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A review of the developmental stage models
in leader development research
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B HOWEEZD 3 AKUE (3 levels of self-concept),
(adult mental development), D ZHHIKIZE 725 ) — & —%5% (leader development across
multiple domains) % LV ¥ 2 — L, FEiEWIZRIZIANT 25 5% OIEEH 2R T2 L2 HNE L7,
4TI — & —FESIRS MANOZH (ACHM (A, BB, BB
D L) B L 72BN A FERE AR E L T3 2 8, BXUHGRNERIEVDSA
bNBZENHEEL, LE 2 —IZBEL T, FEEEFEOEORILT 2 HR &, R
DIREFED 2 FUCEH Lz, 4 ET VOGN E A S CICBE T 5%t L ¥ 2 — 4L

BETNOE - fAERE NS & & I, FFEOFHREM L FEOHE» S 4 ET LD
MEFHZEeT, Atk (— %%&fﬂﬂlﬁ%ﬁ ICEOS <O S ZRINAACN) LA (B
COEZHEMEADZDDOBREPEMATESLIL) LI 2O0ERERDL ZENTE
72o V= =—ANOEDIZHSBEH - ZREITH 72010, ) - =0 EDOFEEREIH D
D2 & EBINCFET 2 Z L WRETH 5, kI, ) -4 —FEOLHMZMETE 5 K9,

C RADFINED FE5E

structure development),

BEROET IV ERET EIEICONTE, REPBETH S, /2, WA LEETLOREMNE
EIGERNCIH S 2T 572012, TETMICEHEEN 2L EMNIISHIE U, FEERps % e s8n

ZREST 2 TENRETE S, 610, FEERBEOMBREKRELT, 7407 -F 4N
VDI ERET S LT, ﬂﬁl}\V\]O)U-—ﬁ FEENMIRIC ED K S B EEG A ZD0ID
WTHIROER I E N5,

L, BEJIZ DO TOAAX—Z (individual-
based) DFE] (p.584) &, ThZhiEHk
Nb. V== THFEIE, ARDTPE

BEMIBIZE > CTEEAREE, V-4 — B, a3y AV EEARTHEED -9
ELUTHWIMC B R L, DEOHK DN AR EIEE N, V-4 —3EE, B
Wi BRANSZETH D, V) — & - CAERIRE S A b & L7z T ABAFE (personal
100 SELL FDEER 285 L T\WBH, Z0DIH, development) | 78 H #§ & -1 5 (McCauley,
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Day (2000) &% 5.
Day (2000) 12&k3 &, V—&—2 v 7
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%] (p.585), U — & —F&EiE [HIEEA O
KA ) — & —ORENEE L 22715, 2+
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W72 (Leung & Sy, 2018), L2 L, Z@)pk
(Volatility), ANEFM: (Uncertainty), St
M (Complexity), MBEBEPE (Ambiguity) %%
&9 % VUCA KR TIE, PUATTRE 23
EORIRE ) — 4 —HER RN T BE b
b5, ZDRH, V—H——ANVEDHDOACHE
Mag 1z e LARELBIRE NS
) — & =g A, ThE T RIcHEES
LWEND B,

) — & —=FEEIZBY 2 WS O AT T
&, BT AT S ER OIS Ok 2
{L2ARE T % FEEBRFEE T2, W< D2
HXNTW5, L2rLAaMRS, EFLORY
PE % WAL 2 1S3 AN D ZAL & i 12368
Mg 5 BERH BIE0, ETNTHRS FHan
THHEIEAG > TWB Z 5, FREED
IR 2 BLIRIZ 5 5 (Avolio, Sosik, Jung, &
Berson, 2003; Day, 2000; Day & Zaccaro,
2004), F72, B MmN REEDOE8T
FUE, MHEICHKLEZVE 2 —@iXd, 5
DEZAFELTOEN, EHIC, V-4 —
REOERERICEL TS, Hi— LR
o Ty (e.g., Day & Dragoni, 2015;
Lacerenza, Reyes, Marlow, Joseph, & Salas,
2017), fli7, HARTIX, V—&—%JEN
BRETRASZ R, FHETER ST
2300 (B - &JF, 2009), WF7EE L
TIEREMRIIZRbh Tz, BdbnJEE
e LT, Vg —REICEITNIER
D1IDLLTHCMEE LD BF, ZOAER
WMIEEEA LI E T80 (HP - HA K
H, 2014; #4555, 2019; Hrb - = A, 2020),
M) — & - 3R a2, 5K

D) — & —DFEEMIEDEHINTE F i,
2017) BENRDH B, iz, WHEIZIRLED
(e.g., McCalley & Van Velsor, 2004; McCau-
ley, Van Velsor, & Ruderman, 2010), HZ
TIFY) — 4=y THREE) X —FELHR

BT B IERRE T 7L DRI O BB

BIONTIIEGRINDIZILEA DD, T2k
Z13¥, McCauley & Van Velsor (2004) Dl
RE: (§9F, 2011) TiE, leadership devel-
opment, leader development D %\ ¢
g [V—&—vyTH%] LRRLTW3,

IOk, V) — & —FEENFE MO
[KI#EIZ L CTWB K E LT, Day & Dragoni
(2015) 1&, A FILFIMUZ & 0T B HEKRK
KR 2 b &, ke 25 J25 A U TRk
DY) — 4 — &g 2 R 2 28 L O 7 DR
M, ) - X REMFURMAL TR 2 L%
BRL T3, V-4 —FERICK TS T
D& BBIRERE 25 L, MADIE R
%, FiB KORMWZOR A, S5tk L
TR E T OVICBL T, BURARBEL,

SHOFIMMEERBET LI EIIAHEELD
3,

Z ZTAREwLTIE, V) — 4 = FEMROB
WEMBIL7-5 2T, V) —4—DOFEERED
FHEELETLEZLE 2 - L, RET VO
EIREL 729 AT, KETILEMET DA
EWMLT, V—4&—OIEEREOFEILATFIC
M 7= 5Ot EE T 5,

2. V-F-REMAOHEK
() U—=8— - FAT 2T 17 1 DRMR
M770—F
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ThdLWVWIHLER, H5VEHTESG %
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X, 7TAT VT 474 DO TFNERENED T
5 T35 (Day & Harrison, 2007) .
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HEmg 7 7'a—F7Ti3, BAIZBEDLSTXT
Z, DIHSR (Fiske & Taylor, 1991) 7\
L, BOICET 25 @O EAR (Kihlstrom
& Cantor, 1984) &L TH# A5, ZDOT7 T
u—FTlE, HA (self) » 20 THOHE
(self-concept) &, #HEODHD A2 ¥ -~
(self-schema) DEAHERTHD, ACO A F —
vO—JFRELTY -4 — - TAT VT4
T4 MMLEDT 5N B,

9, HOMRIE, HWIRMRE L 724Kl
KidllEE Ch %, HEWERIE, BHPHR
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cTATT14T4, BCAF—~, HCHBSOER

IZBWAE S AMRT22E (R 2ax4FY
) R, HAOHEICERAZAMTISZE (£
FR—=v 3 vOMER) IZBbIZNE, B,
SRR ZAE LTl D, B DR %
#2342 (Oysterman & Markus, 1998)
V== - TAFVTF4T41F HCA
F—vOJEETHD, HKRHLEAF Iy
(By) MBSO, HEHIHCAF—
~DH B, ENWEHET B2 IEURIZK -
ThE2, HHEACAF— I, BRI
BOTHLNEHCAF—VIZ& > THR AL
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28V ANMFHE T EME LT S
(Leung & Sy, 2018), 7z&z21E, V—&— -
TAT VT 4T 4 BHEKEEIZEWTRLT
AMAE, H3RICBENTREELEE NS
MOECZ F — I KELZENRI 572 &
LTy, V=& — - TATFTVT AT 412D
REIZRAH &5, 2K —5— -
TAT VT 4T 4%, THEEMEEEL -
D, FHEOHCAF —~vDZEIZ & » THE
ERI720TH5BETENT S,

2) U=F—-TATT 171 DRFEH
LEa—

Epitropaki 6 (2017) &, )V —4&— -7
AFVvTF T4 RICBELT, FiIcT7 4+
T—TAT7vT7474 @FIckd7+0
T—LLTODTATVT4T4) LEOBGEH,
LRMHVE 2 —FIT o7, HLHIE, v
Ca—LaXikE, V= -TAT/T4
T4 DA RIETRRICER LT, OfdA
N () =& —DOACENORE), OfA
() =4 —&7xu7—-OHEEHNOR
), @rn—7 MW TAT VT4 T4
NOFE) D3 DI 2,

OFEANL XIWZEH LR TiE, BE
FEERDRENRMRMICHAE SN TS, L
2L, REBTCEMEEONEFIZHEYH %
72, A 2dTrbhTngn, Thith
WENFIIRESZD, V—F— - TATV
T AT 4D, BHA) — & — (transforma-
tional leader) fTEJRERAYY) — & — (abuse
leader) fTHIOME (Johnson, Venus, Lanaj,
Mao, & Chang, 2012), )V —&%—3 v 7DA
PRI 2t #EEHE (Day & Sin, 2011)
RS LI h TG, £z, #
MTHAFIvoB)—L— - TAT VT4
T4 DR EET 572012, /1 V22—
12X BB (e.g., Ibara, 1999) X°fil %4
ADF 55 4 TIZHES O HHHZRE (eg.,
Petriglieri & Stein, 2012) & {7HN T35,

ORI L ~ZBEL TS, FREF7E2 2
LWRIIZ® 5, Jackson & Johnson (2012)
W, TAT YT AT ADLNLHR) =4 =L
T4 T—LTHAELTWAIEE, BERED
B (Leader-member exchange theory 7 5 i
) BENZ L EERL T 5, BRI,
)—g—tT7xuT—-DHCHED 3 A
(MEA - PR - £H) OFEE#HEL (Levels
of Self-Concept Scale; Johnson, Selenta &
Lord, 2006), BifRAKHUEE HENIKEEDFLE 5
HPIL T s xX7iEE, BB L -
7z ¥, HAOEAD B WIGENZED S 5 H
CBEE o 2 ok¥E (Hb - 5 A - R,
2014; M- b E, 2019; HH - = A,
2020) ICHZXAZBWTWBEEDIE, Z0Oh
TINICEENS,

@I N =T L OUZBEL T, (2T 4
FUT 4T 4 BERICE D W ERREN S
W, ZREDIRTIE, V-4 —27xnu
T—LDMT [F—F - TAFTVTF 4 T4
(D7=L7=bDEY) | 21E5Z &N TED
D, FLTCIN=T - TATVT A T4 NE
D& BWEEG I DM ERIEL T3, /2
& 21%, Stam, Van Knippenberg, & Wisse
(2010) B2 ODFEAMWLT, Y — & =54
HBRIELTOEY 3 VERABIET, 74
oy —-2BEENECEfEAS &L, T
T —DISNT =2V AWM LT BT L AR
LTW3, St#%iE, HEOM¥ELmIZLT S
FEREFE KD 5T %,

ZOEKSI, V=& — - TATVT 4T+
T, V== - TATVT 4 T4 %%
WIZHRA LS LT3R/ EML Tw5,
UL, FEICHEWT — 2128 & O < BlERis
ThHbdZ L, oAb EEHE
RIEDBIISAA 3T 5 Z L HHERM S T
%1 (Shaughnessy & Coats, 2018), V —
H—= - TATVT 4T 4 DEGEFREW S H
12T BN RETH B,
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(3) EEEH (self-awareness)

HORAMS 2 WIFHUOR#EEREN S
self-awareness 13, DFEZEFHIRIZ BV T 19
i 2 55 < %8 & T % 72 (Carver,
2003), Y — & —EXRICL MR TIE, 21
HRIZAD, A=V TF 49 ) —H—
v v 7 (authentic leadership: e.g., Avolio,
Gardner, Walumbwa, Luthans, & May 2004;
Gardner, Avolio, Luthans, May, Walumbwa;
2005; Ilies, Morgeson, & Nahrgang, 2005;
Luthans & Avolio, 2003), 1&BIATHE (emo-
tional intelligence: e.g., Goleman, Boyatzis, &
McKee, 2002; Mayer, Salovey, & Caruso,
2004; Tekleab, Sims, Seokhwa, Yun, Tesluk,
& Cox, 2008) O 5, FHEH N TW5,

HOMANZBE T 2 & & a2 &% 13,
(B OmARY A, VgL, 5 ABGR Lo
FIZHA 2 A OHIRIZ DN TORWELE |
(McCauley, Van Velsor,& Ruderman, 2010)
Ths, TOEFRICIE, THTAGEFML
TwWaZe] [AnrliE»5 DX ICR
b TWaBhraiftlllcx % Z & ]| (Baumeis-
ter, 1999; 2005; Hall, 2004; Taylor, 2010)
LV 2DODEENEFN TS, HTHEOE
KICHEHLEMEBIE LT, V=& =71
Uy —ERRE L3600 ERHEG (74— F
Ny 7)) OREBE LD ED, Th
5O T, ECaH & At Bl & A3
LTwas ZzHUOHMOMEEL L, /8
7+ — v v AHl, AdiEHl, FAiExE Lo
B A MET XN T3 (eg, Bass & Yam-
marino,1991; Fleenor, Smither, Atwater,
Braddy, & Sturm, 2010),

LA L, BCaHl &gl e o—Hx A
CHMERZ 2078121, 2 DOMEE N E
MEhTnad, 1 OMERIE, ACFHGE
i aHil & o [K#E] O—F% & > THUH
MEPEZ D720 TEAFAZEVSfERTH
b5, 12 AL, F—LELTF4 VT ENSH
H O E il & b 5l O e 3 5 T—3
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LTW3 235K, 20 [EK] (213
2 3 LRl 212 > 2 HEDTE),
ZOTBORHNOFE L E) HHEL T
T, ACRME S A AV, 200
B, AORME ZOMEE ZRFEIL Ty
% (Taylor, Wang, & Zhan, 2012) &\ {5
fiThd 5, ACHE & g 3FM & 2303 5
IZiE, BOEAIE WS ANOZLZ T Tk
, BIRI LY — & — 3y B R
BWThd, TORWH, HCHHN & Ml &
B—HLTWBDIE, L AEHCHHIDMF
Lixb,

IOk, VX —0OHACHMZET S
WEFEIE, 360 R 2 IV 72 S 2 BF e 48
HBEDOD, HOCHAIEL ZOMF L ZIRAEL
T3 LW S EORGLAFMEL T 5T
BN D 5.

(4) V-4 —REMRDFE

L 2z&Hiz, V—&—FEREMFEOFHE
MaThdr)—L—- - TATFTVT 4T 4%
EHORAMROFEE LT, V—&— -7
ATV T 4T 4 DGR ZIH S »ICTRE
THHZ &, HOWHE ZOMEE 2XA§
NETHDB I ENERI NI,

%72, ZThETOY — & —FEMITTIE,
R OZE LA TH D, ZhETho%
B (W) PECET 2B, EofRE
O W A AR THERZE RN B 2 KX T O»I
DWW, +aIcBH Ty (Lord,
2018), ¥/, Vg -FERKETIhO %
T 5 TS, 72& 2 ITECEE 2R
BLLTHHBNTHBE I EaEINTE -,
SHY — &4 —FERIZBNTE, ) -4 —
TR E ZNG 2R T 5 TS L DO
R RS ZHE L A2 5 MG 2 B ELR H
%, WETIE, V) —F—FEERERD e
BEEFLIZOVWTL E 2 —F 5,



) — & =R B B SRR T L ORIR O RKEYE

3. U—4—DRERBEET IV

ARETIE, & 1IIRT 4 DDOAER &%
EREETLEEMT S, 205 AT, £E
FODER - T AL, V) — & —D%E
B E LD LS ICERILL T L 2Ok
BN T 5. AT RF 2 ETLOEE
WZhz->TE, V=& —=FEBES HAND
TR THHACTH, ACHIE GEfrhotr
BoOHE), BCOBED T 5 EIZBEL -
B RS A R E L Tns 2 e, M
M RISENAALNE 2 L, KEEZE
L7,

(1) EFIVA [RERMBEDFE]

Lord & Hall (2005) &, [&#ALELEFED
ENZHHAL, VA —REE3ODLANL
#0E, P, B IS L . B
5%, V=& —D87 % — <V ARHEAND
HH L 05 G (effectiveness) %
AT BIZH720, ThFE THTZRHER KR
WEEN EITE SR — v 2> TE -2 &%
BhL, ZREOZEFRRCS, EhEOEHRL

B A G O ZE L2 S L T LT
BLIRELIz, ZLT, V—&—OFHEZET
WA, HWMABBRICAZE A LD
(e.g., Anderson, 1987; Ericsson & Charness,
1994; Glaser & Chi, 1988; Patel & Groen,
1991; VanLehn, 1989), @+ L v ¥ (V) —
S —ATENBL ORI OWH, @F Ly Y
ONE, @FL oy PNDT X ZADT-H2D
D 3WIZHFEL, 3 DD LN T LIZKHO
R A L7z (& 2), KETNLORFEUL,
HIDE» & EAENEFERE S E23 512D
n, V) —F—THOFR2D %, ACOLD
WK BRI H B,
BRMIZIE, PIDEE, V44— 9 7R
BERRRAT BB 2 — %I s Ak A, v —
FUTAEY (ZORALOREH) ISIKFLT
T 5, 20729, BERRET S Z LI,
W7 RIS EBIRT 2R ELRH D, ZLT,
MIEOREE LR P, V-4 —& L TH
(&) HBALZEFULTE B 2052 F2 2012,
MEEF LV VERET D, T, WI0E
DEEBOFEIEM» S ) — 4 —& LT
wkEhsZeThh, o) —x— ()
EOFECRMEAN AT S LIUE ST

£1 AHAERTHRI BEBREETT IV
. KHicmUB PGSR - SRRSO » o
TTN A RIS o # # RALHFA
W = n NHs = o N 1 i}%
A PMERIBREOTE AR 2 JRILHIE  Lord & Hall (2005) 7 L
s s AL "
3 kg
a7 457> 1HAR Johnson, Selenta &
B HOM&SD 3KHE 7 1 7 4 2 BRI L dém@ — R E AT
o0 3 01 o
T 1 B
C JAokoRE CELET SO Kegan (1982) R
HRO R e
3 HOAH
BEERI= & P23 8 (VUCA 1%RE Hammond, Palanski,
p ZEBEIEAD k) 2 HK & Clapp-Smith %L
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HifT)  Lord & Hall (2005, p.594) % & &I 1M,

5M6TH DB,

W, SRR R TR O [ R & f
BTHILEFEL, 2y VI —IDBTT
Ly VERABEIICED (TXxrva=2
Py b= DM, v MY =2 %
BT BEE, x4 iRE T, XAkE OBtR
THYNZH D ATETE T B2 0HEE
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DEBEFAETH D, TDD, HikEIE
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B EREIN TS,
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VEEHTA LSk S, RMUSER L
TWAPIZMAT, V—&—HBOREEIZH
HAMMERE, R&E, 7A TV T4 T4 &AL
TOBEDREPOHRE» S, BHEEFL Yy D%
WET S,

Lord & Hall (2005) &, H&DO7 A4 57V
FAT A EVNINN—YFUBERZE, ) —
52— %é@@ﬁ%@@h_hnf,ﬁﬁtﬁ
#HAER-TEEZS, ZOEZIZ, ACE
W IS= Y FURERENAL T AL LTS
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%72, Lord & Hall (2005) &, +Lv¥
ORI (4 20, &, TATVT AT,
KABRR, #4 - E=42Y V7, il
2L, WI0ED S LEENERET B0
IR, 6 REIKONEN ED K I IZZELT S
#%%ﬂbfn%(iﬁoﬂwm i, %
2 2 G IR BAR D & RN, G R T
B SR, 7A TV T 4 T 4 fHRTIE
A S BEN, HABR, x% - E=4Y
7, AR O 3 I T IR IEER AR AR

12 & BHEERD & ABEI R BRFE AN & 5 R
NEZET B,
ETFINLA, V)X —FERICER AT

L, TARND B 5 W 5 HAEEFE 2 SRS
AR L AR 6 ) — 4 = REOREEHE 2
FTHARICKEA D B, L L, ZOMEGENEE
MDD 72912, BF L OFADREEE 7 5
TWBZ EIEHED RN,

(2) ETI/IB [ECHED 3 k%]
Johnson, Selenta & Lord (2006) 1, #k
2O RNT ATV T 4 T 4 Bk B
L2, HOWGAMEARAYE, BIFRRYAHE,
HEAWAKAED 3 DDOKUE (Brewer & Gard-
ner, 1996; Sedikides & Brewer, 2001) 75
M E N B ET N ERE L2, KETLOFF
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WD) — 4= o 7B 2%MbINEIL—T L fiEEERT 200
oA W EOWR oY A—XVF A4y Y-S
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SN O BRfR YNTEZLY Y TAFN A=Yy T
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L C A E J PSR - 8 " e
DEFNCHEDE»ND) TIOR8 T) L B 15 o0 JE I B
i RO S BIZFE L, b MHEDTAT VT4 74 & MG SO R K & 2o
O M hcE2MifEn BB oS =& =y 7 OB
HiFT)  Lord & Hall (2005, p.605) % & & IZ4EH1EK.

Hfgo—BE LA AR T 5 L5104k %
EEABRICH D, BAEIIZIE, AR AKYE
TIIhE & DRI K 2 MA@ L 728
CHEGZ ek L, BISRRIKEETIZIA S L HE
s & OGN 5 AT KL, %
B HAHETII TR AN 51 2 1fifEA 5 A
MEERT 2 EETS (F4).

Brewer & Gardner (1996) 233#J4Em L
ZHOM&D 3 K#EE, £508D, HO
%5 (self-representation) @ 1A & LT
BOE I N7z, 22T, HEMEDKUEDIS
12, iz g LicAdFHliZ 175 DO h», es
HWLUTHIZ T40h, 28 FojHs
TEH5DO0OERD, SEFICHITL TN Z
LEPUEL Tz, BAREIZIIEA DB -

R 6 BORR&1T5 %8 1 g, HE A
H & OBRMEICENA S5 2 B, E£HO
i\ EEAAFE S 3B TH 5,

Z D%, BAHEROBATRBRIEDFEZ S
&, 3007 Fu—FIlhftLiz, THhHoD
3007 T —FOELIFKBT S, 1D
HiZ, FOEBREN T 7u—FTho, Hite
7 BEANRAKHE & K0 B (BATRAYAKHUE,
EAEMAKUE) NEBRENICBIT TS LE 4
%, ZhiE, 4¥] Brewer & Gardner (1996)
2, HARAKHER 558D 2 DO EAN XN D
ERETEDOERULETH S, 2 D0HIE, FilE
W7 Fa—FTh b, HEMZ, 3D20H
CHEED ENITIT 2 Z LIl H
3%, 32HIE, HAEEHmNT 7 —F7T
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) — & —FERENZE I 1) B FERFS T T IL ORR O
R4 V-4F—-IlBTEHCHESD 3 K#

V=4 —Thb

K HE ¥ #
A i & A& XA§ 2 RHEc e S T2 ACHE
Bl : bzlix, T-LEEKT S IMETZ0T,
HE L & OMOBRYEIC T 4 72 7 4 7 1 DI % E <
BafREy Bl U — & —id, RSB A ME L W L TRE DR Y T 4 TR 5
ha
oy WL 7L — TR BT B A V= TOREL» 6 DAL T

7 FAa1E, ZORRIHT ) -4 —WERETHD

HiAT)  Johnson, et al (2006), Day & Harrison (2007) % & & I1Z4EE1EK,

X5 HZEHZR (self-representation) MD7k#E

K HOBEE H AT 2T 571 -4 EENIEl olv)
fIELA AR R AR 0D e & A D Bk
SN BRI il W& LERR2ZIIE
E3Fil #ar EMoTO a4 7 M 0 Ho P Ot

i) Brewer & Gardner (1996, p.84) % & & IZHEFH{EK,

b0, HBIRWTT, 3>DOHECHEDEN
BEOEHEALT 2202 HT 5, R 7
7u—F MA@ 7 7e -8, Ad
WE&IZ PR~ B & OERRE 2 IE L 28
(FLLEBTHDELEALD) mTHELT
W5, LaL, FfEmn 7 7 e — 3 kil4
2 A G2 R D & 9 iRy Z e L <
WA LA SO LT, MHEERGENT 7
0 — FUINRIC & - THEHEAL T 2 AKUE R F 7%
% (Sedikides & Brewer, 2001) &$EZ %
T, MEIERLE->TNS,

2 OB RO FEENIZETIE, ARG
7T a = FIILNG BIHENR L 572 (eg.,
Platow, Harley, Hunter, Hanning, Shave, &
O’Connell, 1997; De Cremer & VanVugt,
2002; Platow & van Knippenberg, 2001)
IZXRLT, ) =2 = RIS ST,
FRMERRI 7 770 — F IR B AT4E 0 2,
7z& 213, BARAIARUES SN Y — & — IZBERE
W) ==y T, BERPKERENY —

RGP dEas] W92 8% 25 (22.9)

A= 3R — & — 3y THEFR TN
M XN T3 (Johnson, Venus, Lanaj,
Mao, & Chang, 2012), HATIZ, BARMAK
He LR IRAEN IR — & — 2 o T,
FTRTOKRENEFR) — & — 3y T2, il
ANHIAKHEDSEB I xd§ 2 i E N Bl 2 h
TNIEOWELEGZ TWAZEPHREINT
W5 (Hd - = A - K, 2014),
EFNBIE, HOMEOKRELZNET S
7OORENBE I TED, REOHHIC
&0, EFTNLOZNEEFGFEITHEE L 9
VDB EMTTH B, LA LERS, ) —&—
FOENERT BHANOIE, FHER &l
WHEDLHITERL THBEDONIZONTIE
IS 2C LIS WEATRETH 5. UPHRE
N7z 3AKMEIITEGERE A IE L T B 2 &
EEET DL, ZOREOMIIIZ, MEWY
ICHOWM OB KEEDR L E 2 T 2 4 — 53T
TH5HEDMAT T T 4 —LRHANDHE
ORGPV ETH S,



) — & = FEREFSC

(3) EFT IV C [KRADHMEDFE|

Kegan 5 (Kegan, 1982; Kegan & Lahey,
2009) &, FERELBLEROKEG o O BRI
FEOWIZERE (Erickson, 1959; Loevinger,
1976; Kegan, 1982, 1994) & #HkDEEE K,
DERRAEER & M1, [ R ADORIPED FEE
Tﬂj%ﬁ%bt(.mo;@%Tﬂ&
RAD BRI OKRUEL U T, BRIFE ISR
M, BCEEERME, ABCERMERMED 3D
DEEAEREL T 5B,

ARETFITIE, FEEEREOMETICHEN, L
BN EEGERD 5 BITHE L TV EEaPE A
i, B - FEIICHEE S N5 K512k
528, TOMRELTTAT VT4 T4%
A FFuF—-OFHGERE ET T2 &, %
REL b, BERMIZIE, REKnr
T o 2 BREGEISERITE T, BRERERI2» S
OEBMER B EFEL» S HO A BT 5
(B« FAEFAPA B F — & 7T L — ¥ — & Witk
ENTW3), XKOACFEEEETIE, B
BRARBMICHIREL 2236, HOONKEYE
(ftifil) » o ACEZBKRT 2 Bl - RZA

A

BT B IERRE T 7L DRI O BB

3750 OESHR LA > T 3), £ L
T, mEEMOLANLTH S HCEBFEANET
1, B ONRHEER FEICHkD 2 2 & T
HEORRR %580, OB TG #HE
L7224 RZNWEACEBEKT S (Bl FAIIHEE
DO EFIFEEZ T AN, F7=fFHOXZHE
HODKRIZDO AN S ik L T 5),
Kegan & Lahey (2009) &, #itEo#L N
IZH DA ZBRIRFEHIE LTHREL TS
2, T OEREREIHEL TN, L
L, FHEICIEBRRER ORI TR A FEMNIZ R
WwEhTxsh, K LD — & — 25
B TH 52 EnMEEN TS (Kegan &
Lahey, 2009), %5 O$Ef#HEz, ¥
T4 T A=F Y TORRENHOLTH S 7=
W, WENNAINT =2 —TdH5I LR,
FHn N E DR & Eh 5,
EFNLCIE, BEAHEFNE,2 S, FA
NOFEEBFEDOMIT 2 A TE 28 DD, J
FEEOREEESIOR E TRV
Thd, ZOWEORITLEE LT, ERE
IKMI%7E  (Subject-Object Interview: Lahey,

i (DA b
?2 s —OOAMERR 7 B
| A<, MIT B LD
7o % Hear L7 7R
" SEEE T et
. - B OMERA 7
. AP AR L | S DAEER 1 74
AR, BEoffce LT EEBRTE

BREL SR

< JEBH S O

bwuamm
B R g B

1ITEILE D &9 5,

EEUESwIR

2SNV H B,

- B H ORI A 7

—IZHEV, BRI
TEILE D &35,

TP bR T %

v

IREfE

HiT)  Kegan & Lahey (2009; Figurel-4 (p.16), Figurel-5 (p.17)) % & &I1Z5EHEK,
2 KADHMEDFEEET IV
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Souvaine, Kegan, Goodman, & Felix, 1988)
OEHANE Z 6N 5, ZOMmERE, HiEN
THRBNICHHTE -RKE, SiHTE A
MolzEREEFHIL, EREFEKOEE %
W2 2L THREREZRAETSEDTH
%

(4) €7D [SHEEICKANFE—4—
HE|

Hammond, Palanski, & Clapp-Smith
(2017) 1%, BEFIZBIFBLY X AL F Y
7B (Weick, 1995; Weick, Suteliffe, &
Obstfeld, 2005) % & &12, [LMEBIZ 24
50 — & —=3EDPE (Theory of leader
development across multiple domains) | &%
HF 7= 3B aatE L= (£6),

by 24 F Y B EIL, ke D &
SEROBRBHAEHIZ X > TR E R,
ZORRICIET 2 Z & THAPREL, M
FALHEST 3% &5 A2 2T OFERTH
%5, HATIE, VUCARIZEWT, ZHh

F COMRTIIRAT Z ORI L, B
7 SRR A RS 2 B A B [ B D
BlEw ] TS Tns (e, ALl 2019),
Hammond 5 &, #Gr#E 20 L2y —
S —WFRO T U, BIHLAS O LRk
WMORERAZRL 2 [HkE 7 7 e -5
(cross-domain approach) ] (Hammond, et al.
, 2017, p.481) DREMAE iz, 2L T,
THIK A8 A 7oA B ) — & — FE ST T
DMFEIZ, ¥V A XA F Y B ARE-L
7oo BAREYIZIE, SEIREIO Y — & — 178D D
A RWHEE R L, EDXD RT3
ML TY) — & —FENMEITT D L INEL
7= (B NREIBIERTRGE RN % Bl 7= i
IR CERIZIANT 72— 4 A T L 2R
BEDOEPDR, W I2=7 11261
BEFN—V g VARSI L 722 00k +
VNI UCRIR CATEI NS 72 2 b o 7
VIO ERML, EDOXSITHRT S
7)o ZLT, ¥V AXA FVIORE, V-
= TATVTATADLEDDER, T

K6 SHEBICEENPBI—F—RELCHIBV—F— - TATT14T4

(S A a g = Ok
oz NP E oyt e D R
i +oriciie o vy
B ROZESE b L) — & — @ﬁf;ﬁiﬁ%ﬁj By — sy T
Yogay-sorL Thsensen, D00 UL, =T A=
TIRATVS FADNEDF~TO DT L O IBIRIZEbD 3
FHIRIC AT B LDTH5
0" IO BRIy A 75 B
s Bl : brzLid, EEA il )—x—v oy TL
. =} pas . - 0 H ’
g B DETIA P DT LTS ks an e 3, i H R
cfaton g chay x EHELTOBOT,  FAILCBEERE
LT B )—2—=Th%b T LEEWRT S
% WrF i & 50, [N i
WeoEsa g e o PR B DL ST g
1% Db LCH Bl : b= Ui, B ICBERRES, FHRE, T
2T MoTOAY =7 =T AFLEALCED 0
b5 T, V-4 —-Th3 e
HiFT)  Hammond, et al. (2017, p.483) % & & IZEHLERK,
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bHH, X (strength), A (integration),
% (inclusiveness), *UBR (meaning) (2%
bR Z 3L RET S, &k, 4 DDOERIT,
WWEDOWSE (Day, Harrison, & Halpin, 2009;
Day & Lance, 2004; DeRue & Ashford, 2010;
Ibarra, Snook & Guille’n Ramo, 2010; John-
son, Venus, Lanaj, Mao, & Chang, 2012) 7
SOENTHD, ThZRTEDOL XL %
RELT (£6),

(R ] i, V—4—L L TOAMEMNML
B5METHD, BFEOY —4— - TA TV
T4 7 4 RIEOHENEFIZE (e.g., Hiller,
2005), [#ifr] 13, &2 HOBHE LT
V—=H—= - TATFTVT 4T 475, BHROMH
PR RS AR P ) — 4 — - TA T
YT AT ANERETSMETH D, [AE]
&, TR OE 2 H OIS D A F B
Th, 7L BOHCHEDAKUEL[H
CThb, [REK] E, xtABITROEER M
BALTHLEfRERLTBD, V-4 —%
EEDY) 4=y TREEBISELWEE
AbNhd,

ETFALDOEE, 206%, F1OE
FiriE, V) — & — AP EBGESRICE E T D
WEEARALSIETEHTHD, V-4 — -
TATYT 4T 4 OBKERR T 71— FTih
NRIZEIS, V=F = TATVT 4T 113,
DR D HAZ F — v DEALDHEEZ T
2LEZH6N30, hoETFILTIEZOME
PARF D ThH o7z, £z, V) — & —FE,
TEARBZER KD S ANOFEREIZHEED b
0, AP T T 2 ik O FAEH O
Ml 3HETH D LEAL NS, H2 DR
E, GO & — - TAT VT 4 T 4 PR
o [HE | R [l 2l AhsZeT
)= —FEDOERERALI L LTVB R
Thd, UL, TOMEEIZKD, SRk
HEKEEIZL TR 23T d s, Z
TIETIA LM TH 5, FEROK D
PR T E 20, HRICK DR R %5

B OB I R, BWESLED LS
AU AR 5IET 2 202D T O
MHARETH S5,

4. ) —F—FERRORIEMREICE T T

ZZFET, V—F—DOFEREICHT S 4
TFIICBL T, Z OGN E &R A %
BlL7z, AETIE, KETILERKFEONESE
e REOMMPP LB LS 2T, V) —
& —FE3E D FEREFFEANIANT 72 7R & PR
%,

(1) 4 EFIVOEIEE @S

£71E, V- F—-OFRERREICET S 4
ET N %, FEEOFHRSRI & TAED 2 Hlih
CRPLZ-EDTH 5, FEDONFESM D6
T, (R [ 4 2585 onwFholks
HHT 52, REOMEOTIE, [HE (7
A7V T4 74 RflifEe) | [#HE (g%
M) | [ CEWE) ] onwFhzEHS %2,
OUEPERETNERHOT LI ENTE
%

EFIL AL, EHRUEHOFGESTYFIZH
57-%, MEMROREYE, £ 2 @ROM
W& FEOFREI L 5, WIkE e
A PRRER & A, TPIEE IS 2 4 R &
2 F IO - LA LT, 7 o5 HEH
FIRF T, ZOEBHRETIE, ASD
ST =V AGTEZAY) VL, hEIS
D74 —FNy s ¥, BOIAET S8
NEEREERTEE S v, B,
o Bk e [FEXN 2| FRARE b
Lt [BX] 2REN, MEORM K
D&, HSOEERRFEBERNIG C 7220
AR # BT 52 L912522056ThH
. RARHZ, BOOMERE ST 55
BEERRLFAFA OB LA 6, MERR, &
BPEEITS KD h DB, 2D, FED
ik, MAOEIBIZ S 2ERL 7 1 7~
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K7 FEONREZGEEREDREEHLSD 4 EFILOEIE

) FEE D RS FEXEDMH A
' 7 U -
R X AR WX HH IR
A VRRERRRIGE O F 5% @) @) @) @)
B HCOMEED 3 kit A O @)
C KADRHIWED I ©) O
D ZHHRIZE 7258 ) — 4 —%5% O O @) ©

H) O REHEMHL TS, O HEHLTWD, & FEL TV,

TATAPEY) =X —ITEPHEINS,
(R ] #HEHL TS, &, TFLAII,
[ER] 23 fih T3 2 (K374 57V
747 4 %), TFULBOREMNTH BHE
ARKUED, hilgIcEE & h, e b E
COX—t VT4 9o T—H LMl %%
ELTWBAIZ e, [HWE] #REMRLT
W5,

ETI B, HIEICE R EI I TORND,
HUEERERE O _EAC0E 0 A OB & DK HED FE 3%
5% L) 48R (Day & Harrison, 2007) 12
oL, U ED) — & —RERAEIHES
the k%, FEOMMZL, FEEROME %
HOOMEAMEIZHA L T [ 25K
LTWw3,

T CIUE, RERRHEZOREOML T »
3528, FRcHCA#&KbTcE 52 L
AHEMHTIIENE, X X BRHMDIE L i
ZiEE LTw3, o, BRLoxt
ZWEHOWRRA»EAGDA TAHaF -~ &
ZlL T Zens, [HX] 2EHLT
W3,

EFTIDIF, FHIKE OO D LA D R
Writia R 2 e nBEBRFHETH S Z &h
5, RRERE 2 2 ARMIOMW S & RS & 3
3, EFADICIRA4OD TR EE (X,
WA, afh, B 2 b A, FEO st
LT, ROKHITHHTES, ML) —
S — DR EH T O & ORECD & i< &

RGP dEas] W92 8% 25 (22.9)

BZEnb [HE] I, WA ERGEREIC
ENoTW T e [HEEE] 12, Ak
HEHEDRIDETHEZ b [HF] I
BRETE, $XRTOHAMEIZEEL TS,
L2L, HHRMOBRBROE Y 2 X4 £V 70D
MESHEINTH B I 25, [k 2RE
e L,

PR XN REOMM [ [HH]
(IR ] OSBRI, 2 Do sk % iR
FTHIENTES, 1MHIE, %02 MmifE
HEOHOH,» L LF/NEHDICHED &0
[l Th 5, 208HIE, HEOLHME
AHDBDICMATESLZ2HETE WD
A Thb s, BRMIZIEZ, ROEHT
H5, [FE] TIIFFEDRI (ET N A),
(%] CTIIRPEDME (E7 L D), [#HH]
TIE—AORE (70 B) &5 O
25 OREIHE (£F L C) ITikFELZZHD
BHHEETHD, VIR H—OffiflHEUEH
ROFFicE->Tnb, LT, EAEREICHE
Dizoh, EROMEAERL LR AL
BEAHA IR T (£8),

PEED, V=& —3%ED 4 EFILDOYE
B ol e LT, WEoANE (7
LA, HCWEE (EFLB), AREK (£
FLC), V=F— - TATFVT1474 (£
FUD) LRI ES DD, —FM Al
EHHED & DA, 2#MEEZEL
HOOMANEHRITTHZEDNPNETE S,



V) — & = FERENZE 1) B FERFS T 7L ORI R O
K8 BETNILBT2—&FNEMEEE,ISSHMEZIAL-BCANORE

50 o i Eow
A RSO RE ORI o7 — 1L ggfg;QBGM@
BHCKED Al HATHEHD w00 ONED s g
C KADHIEOTE IO LI MRS =AY o minmote
DB XD gt oy BB O, S O

) o— S —FEE

(2) SHDRE

) — & = FEEDOFEEERE D EIE 75 5 TS,
» % BthE D 5 ROBFENDAITHED X S 12
EL 20NN TE, Bk 65 TIZHAIS
BT E O 2 B THEEIRIZ 2 h
Mo Thb, TOW, KiiXd A 2 5HD
HETI T & 2 B A LA T E T,
GHROFEIE RO FREIZANT T 2 DDELE %
FORL 720, 120, ERAFHEIZ DN TT
H5, AL EBREERASI2E, F7
T4 TIZEDL G hwl] Th 5 L oWt
bb, WA, B VER RGERTZEO 1
DI, KA 13BN L, RA#ME
TV YT HBENRIKREGET ) v 7 EH0
7=1#%¢ (Day & Sin, 2011) 25, LA L,
TE RN A D 2 N EBHO 1212, V) —
8 —HRIZKT 2 REOPE IR B 5.
KIETIE, MRS AMEBIZ A S 4R 70
EELDH 5, Bz )5 35%0~ %
VAV IR =& =y TR ST
W% (Bersin, 2014), VU — & —HKAAKY
IZRIR P E 2 FMAROREIFEH L TH
D, DRBEIZBT DMK E L, RED
) — & —HFROMFHEIZ I 1) % @b 5 v
v 2 — (Lacerenza, Reyes, Marlow, Joseph,
& Salas, 2017) 12 &4, ¥ 25% DFEEMK
Roml, 2800 —& =3 TITEHOZE
7, 20% OERIFEH RO L, 25% O Ak~

DEMEMMAT SN T D, 20X &
ORIz H 72> TX, EENFHE A K2
F, SR — & —FRICREIE T S
ELT, BETRZENYEENS,
ZOMPRTFEEE LT, &TFIICHN &
WICIZDWTE, BEFERIE & 5 OISR E
(7221, VA= - TATVTA4TA4D
BMXThNE, VKX —DHERE, V-
A —PENCRHE L 22 HE TR g 2 &) %
v, 503X ICEFRICHIEL, Z0Ok
MHEEST 2 Z LT, RfEEIz kS — 4 —
LW R ETET I FEA2 DB H 6N
2Lk, £ WET V7 HE
(Shojima, 2007; £k, 2009) #FW<C, #
Koo s iy 7 Bl 4 & & V2 2 R B A
RETHZEL EZONS, BIET V0 M
&, FHEHMBIZ B BT X MREOER, B
ERDONPEDORSIZE LD E{UET % ke
LT, EHABOUEW» SMMAE T v oD
52 FETHhD, ABGmAEHT 2 Z &
T, FEBRE OISR ENAARYITHET S
NEIPE, REITTEB755, kb, BT
YO MENL, REhT 2 M TRL, ACH
HROOLBREIZEIBHTE 5 (A - K3,
2014), HUHIC@ N XS, HiE L h ki
OMERE» SRIBLTX ) — & —Hf%ED
Wl mMRO A TH B EE% %,

£ 1 DOBHER, Ky — & —JiE
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DELRA SIEANDZEIZE I L TEH,
) — & — DA, FE O MR SOIRR
LTOSHREICIB U TRES Z L2 ETA
& T &» % (Fischer, Dietz, & Antonakis,
2017) L WO RTH D, FEERIS, ET1
DERTH D) — & —OBARHEDZEALA,
T & DBIREEICKESFAEL T BE I LR
WG Eh w3 (Lord & Chui, 2018) . 1990
ELIRE 10 SRS R E 2 ) — & — 12
LHGEIFR T, 2D 64% M) — &4 —0DH
CHREXICLX2EMMPMAEL W TH D
(Lowe & Gardner, 2000), 2010 fELIf&D 10
R S RIAR DA 23580 5 N7z (Gardner,
Lowe, Moss, Mahoney, & Cogliser, 2010) .,
) — & — LT O HB &S W (leader-
follower dyads research) (34F-4¥EHIL Tk
D, 7 — 2 HUG0 o B &2 A ZEIREH 0 U
THUNATS HEME G AR T 5 (Kim,
Yammarino, Dionne, Eckardt, Cheong, Tsali,
Guo, & Park, 2020), 5%, U —4& —5&ENf
FIZHBNWT, V) — & —DFEERES, IS
EDKD BHERLG L2012 DNT, ) —
& — LR N OREREMEA B R L 727 — & &l
BN Mg 201987 9 4~ OBz & h
%

5 Hhiic

AL T, V=& = FEOFGEEEE T
(BEXH)

(1) HB3CSCik

LAEBPIL, FEREZRICIA) 2 5 HhOREE %
Tolze V==L ThFEEY — & —F %
DOMHIEREFRA VL SN THh 5 20 258658 L,
ZLOHAPEAERONDDH B, V) —
F—vy THBE IO — &4 =32 IZHT 5
e, V) —& =7, EERVIHIO N4
Bk, ZO%ONERER A LRI T DEE
BWEAEBUTCLNILT v 745 2012250
EWhrAMIHL XS5 & L TZ7” (Yammarino,
2013), ZUEHEBE - AMEBAEREZ, TP
RizEox, g tv—=—vr7rarssa
ERFLTEZ, LrLAaNS, #EEOH M
OBELRT WS HEME - T, KRN
G0 [l | BRT 50809 ZF LN
RTFT—VICHEARBIPNTE T LIEHD R
W Gk, U —H—REVRIZENT, —[
ADTHANOFEBENEH Eh 5 Z & T,
RHIcbzo>T [EDLSIZ] V=& =%
YDA KD REMIIZHRET L T ZERN
DETHA5,

1F5 (&)

KIS, SRS 50 A v
N oo 22— LD IEA T - DT
b B

HTEHEE (2017) [£5 <K DICB T3 -2 —0RET vt 2T 5072 [BOEIFE] 5 28 %, pp.4s-

56,

AEZSE (2019) [MEREHEOREBER] 44 v £~ N,
WAL - RHARR (2014) [WEAE T » & BEGHIC K 2 REehAOfERERE S (GHQ) DIEFPRIAHG | [ORE~ERf7E)

%5 85 %, 5%, pp.464-473,

MESZ RS (2009) [Z2— 707 2 b BER—EIEABO 720 O 7 2 b LR —] T3 715 ol fE e 25
%592 %, pp.1013-1016. (Shojima, K. (2009) “Neural test theory: A test theory for standardizing qualify-
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ing tests. IEICE Transactions on Fundamentals of Electronics”, Communications and Computer Sciences, 92,
pp.1013-1016) .

HHHE B8, B AR T, IRHA T (2014) [2KEEOBED Y — & — 178 RIT§ 8] [RETERE
25 17 fERK 2], pp.373-378 -

BB - b (2019) [HEEBOHEOHAIE 3 MBI X 2 BOMEGDOEER] THAKR SR ARG
FEETEIMIIZERHCEL] 28 19 %, pp.247-255,

MR, BANET (2020) [ZEHRY — & =29 TEETORY — & —OACEME?, ThedadH
2oL mtEs] T HEE] B 90%&, 15, pp.369-387,

S (2019) [MTEIBHYEIC 1) 2 B A ORI ORI B 2 fF28— N 4O MUERHH 7 D JiE B & 0 BEAR AT -
LB AL E S5 L L HESE RN IEDWC—] (R r8E] 54 88 %, 4445, pp.175-216.

IRV, S (2009 (V7L 2547 - w32V v — —RIEORICNAET 5] kb

(2) FEsoemk

Anderson, J. R. (1987) “Skill acquisition: Compilation of weak-method problem solutions”, Psychological Review,
94, pp.192-210.

Antonakis, J., & Day, D. V. (Eds.) (2018) The nature of leadership, Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
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(Abstract)

The purpose of this article was to review four major developmental stage models of leader
development and to provide future directions for empirical research.

This review focused on two points: the factors on which the differences in developmental
stages depend, and the method of identifying developmental stages.

This review identified the advantages and disadvantages of each model as well as the scope
of their application.

In the future, way to integrate the models to cover a wide range of leader development will
need to be considered. Two approaches could be used to empirically confirm the validity of an
integrated model: One is to measure all variables in the model longitudinally and to identify
developmental stages quantitatively. The other is to set follower- and team-level variables as
the outcome variable. This should yield information on how leader development in an individual

affects an organization.
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