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Abstract

This paper sorts out relevant studies on the relationship between servant leadership and em-
ployees’ innovative behavior based on a multi-theoretical perspective, analyzes the mechanism of
servant leadership’s influence on employees’ innovative behavior, expands scholars’ understand-
ing of the relationship between servant leadership and employees’ innovation, and systematically
analyzes the positive and negative effects of servant leadership-type leadership on employees’
innovative behavior from a theoretical level. In addition, although the research field of servant
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leadership is becoming more and more extensive, there is room for improvement in the double-edged
sword effect, mediating regulation mechanism, and research methods.
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1. 5|15

TE AT B A FE S A IR, B AN IR @ 2%, B A b AR A AR e T 25 A8 )
B E RS, BB O O R B35 4 3R . MV A AR RGO B BB Y 1 W5 A, BT 2 () 2l
TS HTB AR FH S T AT R SR e R LA (CE e, 20, 20125 skedE, XL, 20125 FJE K
25 2021). BIHTRMALIE SR, TSR RRS N E ZRYE (Hughes et al., 2018; Newman et al., 2018;
Amankwaa et al., 2019). &% T EIHTAT A, BFR BT BFE (8 B AL 1) 77 A2 A1 it (Scott & Bruce, 1994),
SO TR XSRS AB A B ACE, Q0 BON B b A AE R SR 1 58— KBk . 1ER
HEVR EFIQE RSN 7, T (2 AT BIHTAT N T8 i & G Al A 5 R B3 1) 3 22 ) s (T
JiiE &A% 20215 Atilgan & Tikel, 2020). 194V GUFT KIOWERIA N 2ES) 77, 5 TAEAT N2 222 AR5
PSR SGE o

BEHAT AR — N2 B RE, EX MRS, DA — AN R 5%, 2017), thalifhr=4:
TR OB B BOR FH ) ARVE IR U7 &, SRRV NI SRR AT, IR AR AN IE ) iR A e A
(Carmeli et al., 2006), iX 7 A NHIA TR QIVE G FIHRFLE 055 77, P DL O3 AN NI AE SN 7080 5l 1
EQIHTEFE R R B E BRI . 2R, S TR T AN BB AN AR R e, Mg
AN KR ARG . 2 TS H AP OCEIER, HAMR 2 %800 TS84T X — 4k
B KX A TAEAT ARSI, N AR S (K AE, 2021). SRS F KA, FHT L, 2016). A
440 5 (Carmeli et al., 2010). ESEBIAF(FFE, HEH, 2011). 1HBHMS (A%, 2018). FmA
SIS T55, 2019)%F . SRT, HHE A0S KSR T Hl a1, R REREIES MR X
(40T KUE T e 22 BHAS 02 T RIBIETAT A, AT DA 2 4 BE 7 SR (Cai et al., 2018; Lu et al., 2017). ik
ER, A ANUAT S HBE AATIALET o, A4 M40 S (Servant leadership) SUIU A 45 400 5 (/5 12 1545, 2017),
Greenleaf (Greenleaf, 1977; Greenleaf, 1979)44 k45 2440 F € XA R TR E TN AR b, WE i T
WE, WS L, DIHIRRIEREMOS. GO, AT LA R (e i — 4 5 T,
A Gy A T AT (A4 K, i, 2020). B “DANRA” B ERER A LA N B FRE R
5, BT LA D TSR I B B R S AR R R () A, 2018), T AAMUAT S IA A B E R TSR A
B, XRRHE R TIBREE AT, OB DL TR R, H A TR E T A e AR E 2 b
(F20K, X zhi, 2020). AATERHERE R GHRAARS, Bl THIERE, FFEE R TN AKE, A
Pt 3 TR BRI HE &, Xt — P Hhas [ Ath AT 1R 3% 7 T ) €138 31 /3 (Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005).

ZEERTR, FHEADHEE T TH AL S B B GF AT 0 (Cai et al., 2018; Newman et
al, 2018; F2UE, mHY, 2014). HFJeaii AR A —BINE R, ERFRERNGFF AL
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FH R TRIFAT N MRS ER,  DAE S 4 M BE A 0 2 AR AS T RV AE LA 2 AR A 6 2L (Newman et
al., 2018; Evaetal., 2019), &5 & AHICICHR, A SCR AR FREAL . XTSI ARRAIT 7 fE B ) 175 T g 22
NAMEGI S 5 AT AR A&

2. DMMRESEFITRX R RIEBILEMM
2.1. HE3THIBIL

#2553 18 (Social exchange theory) &3 T H 2 S (Gouldner, 1960) )& A FE M A, H LR A
AN G5 A TAT R SEMEERZ PR R@ S, 2009), HEWAHFRHEAMELIH. B4,
M TR B H ST IR, AT EEN B, HSUA TR SSE— e g L%
ML, AN ST BT BAERKIMECED], 2018), FINEREFBIA TN ANERE, WEMiELNE
M T RCE1RSE, 2015). AT RIGRAAMYSS, BT EsNEET NS &M (<il, 2019), 07T f#
HARITEI, RS LRFRTET S, 2019), MM AEG R T AL KEHAT N

2.2. BRREIER

H 3K e Bt (Self determination theory)i\ A, N AFESMIHI R FRIEART R L, WREAT
SRABBNH L, NN NTESHHUR S8R ok O k2%, 2022), TP A2 I T 24U AAT (240 &
K| oA, 2020). FFkE B S A R 2 i Deci 1 Ryan (Deci & Ryan, 2000; Ryan & Deci, 2000)#& Hif1, i
AR EF L AERIDERIX 3 PR T SRR 0] LU S A NI ESINL, IE BN R CRIFIARIRAT A,
WeLH T A. BEFRRZENAALERY B HEEA ST MO EEEHLEZR NI T R
TR T, GANIEZ M E . sl TE FE2d T, £ TAEPREMATNEIET:, KAWL 7R L
PIEFEFR, MR TP BIEREE CRATIN,  AA]5E E E S 08 (AR AN g R AL B | AR (1)
o, XA TOHAT R (LR, K s, 2020).

2.3. #L2NEER

H4fE A2 N A #R 18 (Social identity theory), #-2x ARl X HE 2 HEAA R 03 B 3 RSN (4505, 2014). HF7E
(A1 28 A EL S FH TS PR B4 B 53 B 4 PRV RN 7= £E 1) (Tajfel, 1972; Tajfel et al., 1979), AN A A T+
RISt S5 A0 1504 2 B 43— EURIE B (Ashforth & Mael, 1989). A MUAR S LIRSS A N S 1), S NIBRE
FHRBOHR AN 2. HT5MMESIRI ZIu KR, RILE S AR E ) 8 &8 52 /% (Opoku et al.,
2019). B, AAMUSUT TR THEA SRR B RS, B TNFEC T A BAckd, A
AMES S5 T EE Y TEVINRR, BEWR TS WM OB T R E K, M E AR
) (FE 4], BRER, 2015), FEIRFTRRIANE CRFNA, KRN Z 58T N N ESIPL(Opoku
et al., 2019). [, AAMYGISAEIEHEE TR K B4, AIMSG AT T= A B AR AN A AR 1 R
(Opoku et al., 2019; Van, 2011; Neubert et al., 2008; Yoshida et al., 2014; #¥rar, XIEHE, 2021).

24 HLEFEEMIER

FRAE #1215 B0 T34 (Social information processing theory), 4R B 30 5 0 A A S A,
ANMNERE BB ERZ . WIS, 0. R, BEMAXEEE, MAREX TSR 2t &
5 B AR R T A8 LA L (5 12 1545, 20175 HkvK, 2019). 140 S i 4 40 b B B L 215 B AISRIE,
HAT . R, 518, EZRIBEMm T84T M (Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978). Fith, 45 B4k
HE R B AR A MEASUT T R TALHHAT AR m (Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978; #3%, 2017). H &l
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5, EERFRA LA EIRAR I A RST, e N R NEL. SRS SRA R TR TR 1
A ok, 2= 10 R SR AR A B 045 B (Bk vk, 2019; Van & Patterson, 2015; Dierdorff et al., 2012), %37
RAFHOIHT AL IfTA B T-5g @ NEx s X fhie R AR L, A CAERAPIEE T3R8 T2 A 2
G, ONEUEAT AR BRI OREE, AT BE 2 IR A (T R EE A, 2017),

3. AMSE X8I FIT AR AN T) G R
3.1. TR

TEHAUVEFAIR, A4S B & i 2 5142 LT e (Yoshida et al., 2014). A A4T S A1 52 161
FAT N IRHIRN R R AR T AR ARISCR(MiE, 2017). 5HABRZ B br 2 UHE L 905 KU
FHEG, AAMRGUT R —FERIE RS MAUFATR, XEWENSE - TN ARG, MBIzl
BRI TR E B E AT, BIARSS 7R (Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978), @it ey, AL, IR B T&Fh 2R,
KIEFIFF R RIERTRENMI B ETUEERAZE, MM S EN N BRI R
TRHR SR, O B RS CUF OB R A S R (TS, 2018 VRiA, 5%, 2016), M/~
A Z AT N TR AN (2018)i8 48 i, RS BUAI 158 1 53 I PN E0Bh AL, FE s ah b Al it 58 LA
EPER LR PO SRS S 50T, IREER TR MR IR SR, TR EAIHRE. DGR
EHEAME, L NEREEAHR, FEEE, EXMEN T, TR adt—Dnm, (260 1T~
AL AR, DAL TR T & .

3.2. JHARRY

BT AP i N RS AE N E ML AN R S5 E A, W50 i A oy A S
Fe—Fp R R CRLFT MATRAT N, BELE R AISAT RN TR R LIRS . SR,
AR, — L2 IR S SR AR AT AR 80538 AR B IR B AT 2 S AP 5 5 A AR AR A3 —#F,
HAE R AR B, XMS T Res NEwRERARET), EEmAREDFHERT, BT
ST F R UG AT R (12 9655, 2022), AlsBpIRES o 53 T B3 1 ARVE P A T ARG, DT 52 10 3] 53 T )
BIFAT NORLLSF, VL6, 2018). WARHFTERR, AAMEGUT RTINS N & 15 AR, AR 25 8E
Lo IXFPRI I SR TCFA RS P 2 UK R BT AR, BRI — RO 3 B RERIRES, A
FEATT ()17 B0 5] 5 o IX AR S B 1T J8 X AT (1) TG SR A B, ANt 452 B W s (AR
Jr5, 2018), FEIBRAEEATRIE G FAIERM (A2, 2020). XFPARIAL G2 T A I MR 4
PUFE I, TS EAESNT, B TEHTE NGRS, 2017), BIEEAISE T N8 T/ERR
Wtk B EHEMEIE s, 2020).

4. RFKHRRE

BIRNMMYGIT 5 R TARH T VIR R CE SOV HSVE BGUR BT TR, JERiit i th LG T
MW FORER, (AT AE LR R R AS B R, IX W] RERCN A SRR AL T .
4.1 RABERMMEAZSERTRIFITARN TSN

JE S RTHIWEFOR A AR T 5 BT N5 R 4R At 7 A MBI L% (Ryan & Deci, 2000), {HILA BT
FEERET AT X 5 TRGFAT NI, B4, AN R 20 3 T AT B A
W, IXAEAE AR AT N R SO IR AR, R BATA AR . P, RkmT
PRSP AT e e B A B L BIBA SRS AL i) S SR (2 5 45, 2022) S AMRSTT S

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.1212502 4160 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.1212502

B

L AVHAT AR T SIS HEAT #PFE o
4.2. FRIRBEE P ETHLH]

BARCAWZAH TR T AT i TRF T ML FOR, (H A HAR S AR (B Ttk
D, ARKWT T T AR TT I 2, FERAN R AR AL AL SRR 20T, 105%5, 2018), {TJF
NAMEGIT 5EGFAT AR RN, FOVR A RS TR R, 4o HS RSB S EAE &

4.3. ARFERRT

TEWF LTIy, DA TER 2 R AW F (ORS00, 2012), MELAERIS 2 5% 51 455 ) %
A TOIHAT AR ) ZhAS IR, oyl AT R 0 D AT (50, 2017). JF HAE AP AE RS VE IR R A M43
S5 RTAFATAMIRER, AR 545 RS TP FE 5 WS R BE . 7 i BRI S 7
(F L, 2021)0 BFFLEA T AT DALE in] 5 70 B Bl b b AT SO0 S A 70 DASR T P30 5

S5k
il(2019). APHITEL G THIFFITH — I 1B, Wk Grig s, HEbk: Bk TR,
EIR02L). A TR L OIRFITHRIRTI%, Wik Grig S, Hre: IARAE,

JiE DR, TR, SiEE(2018). H I IERMA T MRS DL SRR AR L LSRRI, A T IR,
35(10), 11.

JrHk, FREL, YUK, B OEURE, (SERR, £:38(2022). ZAT/NEBUNME AMEX BEERE L ZEPANEL, HE
YL, 12(4), 1215-1222.

HkUK(2019). ZMPZEG-EXS R L YR 9800, WA AR S, K& A 4R

WA, BEAR, J55(2017). EEGERSRHE & TAESSU0D? —— NSRBI R RS Ve . A2 0k 5 &
2 (1), 34-43.

0258, 7553 (2018). STAEALSIT N T IR R A RAT ARG, 55 EH B, 39(5), 90-102.

RS, M E #(2011). HRRAS, (OEEEALS A TRET N USROS IRTER. 2R, (12), 78-86.

WR, T, AEME, WES, XIBk015). AMMUGIE N B T RS 0H AT RIS —— 3 T A S R A e 5 0 T AR
NN IAER. FlEdE 5X1 7, (21), 145-150.

FROR, T (2016). HER G 528 5 RIS G5 R T AT N G WTE 7L, #0E1<%, 30(3), 60-64.

2RI, ZEHWN(2012). RAEFAT NGB AR, 2 £ 5 07T, (19), 76-T7.

BLE, X =w1(2020). ARG A4GT XS L AT NI 7 ——JE T MA N FERL AT AERZE 7%, 39(11), 147-153.

NG (2014). B BT HFIFS R RIITE: 1T HBEE HPAER. WS008 3, TR IR,

MBTET, XIEE(2021). AT MRS BT AR R AT ML i 5t ——3E T A LLN R M ER B 8T, A EY
7, (5), 92-94, 109.

ok, A, KT, HEI(2009). AP GFEN RS SUE S IR WA AT, R A

wVE, SRIEA, FL/hie(2022). AN ) DI O e LG LRI IR T, O BRI /2, 30(4), 922.

K2 (2020). AR 2 GT-FRT BN —26 7 TR GURTTT AR T ZYSE M IE. 228 S, TN R K2
PR, K, BIUI(2017). AAMEGIS S GUEAT N AT R 72000, 36(6), 9-15.
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