirect effects of leader bottom-line mentality on abusive supervi-
sion via relation conflict.
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1. 5|8

FEH [ SIS b, TR W e PR A 2 AN AT B e B 2, B R = “IEfEAIZR”
M “JREOA” BV Rk “Bottom-Line Mentality” — AP 1MK, MPFNRLOR . REE4E, X
AN “RAORIER S 2 IR S T AL AR TE LS S 0 Y B4R U 4EAR 30(Greenbaum et al., 2012). AN[A]
T RE” AP EAT R S TRELETR CIRE” RZARRE R Rk R BT s & T 1)
2k, REBEEXG. FE A 5 55 LA 5 K125 R ATIE SR (Wolfe, 1988; Greenbaum et al., 2012).

AR, SSRLODIEFENINZ 2V E(Greenbaum et al., 2023, 2021, 2012; Babalola et al.,
2022, 2021, 2020; Quade et al., 2022, 2020; Farasat et al., 2021; Farasat & Azam, 2022; Mesdaghinia et al.,
2020, 2019). YEAMAGUE EMFRIEK EEEEE, GSEEEHEIAZHAIMNRE . BIGRL H AR
EE AL E, RN 2 AL S 52 T8O R I 52 TAR AL TEAERNE RN ESE), SR OR
HIEN. HErRZH M08 e A E BN TRE oS # B K (Greenbaum et al.,
2023, 2012; Zhang et al., 2020; Babalola et al., 2020), #Ri40F ))& L O &S BT B A E A B B R
CEBE” R, #E UK T ASEIUR L B AR N T 18 IS ST N

S H AR R R 2 0o A5 A0 e] 5 53 R FE BB B IR N, (HERAT T X Bl &S an ] s 45 5 2 3 &
FTE) T BT8R4 BR(Rice & Day, 2022; Greenbaum et al., 2021; Rice & Reed, 2022). A K FEEF N
WU R, RO R A0S0 5 e A8 B AT BEARAE I M . H AT S0 3 IR 20 5 15 B A8 K R
FKED, BAPFTREMNFIRE LSS FEEH KR, (HRATEAREX —1E L] 40 m s
FIERIL A 5 FEMLH] (Zheng & Zhang, 2023; Rice & Day, 2022), JtH25 R LEMARMHE K. FH
FEEH LA ) 133 AE BE A B M O AR, S DS T TR R, maE TN R RE
H & A& 5 B sh i F2 (Van Knippenberg & Hogg, 2003), A5 A THE A S EAASS T8
RAMRALE, RITVRIRL L0 5 B B FE M .

RAMTZNR I A LB I R . BARRIHLVE RS, 4155 TE2 b T TAEHR.
b= T7 AL BB LS5 T T 22 S B 2 M OR R R . (i 7y SV R4k B AR S B, T 240 A
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THIVRR, & THTAERS URS BT (Mesdaghinia et al., 2020), % ZHZIH RIS 855(Tseng, 2020),
58S W25 ok R A E(Quade et al., 2020), EE 5| A G EREEEAISTK, BB RS R
Ko FERX—IFEP, WEAS M —FFZNMTRE LSS RA{MRI K REE REEH. Rt
SONFEBR, MR B CHTE I WA B 2 ARG, T SN AR A SO X R, A %
GOV PREE 5 28 (Otten & Mummendey, 1999). W &8N B AR FeMAN H O BB THHR NI A
AN EI(Stamper & Masterson, 2002). 24 2 TR H SIFAEHL NI, A I HA R E AN 8 B
FEAI(Stamper & Masterson, 2002), [HIX40 T BLAR R 2 50 25 ) r= AR AN R R 25, b5l KRG RMR.,
SORAFARS AT 5 B AR 51 I S50 (1 P 0 528 Gy A i 4 AT 2 I tH BLE47 9(Chen
ctal., 2011). TR, SEFR I AT fe 208 N3 % RE 48 FRAT I R AR (4= 2 #1555, 2013 Tepper et al., 2011).
ZEEPTR, ACEETAHAFEIW, ME T /MRS, RN R O A I

JE& R R RIX — A/ AR B B R A R R, DL 5 T RN S SR e L R E R . AHIE S A
F - TR - SIS UATE TNFRELEN G RO, o, ETAMAS R E, MR T
X T AE AR IR DA [F) TR 43 J Ok RARA I Z2 i E FH o ASHIE S0 B 3 A b /8 35 B 1T e B8 A JEG 4
A AT R R T REME, I 9% Z2 1 TR [T A ol PR ¥ A 45 2

2. BRHARSHEER
21. FRRELEEBREEE

JER £k 0 A5 (bottom-line mentality) &z 7-HH Wolfe (1988)#8H, $BEFFHF ARE—NTHREZEMEER, M
HoAth— U1 R 2= 10 21 M /MU L ZE R 0. Greenbaum 25(2012)7E BE Al bk — 2B IR ZR L AS 8 SN “ A
TR 2 2 S 1] 2B SE S PR I — 4 4 o AR DK, R4S RIE HE BRI 2% 45 R sl A
520 213 8% 01 TR 45 i REHE AT 45 SR (Greenbaum et al., 2020, 2023). AHXF i TR O HIURLOZ,
PR LR N B MIEEM S RB R R E NS . o, SRRE AR m NEAIAN % 1EH
bET—UIRER, #sh FEMIFEANEEIEHLZIT N(Kamran et al., 2023; Farasat & Azam, 2022; Zhang et
al., 2020; Ge, 2018). B E47 F47 N(Mesdaghinia et al., 2019). #IiRF2(Li & Cheng, 2022; Zhang et al.,
2021) FEFHHAT AR EL, 3k, 2024)%, DRSNS, WA SR HARKIEK .

J% JE 5 # (abusive supervision)fa 51 T8 2 [ 401 F R 2 R I H B A R S 1B 8EES BT A, (B
A5 ARl (Tepper, 2000). 5B HEH AT IZAK. AFFHE. BT ESR AR H K. FEIK
LM FIEIER BARE, 4R RO R AW 5 Eas IR, AR D25 fE AT ot HoAth 7y T 72 AR (1) 3B
Rio ARATT AT B2 2 AN s T B ) TARARAE RS T B @ A 7 AR N R . WS AEIE SRR E HAri i
b, SREAR U T BN SEI BARTISS 7. SR, 78 SEhtidss il At s md (el fe vp, — LU R AT e oy
KU HBRNEE AT N(Aryee et al., 2007). Rice Al Day (2022)8F 7KL, A0S0 50 48 55 45 3 1 s s JE. 4
25| RSN T BRI E L FEEBAITN. Zheng Al Zhang 2023)F AW A I, MMSRL LSBT S E
FETI RN B FEE BAT o Rk, AR W MR-

H1: $0SRLOEIEMEmEEEHE,

2.2, XFEMEHHPNER

MRS AINFI R & R R (Jehn, 1995) Hodt, KRR R TE, TR ERBEHAE K,
NBRIKZR ERAFIE, o oA 20 24 53 A PR A K 58 B3 (Amason, 1996). Jehn Fll Mannix (2001)I\ 9,
KZR MRS T R 5 AR AN ENThRe, G0 7R 0t ) e IR RS, 2GR R O R i X S o0t
AT N
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Fdt

2N FEIEIAN, AR R Z RS E R e 8RS Ad 7 A7 AL PRI, B AT RE S AR 1A
AR 2 T RMHR RS, SFERGLES oM E 0 EE, DSGLRT. &ML,
WA AEE RN (Wolfe, 1988), HA R L& 11T SV Y B mUIAE I S5 S5 R L, AL BRI S 1)
FIAT (i B BT . BEAA R ESE), Sxilb T JE s 4 AL 200 R (Haslam et al., 2011), 515 53 XS
BOTHIVREE, BRI MR R MR J3—J7 i, AWFLERN, RAMR SN T REISGEAR. X
T P AT OSSR R, T AR R T A 0 S B R AR N R A O AR B 1 F AR
(Tepper etal., 2011). FEMPREIIAE T, WA 7 T2 A FI5C R AT gE it — 20840, b2 18] i AME AN
Jillo TR AR A 6 22 T RE S BUTHT 0T 5 TR B I s i A S A BT 50, B AR AR AR AN TE 1
17, BEMSIR B EE BB S . Rk, ASCHEH I RS

H2: KAMRPNMFRELOE S FEEH LK R,

2.3. AEBASHBRAEET{ER

BB S B AT 2 MRV N SR R, o AR S A A NS TA) L A S S R B ) —
H F& A (Stamper & Masterson, 2002). W HESA S BN 2 THLUR M. AR ARAT N BT AER
B, AT R TXHSAM D E STTEEC 25, 20125 Chen & Aryee, 2007).

2N RIS, AT TR B2 TR 2L, 2 F IR Tl mT DX ) T HAR A4 1) AR A
R o BEAR PO N 2 IR AE A AL B AR AE AR 47 (Turner, 1975; Tajfel & Turner, 1986). W15 5t T AEAE 540 5 8L [F)
HEB R, DARAETE R AR R R b, R R R A [BRE, At AT T4 SEAGT ) T 37 A P 8 R R
TR F] 22 3 LR IOy B AR R 28, AR N NIRRT S i B AAEE R LU H C
FEH P ) Sy, ARG LN T AE RN 5] B2 1) i an SR 03 5 403 el b R s 7615 45 (B U7 T %
P BRI A VCEC R, 53 AR AN T T h 2 2 I LR e (R PR B I R, 3 T X i PR oA 7 A R AR )
MR SR TR S RA MR RZ 0, A4 0 Lo fn TN E T ) AR X2 S5
ATV EN BRI IR ZE R i/, ETISR TS 5 B Z R A ok RIS, 2023). B 7 AURR 40, A
LAl RIS T T SE S 3 TR A SN S A RN v, oRAE, 2019). AEFFTIMA A EBA L
P IRENAR B, R A LR M RERI TAERFAON LA FEAT A0 . 24 51 CRESE SRR N AR B, R B
PP AN R AR AT, 58T A8 R SRR A I L P Re st o Rl > . #iith, AR M Bk

H3: WA S0 AT 7SR R RIPRZ AR R, RIAFHA S0 B, ST RO
AR RIMRZ BB R RIS AN SRR, TSI I 2RO A A OGR4 5K F Bk

YN ERA SR NEN SRR, ACAE O RN, TR R R 5N H SRR A .
PN B B v 1) B3 T 80 RN R R B s v, S A3 ok RIBON AN, AT L S it 1) % 8 A 3T
R HE, A DL BRI

H4: WIEBA G0 BEIRTT 70 SR & 085 FEE M 2 B e /i R A ER R R, BN
SN B 3 SRR, O FR I SO0 AT S 2 0 7S 5 O PR A B[R] 1 A I ) 4200 Rk 5

B TR BB HEZR ] 1 T

AR B R

Figure 1. Research hypothesized model
1. RERigRay

G5 TRKRGR = FEEE
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3. ARt
3.1. fiIRER

A SCHCHE R 1) G VR, AT T ER. B TS 11 R R T2 5 S,
L[l e B )4 316 4y, TEARYEAH R il AT f5 L 1) — SRR T Rn 6 fa , S 2 3R15A R 45 290 43,
AREER 91.77% . FEARFHE y: EMENTTH, FYE L 30.7%, M 69.3%: 40 5 LR R L
5 77.9%; B AR LU EHE R R T 56.9%; EAF M TAEERBEM 3 #1572 T 5 77.6%.

3.2. ZEME

PRz A wah, S ARRLRMZFETR 7 mh a1 AREARTE)E 7 ARR )R &
FESEIZHTH N o

3.2.1. MBRELD
KH Greenbaum “5(2012)JF K 1) 4 MR T AVFRER. ORI  “HA_EFVONE R 5
HAMAEAT AR PEERE R . FEARW P iZEE N S EM o ffN 0.926.

3.2.2. ABASHERLN
KH Stamper F Masterson (2002)JF &/ 6 I T HIFER . anBEman:  «3Eu 232 R H A
PR EE— R o EARPHZIE ) e B o 55 0.75.

3.2.3. XFREMRE
K F Tepper 25 N2t H Jehn Al Mannix (2001)[) 3 fI 52 T HFER. w~OET. <AL -
FRREK” o LEA A ZIE R TS B o N 0.786.

3.24. BEEE
KH Mitchell 1 Ambrose (2007)8FFLH L 5 IR E . ZEFKIEGH Tepper (2000)H & #5711
HFER. mpEmi.  “3RE Erl@FIRE” o AHEE Pzl & 5 5oie EAF o 529 0.906.

3.2.5. ST E
BT UL B 8, AW R TSR . M. 2. TIEERE NS EAHE,

4. ARGER
4.1. XFEFERERE

NG AL [ AR 2, AR ORI R AT I 2V E B RRE ki T . R T
bk B T 00 BRI, AFTETCIERRE 3L [F) 7 v 22 ) /R, TR sl i e vk g et 3 (5] 7 v 22
BHTRSS . Bk, A Harman BARFIEXS 4 A5 AR TR R MR 2R T, SR R BE s 1) 3 %
L. AERER: B—ABTFRIERBEEN 33.425% (KT IE IR0 40%), RUKRA H—H
R RIS AR S/ N TSGR T 45V (0 P P, AR F4 RS 5 R 37 2 (2004) F ZEE SR FH 4 o oA
B — IR R TRV L R i w2, FEREPER 7 o 5l N FEF 77 F(CMV).. K56 25 R ansk
1 iR, BEA 1T RN PR + CMV B (2 (153) = 349.350, RMSEA = 0.077, CFI = 0.936, TLI = 0.924)
SNH PR A TERE AL, LA T84R RMSEA. CFI A1 TFT (ARG IE BE 4R AN 5, m] SN A 7¢ i3 7]
A 22 RS A LE S0 VRV Y (LS IS 2018).
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4.2. IEYEZESHT

T NS B IR A RUE (convergent validity) Al [X 43 %% (discriminant validity), FA/14# H
Mplus8.3 BAFXT 290 173 b3 T-Hu AT 38 UF 1 R 7 20 A1 o 2 1 sty TR ASE 2R DA B L B AR L 0L &5 FE 4
W 1R, 4 PR AR AR L, Sz Br S 55 AL () = 1480.66; df = 588; y/df = 2.52; NNFI =
0.95; CF1=0.96; RMSEA = 0.06), ¥ HIASCHTE i) 4 MEFRIGAA RIFMX 2.

Table 1. Confirmatory factor analysis

= 1. WIEMERERS

i) $ df TLI CFI RMSEA
1. PO + CMV 349.350 153 0.924 0.936 0.077
2. JHPE AR 349.861 129 0.925 0.936 0.077
3. ZRFAEA— 875.052 132 0.752 0.786 0.139
4. ZRFRR 470.321 132 0.887 0.903 0.094
5. ZIRFAEA = 809.128 132 0.774 0.805 0.133
6. PR 1090.183 134 0.686 0.725 0.157
7. HRFAEA 4321.196 135 0.226 0.317 0.327

TE: N=290, *HEERAL: KOS, WEASORE. KRR, BETH, "=HFEN— KRLOSHNE
ANEERMEIEN—DE T ZHE PR ERRA SRR REIFA—ADE T  ZEFHE=.
JREOBMRAZMREHN DB T R THRA: FIRAOEM NN KRR EE B &
A—AHEF TREFRR REOE. WHASEEL RRMR, BEFEAIEN—AET.

4.3. RS o

12 Rl DA T MR R E . FeEZE . MR REL W BUE RE. MR A HE
HE LA, PrARRA NS B R EGE . FI, JRELE. KRR, FEEHEX 3 MEES
PRI 2 [ #R 2B R IR SG R &R, SRATRER T — 2.

Table 2. Results of descriptive statistics

2. WMRMEEITER

65 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. AR 1.693  0.462 -
2. ATAE#RE 1979 0819 -0273" -
3. BTN 2459 0815  0.109 —0.359" -
4. BT TAEER 3676 1258 0.1747 03737 0.169” -
5. JR&LA 2833 1.627 —02717 0.1757 -0.249" —0.136" (0.926)
6. WIS A E&E 5499 0981  0.049 —0.017 0.106  0.102 -0.376" (0.750)
7. REMR 2184 1313 —0.144" 0.071 —-0.184" —0.150" 0.452" —-0.601"" (0.786)
8. FEEH 1.576 0925 —0.224" 0.185" —0254" -0.095 0.461" —0.469" 0.629" (0.906)

E: 1)N=290. 2) p<0.05, “"p<0.01 WEKK). 3) MH: 1= 2= &. Filk: 1=20~29 %; 2=30~39 ¥; 3
=40~49 %; 4=50 %A L. ZHEEBRE: 1= mPRUT; 2= Tkl 3= &%) 4= fid; 5= LA . THE
FRR: 1= BB 14F; 2=1~34; 3=3~5%; 4=5~104; 5=104FLL; 4) FERNEE RBPFETEERE M L%
5 M.
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H
=2

4.4. FRKE

4.4.1. THREIE
B 1 ISR LR SR EE A IR M. 3 PR 5 AR ER, REOEXFE
B TR IE [A) §A i 4 (B = 0.245, p < 0.001). Rk, % 1 58] 7 S0k

4.4.2. PRI

B 2 IRENBE TERAMNMRERL LS SFEEEHZ EEFNEH. RHE Baron Al Kenny (1986)
M RIS B VE T, R kAT B R B RSN 1) R 3 PR S SRR, REOE
o} e FE A LK) 1E [ 500 55 35 (B = 0.245, p < 0.001). 2) # 3 iRl 2 45 BLER, RO AN X R MR I IE
FEH R (B = 0.407, p < 0.001). % 3 A 6 FISEREIR, &R F B L1 IE [7) 5200 2 3 (B =
0.392,p <0.001). 3) % 3 AL 7 (LSRR, MIIAKRMRIG, RO AN ERH IE [ iE
M 0.245 (p < 0.001)98/NA 0.115 (p < 0.01)o 17 5% R IP I % FE A3 1E M) s M5 28 22 (B = 0.329, p <
0.001). #R4f Baron fl Kenny (1986)HI 77L&, KARMITEH A TIRE LSS FEEH AN KR,

4.4.3. FHYRKRE

Bk 3 $2H IR S S T TR O ERARMR IR R % 3 P8 3 BIR, 7E8%
HIPEA . R ZHERE. TIEER, LKL OSHAIN G0 ERAIXHE N BN FE BN G, K
LRSS AN B B AE FSUN AT 5 R R I 25 (B = —0.143, p < 0.01). Bh4h, 22 H AN E (14
2)FIE] LR R A IR (simple slope test) v, TERN A S AT, IR OB R MR MK RN R
(B =0.105, SE=0.085, n.s.); fEARPHHAN SRR T, RELEOLESMKXRAMPRZ AP EIEEXRB=
0.385, SE = 0.079, p < 0.001), FLZH (A% 58 0.280, IAE] T BEMEKF(p <0.05). FIERK 3 H35L

.
Table 3. Regression analysis
= 3. @ AN
KAMRK FREE
Bl
A A 2 TR K] A 4 AL S A 6 BiR 7
#hr 3.370"" 1.547" 5.202™" 2167 1.085" 0.973" 0.640°
R
TR —0.294 —0.096 -0.147 -0.257 -0.132 -0.184 -0.132
TR -0.028 -0.113 -0.071 0.070 0.028 0.094 0.073
BT -0.132 -0.068 -0.046 -0.120 -0.088 -0.100 -0.085
7 T AR R -0.032 0.009 0.016 -0.038 -0.022 -0.036 -0.030
A
RO 0.407""" 0.245™" 0.245™" 0.115"
PN B 4 -0.586""
it PN 0143
KRR 0392 0329

FE: N=290; AHEAR R OGO AR FHR & NAERRHEIL IR R 5. “p <0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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Figure 2. The moderating effect of perceived insider status on the relationship be-
tween leader bottom-line mentality and relationship conflict

2. AEBAS BRI AFRE LTSS KRB MR Z B X FHFTER

4.4.4. AT P ARG

B 4 $EH BB B AN A S T R R MR R OS5 R EEHZ MR RKHRMEM . A
{§i ] Edwards 1 Lambert (2007)3& H 12 550 Bk, REEGA7E NN B BAIA IR TR, SRR MPRAE R
OSEREEHZ ERAFNMERB RN, & 4 MERERY, JREOE - KRR - FBES AN
ISt FAE Y BN B A3 SN 1 53 T.(B = 0.106, p < 0.05) 17 P # B 47 BN 11 53 T.(B = 0.026, n.s.) X P2 11
HIEZE5F N 0.081, IEF] T BEKTF(@<0.05). Kk, k4557 F.

Table 4. Moderated mediation model test
F 4. AIAHHHPMERIGITE

JRA LX)~ K RMRM)—~FEEHEY)

Jh4 Gt i Be S @gggg%
F—ME b =13 BRI E3 I a
(P MX) (P YM) (P YX) (P MXP YM)
,fEi V‘]%B)\%ﬁ}@%ﬂ Hekok kK Hekok skokok
C1 R 0.388"7(0.075)  0.274™(0.056)  0.159" (0.034)  0.106™ (0.024)  [0.059, 0.153]
w1 AN B 47 A - e -
AR 0.094 (0.084) 0.274""(0.056)  0.159"" (0.034) 0.026 (0.025) [—0.024, 0.075]
M %= 0.294™(0.127)  0.27477 (0.056)  0.159"7(0.034)  0.081" (0.032) [0.018, 0.143]

TE: )N =290. 2) p <001, "p<0.001 ERK). 3)Pux ERKLOEFIRAMRMERAD: Pyy KR KRR
BRI Pyy RRRAOASIREEEAEIR. 4) ATFUEIL P A S0 R0 E 51— /MRt %(SD)%
XA FAEAL. 5) 455 AR bR L

5. it 518
5.1. fAREiL
AR FCIRAL T B RS IR O AR B B H W B WM, Rk RZ MK NERMAETN G0
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IRRITA TR DRI 1) SRS F BB A IN; 2) KR MR TR O S E
B EEPAEM; 3) WEA S BRI T RLL S 5 BEE IR 4) WHEA S RS0 it
B R A 0 A I 5% AR o RN TR R A L 1 TR R T RO

5.2. PR X

H—, ARBFTURG E SURAE T AT R DA A BT s b AR T S
FEA BER . METE 45 45 BB 1 B 4B RIS, IR R 2RO A W S AT T A BRAT . BAARCRTE, FRATI%
T PR K ol L A A R A R A 2 5 R A B S A T AT N ORI o 3o 2% R A R AR R AR LR
LR 0N R T2 HIEEN, PRHEX A B AR R, & TRRARIAT A S R A BRI AR L. SR,
AT TR T o 2 H PR, g N — AN ERRIFI R, SEM SR LA T E B HHE 0
BN o

H, AIRGINT KRMWRX PN R, BERNRR G KL 0 5 5 (1 52 m H L
5T BN, FONE FEEAAE, WSS IESEAGE L R TXARAT N R R 40
A R A BB, PRSI L OSBRI IR BN E B, BART S,
BAURE IR IRL LA TRES TR KRR . MU FH A IRLOER, AAT0T B2 7 T 1 75 R gk
Sk Z NIRRT FEOCR MR A= X FR i 9% 0] e 2 2k — A5 0 4505 38 1) 47 1D 3AT
N, WFREE R,

H=, AR DAL SN R LR AR, SINA TN S A E R T AR R, B 7R B A T B A
JRL DA BB F IO A I BWE, BZALAE Y, R AT KU 1R A 52 A NRFIR
SO0 FC R R B A RE I, AS[R] 1 53 X [RVRE (19 4505 UK o] BE 2 AN R VTR AR S . AT MR 2
RTEA G R LR O AN B TAT NI B RS R,  28 1 AT ReAP(E I 4, A FUNOX — M BF
B 7T IR O AR R R A LT A

53. BEIEET
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