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Abstract

This paper analyzes the influence of five factors, such as salary level, salary system equity, welfare
and bonus, job stability, future position and development opportunity, on salary satisfaction,
through the questionnaire survey on 206 employees of Mongolia government and non-government
departments. All these factors have significant positive correlation with compensation satisfac-
tion, but the influence of job stability is the most significant. Gender does not affect the salary sa-
tisfaction. It shows that there is no subjective gender discrimination in Mongolia. In the govern-
ment departments: age, education and management do not affect the salary satisfaction; and the
tenure will affect the salary satisfaction. In the non-governmental sector, the opposite is true.
Among the non-government departments, managers are not very satisfied with the salary satisfac-
tion, while the employees are more satisfied with the salary. The Mongolian government depart-
ment highlights seniority. The non-governmental sector pursues market efficiency, term and edu-
cation. Different measures can be taken to improve the satisfaction of pay.
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7 ) P58 ool P R SR B A N A e BB g B T N R R, A AT B A S
[1]o M2 5 o B BUR ST T S AEBUM AT 5 T AR Fe A e O BRI . 5 BEIBURE T 5 AEBUR R
FNZFEIR K. BUREET T A S R R BEAH: BUAAIRAG . TBAIRA G Rk ARG i
MRS AT . ARYE (S EBUF 2014 4E58 332 5 ) MsE, ZEdTEM 2014 4 10 A 1 H A% G 4k X
R AHRN U L HK, SAICH THh 371,016 EI#& B (& AR 1060 JT), e H LH# 4 894,211 %
Hyi(A AR T 2554.8 7t), fem H LHRRARA T3 2.4 5. Wik N AR A 1.9 )y 574,080 ElH& H
(B AR T 1640 Jt), fem H T80 3,626,000 4% B ow (& AR T 10,360 o), i L HE e i fik T
6.3 fif. SMAKRE, FEdTEBUMEETT A TRIEHBHACEEUR, (HTAER I AR 1 ARBUR &S5 K -F
B, A TARRIRBOR, X A1 RN 5K 00 01 LB i S ALK, RN 58 B 0T 7 A 34 ]
Z—

5 i LB I 8 P8 (R TS A O [2] o I BLAR G 538 XX BT 78 SR EAT Rt AR . AU
P 75 a0 [ 52 R0 A [ 2 2 (R OB, R T RIS TN R O B AR Y, A ) SRR IR NN T S
o B BURE B T VR BOR S0 5B B s R 2R, A B M R BRI

2. R EMRGRE

VG 77 R385 1B 55 2 350 S I P (R T DA R, EEE T T =ANO7 10 1) H I R s
WEFt. R MR E A Adams (1965) [3]. Lawler (1971) [4]. Heneman F1 Schwab (1979) [5]; T
(A LR 5T, 40 DeGieter 1 Peperman (2010) [6]. DeConinck A1 Stillwell (2004) [7].Kessler £ Heron (2006)
[8145 . 2) b T 37 T = 58 (Rl 6 o 6 ) AT it i P PR el b, BB ok AR i) 36 o 37 T i 7 5 )
BRI SR 2, (FATEEEAER T2, 003 R R MR T H EER . A EH A
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FIN B . Al B I B AN Al 57 <2 4515 2045 (Judge and Welboume, 1994) [9]. 3) 7 it 7 155 1) s (4]
% . Fong Al Skaffer (2003)4& tH 1 — MHES RO FURESE, R0 03 T35 I = B i 4 BE AN v R 36, adad
R 6 & B 2 PR A 22— B NSl ) it e o T 30 T 3 7 110 B ke s TR R U 5 75
PEV GUBATEN R AN o DA TR R R — R T, S B NVEAR R, AR 1
JEAG 1) S A AR BE 1) 32 M2 I [10] o

H ] 23 X — 8 AT TR I AL . 2Ny, BNAZHEL LA PN 257 B =
FERI T, AE s B s FE R DR 3R o B Gn T A S D8 B (201 3) B HE 17 385 T 2 T R — A O
(BN SR - - A (1] T SO A5 (2013) A AR K T3 2 8 . AR R R . IR T A
ALK BRI S A e 2 5 8 ROl P B BT R I IEAH SR R AR [12] 0 BARIGE AN BY R R (201.3) 4 7 57 19 -
ARG - TAEGTRORE AL, UF B35 0 = FEAE R AT A O, 009 % A Sl SR A e FH 4 3 I R 32
P T TAR SR S B AR [13] . SHH AR (3 e (2015) 1R 78 35 B 9 s P %o B3 T 22 AT NI, A 3k
P 7 P A AT NS R T AT N g IE R [14]. & BTk, SR i i T TR =
FERIFZM K2 T R o4, AABUR. HEEFR SR AT mK5FE. FHFEXAR.
MAHZE. TIEREE., 205, 5814,

3. ARG EMMRRR

ST R ARBUR AR T A9 AT R AR s i, T R B R AN e R T T B0KF, TARRRE . Hi
PR, AR — SR R R A R E R . WS AR AT “ Sl B BUE TS R
JFERT I S AR, ARG B N DA, WA FE S
WAL, EER . SALRTE RIS . 55 0 IONIRDL, A48 T UK RUNBE T8 . 55 =487 Ny TG
TR UL K e M 1) B2 ) T, 0 DSR2 SRR DA B A~k K = A D7 T (SR AT il
PER AT RGNS AT ) Btk B8, 552 1 53 T EH QI H AT Bk B R 5 R Y HA 53 T
LR SR 5HA TSN LR S . Hrh i S R = i 'R, 1) &Ko “IRHE b
B 2) Fon “HUBGHRT ( 3) For AR . BIUE O TAERE RSO, RIS TARRRE A AR
RN R N5 o WX 5 TAEME TARRER, W 7LV ERVER: 1 FP0F. 13 4,
3~5 £, 5~10 4. 10 ELL by X TARRERER, RA=m&ERID, 1) o “EHEiRE” . 2) ®or
“HEREE” , 3) TR “AREE” s RO RTHIINL BEE BOL A E R IR L R = R E R
1) Fox “@HAT . 2) Fon “MRAT L 3) Fox AT o BIE AEAMAE:, WAL GEAA
RGN AL H R E . DRI AR AN e i R o T i e R B bR S
ARGRMMAERTARF, RA=ZGER 2, 1) 2on “@8A7 . 2) &ox “BRE” . 3) Fox “ik
A7 WRA, FUIRHRA AR RO EARAR SRS, R = AERIE, 1) Bon
“HEEET . 2) Fon “HEGEET . 3) Ron AR .

it AR A spss13.0 BAFREAT, H— A NE BB ZRMTTZ A t ke, 1 TH YA
ML AT TARRRE AR A TR 200 357 16 2 AR Stk 3 A K B 1 a0 M O vk

N T A S E UM 15 ARBUR &R T # SR A LU 7T, AR 1 AR J LA FU R B

Xyo AFEEARAEPER] S R 200 ARG 8 HR )0 5200 B BURR T 5 ARBUR #8157
BEAEREER;

Xor BN S [RIBUR 8 -5 AR BRURF A8 118 T 8 LA AR IE A R K &R

Xa: 7 f1) B2 F) 2168 552 oty [ BSR4 1055 AR BURT B 11307 I R P A AE IR R K &R
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4. SBESTHR

—) EXFRERES T

“SEME BRI S AEBUMR T HEE R R AR WU, A RO 206 . HiE
JAFERT] 46 43 (5 22.8%), FEBUMNHEIT 159 43 (15 77.2%). SN 52 EBUM 115 IEBURERTT 3 T8
FEARRE LT BAFEEG . AR FPIA TARERR 4 ANJ7IH, R T IEARRR IR 1.

=) mEHEBMHERN N AERS

1. FESHR t ik

1) #35)

FE BT NRFAE R 32 75 R0 52 7 [ BURF R 1) 5 AR BURF T 1) RO B I S R, AR IX — 23 M 45 A
5 Xy T AR B AT FCBUBUR T ISR BURT R 1 53 o e e s B AR B 2 R, 3T the
5y, SERMA 2 PR

Table 1. Basic description of employees
#* 1. RTEKRERER

N BURHIT EBURER T
TiH EAGER
i He 451 (%) e %1 (%)
5 22 46.8 66 415
5
gia 25 53.2 93 58.5
18~25 10 21.3 31 19.5
26~30 10 21.3 64 40.3
RS
31~45 20 42.6 47 29.6
45 U 7 14.9 17 10.7
B (R E)LLR 8 17 25 15.7
2215 AR 25 53.2 97 61
Bl i+ 14 29.8 37 233
AN 14 11 234 36 226
TAEFIR 1~5 4 21 447 85 53.5
5~8 4 8 17 25 15.7
8 ELL I 7 14.9 13 8.2

Table 2. Differences in salary satisfaction between men and women

* 2 BLAEHFMHEE LHNER

I 531 ¥ ¥IHZ FrifEZ t p
5 1.91
BURFHT] 0.189 0.179 1.057 0.296
gia 1.72
5 1.88
AEBURERI -0.035 0.103 -0.342 0.733
4 1.91
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M7 2 ATLVE Y, fE R K-F 2 0.05 1, BURFBTTH t {80 1.057, X RiFT p /8 0.296, KT+ 0.05,
PR VA BUR R T) 55 2000t T 3 S AN E B M 2 5 [FIEE,  JRBU SR 53 2ot T 3 v =

AR EENZE R

2) T

T RSB T TR AR BUR 0TI AS R AR08 () NAE BB S B B RR B E R, 3T 07 259501,
RN 3 s

3 3 A LAEH, R FE MK A 0.05 T, BUFHTTHI F {E N 2.653, X 5 1 p /84 0.061, K+ 0.05,
Bt LR BURE SR TIAS R AE68 BA T BB S A B 2 5 B, JEBURSRT IR F 1N 4.821,
Xt p E A 0.003, BT LAAEBURFEE T IAS R G508 1N T 355 T 2 P A A R P 2 57

3) ¥h
AT BT TAAEBUF U IAR A IR HINFEE L HRE BETES, 17 5 E5¥,
fER T 4 PR,

B 4 AT LLE Y, 7R E /K28 0.05 K, BURERI] F {8y 0.373, X[ p /64 0.691, KT 0.05,
EA A A BURT T IAN [ 2% 7 B AR T B s S AR R e 22 s [RIBE, JEBUMHRTIRY F {EH 6.363,
XL p AN 0.002, PRI AEBUR B 1 IAS [F) 2% 3 i\ T 57 B i B A7 e S I 2 e

4) THE4ER

N T R BUR T TSR B 36 1 IAS B AR AEBR A N LEHr s S LA gt a2 R, T hEs
B, S8R WAL 5 Pw.

Table 3. Differences in salary satisfaction between people of different ages
= 3. TRIFIRMAFIHEEEES

I HERY Yl ANl F p

18~25% 1.70 0.483
25~30% 1.50 0.707

BURFERI] 2.653 0.061
31~45% 1.85 0.489
464 L I 2.29 0.756
18~25% 1.55 0.624
25~30% 1.97 0.563

EBURF R 4.821 0.003
31~45% 2.18 0.639
46% UL L 1.90 0.728

Table 4. Differences in salary satisfaction of people with different educational backgrounds

F 4. FRZEHNAFHHEENER

I 2 i Bt P2 F p
(PR L) 1.75 0.313

BRI N 1.76 0.119 0.373 0.691
fijt = K 1.93 0.127
(R & LT) 2.04 0.147

ARBUR T AH 1.76 0.062 6.363 0.002
Tl R f 1 2.16 0.091
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B 5 W LUE W, 7R B /K8 0.05 1, BURFERTTH F {4 3.609, XF B[ p {54 0.021, /T 0.05,
DAL SE A  SBURT 30 1A ] A 4 BIR A8 A0S T 357 T i P A A S 3 1 22 s TR B, AR BURF 01T 1 F A 2,257,
XL p BN 0.084, FIAEBUM T TAS R TAEEBR (9 AKX T 5B S EA R R E M E R

5) EHESH
AT B BURER T TAEHEBURFER 2 5 A S EM AL S E LEREEETES, 17 185,
FER N 6 Fim.

% 6 AT LUE Y, 2 W3 KP4 0.05 T, BURFEBT T t B8 1.732, XF M2 [ p fE4 0.090, KT 0.05,
BT VB R T 2 SRS B N F I S AR S E R, W3, JEBURETIN T HEh
3.762, XFRiff] p {54 0.000, FrCAAEBUM I 1EHE SRR B E NG BN S S A R E T ER.

CR EREER, WAR T s,

Table 5. Differences in salary satisfaction of people with different working years

5. PRIILIEFRIOAFMAEZEES

I TAEER ¥IE FrifEZ F p

AN — 1.64 0.203
1~54 1.62 0.129

BUFERI] 3.609 0.021
5~84F 213 0.125
84D I 2.29 0.194
AR —4F 1.67 0.105
1~54F 1.95 0.069

EBURF R 2.257 0.084
5~84E 1.96 0.122
84FELL L 2.08 0.178

Table 6. Differences in salary satisfaction by whether you are a manager or not
*6 EREEEEFWAEE LHNESR

Il EHRESE BILIE YIH%E FrifE 2= t p
A 2.10
BT 0.370 0.214 1.732 0.090
4 1.73
& 2.33
EBUTERI 0.511 0.136 3.762 0.000
& 1.82

Table 7. The impact of basic personal characteristics on salary satisfaction in government and non-governmental sectors

= 7. BURFERRIIANARBURTARITAN A SR AR M Xt B . B O 2

e G L
BT R
4591 B B
W BOA R A
i B R A
TAR4ER AR B R
EHRER BRI AR
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T HR R, ). R P, TAEER. EEE S ESEAN NIERAFFIRENE, KT
BUANEEM, S P00 RO B2t 2> U B G v S0, EAT 002800 M, IR T T HIESE . AT AR PERIRTE
JRF RIS AR S 1 1AL AT S e i e P RO 5 58t [ 55 A2 R P e I i o P B Ay W S ) 2 57
AR R IRAVEE B i LB g T LB ARADIRSL . TARRIARE . WA KR, W AIERE b, 5
YRR AL T LE T T ANAFAE SR NSRBI 0 RS RV R T8 72 R il 7l AN R, XA 7 7
REiZ A% 1K), 0 AR R AL RN BE KT IS 22 5, a2 vt 2 A 78 A IR 2 T B AN FEAE B V)
Btle XFaEE. FHAVEBZ S EI5, ASZUEUR AT HH IS L, (2SR BT ST H
PR, X TARERIT I, 2B 1 R, (B REmAREUR A8 T H I . e
FEARBUR ER T 1 2 20 B e T 1 L AN AR AR e T 308 52 T e A e 2 o i R W i R kg
JEABOR, B T MR R . SRS, EARBURET BT E WIS AR, TR ARFIAE T
SRS A THER . 2P VIR MAEBUGETT, WEBGERERTHE, HmARE K553
TS TARERER. Kk, TARFEMRMIK, s R .

2. MRAHT

FEAARSCNE AT, BB IR A B A B AR B 2 (8] iy B BOA SRAE BEAT St i ST AL .
AR P BENLAR 2 (R BT A7 AR AR R, 8 — R EIFANBERG IR 25> 0 A2 8 B S i B AT i &
6 J5 ZSEMOR VR . AERRRO UL, R AT Ty 22 TR S A AR (A B SR R AT S WA . R
75 Z AT AR R AR, T 2R X AY HEATARSRRE AN IR . BRIk, FEXS #2882 Al AR
KIAT W SR TURT, 38 K Pearson AHIC M AT, W RVEAICREFERAT IR, WM RECHr, W
BO<r<1if, iEH X5 Y ZEMFERRRNIEARK R, HBEMIT 1, ACRIEM MM T
H-1<r<Off, &R XY ZIEAFERRAZATMIKR, HEEBEGI-1 1, ARG R Y]

=
MV o

XTS5 EBUM ST TS ARBGR T TH M B L Xon Xav Xan X X HHIRME TS5 R WA 8.

8 ABUMER T TAEAEBUR T LHK T TAERRE . HHHI AT, 8R4 5 TAEAL K iR
RV I R B AR DGR T, TR, ER KN 0.01 F, BUMBT TATEEBUR T T8k, T
PERGE . B A . A8 R34 5 T AR R TR R I i 3 2 S A R R

3. [EIBST

(] 3 53 T 2 i R P B ot DA A 2 R EL ARS8 B R R I — PG o T 7 v . WA AR DG B 4
B, R REZEPRER, ATHHTEIAS T .

DABURF R T TR AEBURRR T TR THEKF . TAER e S AT A1 45 TR & BRI
AR, B RN R AR, BATEE, R 9 FiR.

f#2 8 AT LA, XFBUMETT, RA “TERE” BEA RE0E 7 R E R, i A (T
PO b AT AEFIR S KRR AR R RS PUANR ) vk AT BA T . StFAEBUR
T, CTAERRET o SIS A T R “AEFIRIZ S [ENE REGE T R E AL, X ¢ T
KT RSk TARRAL R RN XA R VA AT A, DU R R A Ty A AR &=
AT RS, 2R WK 10 fis.

A2 10 BTG, BURHTT A S0 5 B = B 0 A “ TAERR R, FLB I B AN AR AR e (1 (]
HFEN:

Y GE T ) = 0.924 + 0.452%X,( TAEFE5E)

RI7E AR TN, TR e e m— A hn, B & B 3 i 0.452 AN,

ORI R S R T A C TAER e« CHINEIE AT M CARFIRE S, HE
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Table 8. Correlation analysis

< 8. WX
THAKY TAEfm HEHEAY mARE  TIEMM R BT
‘ 0.543**  (0.575** 0.352** 0.391** 0.595**
BUFERT] S EE Pearson/ etk 35 (W)
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.380**  0.482** 0.576** 0.339** 0.372**
AEBURESTT  #ENWEE  PearsonfH &M &2 P (XUM)
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
VE: **EIRAE 0.01 KPR
Table 9. Regression results 1
O HEALR 1
EprAEL R AL FrifE 3L
A t Sig.
B FrifEiR 2= W FH i
Eis-= 0.212 0.250 848 402
THKF 0.135 0.083 0.211 1.638 .109
TARRRE 0.293 0.093 0.372 3.138 .003**
BRI
HrM I A 0.098 0.106 0.108 923 361
iRl E A 0.120 0.117 0.128 1.029 310
Kk TAEHAL K ML 2> 0.220 0.135 0.232 1.635 110
Ein-= 0.245 0.157 1.565 120
BKF 0.046 0.033 0.094 1.371 172
TARRRE 0.216 0.071 0.221 3.034 .003**
EBUF ]
ST R 0.399 0.065 0.406 6.141 .000%*
iRl E A 0.131 0.051 0.161 2.546 012%*
FR TAEHAL R ML 2 0.084 0.066 0.087 1.277 203
Table 10. Regression results 2
%2 10. EFLER 2
bRl R AL Pt R
A t Sig.
B FrifEiz 2= W FH i
W 0.924 0.202 4575 .000
B H81]
TARRRE 0.452 0.096 0.575 4.709 .000
W 0.312 0.151 2.072 .040
TAEfaE 0.280 0.063 0.286 4.416 .000
U]
T ) A 0.430 0.063 0.438 6.823 .000
iRl E A 0.145 0.051 0.178 2.872 .005

TG 2 P R AR AR E B I 1) 55 T LA R AR AR AN 2 & (B U 7 AR«
Yo (H M R ) = 0.312 + 0.280*X,( LAFEFEE) + 0.430*X (GBI 24 1) + 0.145*Xs (48 FI| A2 4x)
RIZE AR R, TAER e im0, Him e e s 0.280 ANHhr; Hii il % A P4
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S — N EAL, HTN R IR R 0.430 AN ARAIAI G AR AN AL, B R R IR 0.145
firo

5 &RSEW

TR 52 R BUF ST S AR BUR AT 206 A2 53 TR 038 DU GE 220, 15 R 58 AL,

1. MNBERN S S EBUFER 5 JEBUR S50 B =R B a4

AR spss13.0 BAFHIT Z AT AN i i Hras iR, R NFEAR(ntE]. Sl . TR
PR B R 5 5 A X T S AN RIS R o S5 IR kR RO 1] ARUR A T A 3 T i 5 R AR
WA AR PAERE S B I71, AT EURFR TS S, (E S fema AR BUT B8 %
P R AR ARSEIRTT I, S BUR A8 1 TR B I B, (EA AR BURF R T T e R . A
BURFERTT, AR I TA) B s W) SRl (R B O3 385 T s R s 10 A e TR0 SR A A 53 e
P L o AEARBBURFAR ], AR A B SF A0 10 53 T3 A i BT AU T 2 Bl R SR 0 R
3 0 A P e LRI, AEARBUT BT ] e 2 e B B I A B O A AR e, T I B T
X I i B, SR AT BEAR B A L R RO, BRI TR M A R . R S R B AR T L
Bt BiHE%E. BEBY; FBUFEITTER TR, I TARRER, AP AT 53 T AR
KIRA BEER N . VAR IR RA R ZE R, SIE SO SO B R B . BURFERT)
AN TSURT #4811 385 S A 2 PO S B 2R AN T A ol SR T 8 vt T 16 5 2

2« THAF. FMtIEAT. BANRE. THERE. KRR R SF LB RIHHHEE
HIR R

2 AR B AN B 23 B S5 SR AT AR, BURFER T IAEEBUR BT T H0 TBEKT . AR E . il
FERNT AR 5 AR A R R v Sl e T o B 25 R B R 2B R IE AR G R SR B 7 ik T
LAt ARG S BURF AR T AT URF & 11 37 6 5 A R AR sz, i HL TARRR € By B kY
Mo X TARBURERIT, BR T TAERGE LAANE I B A1 AR A3 SR A R0

SRR, BURFHE T i S AR BUR 0 1) 3 A R 2R BURFERT DR AR B TR, H
TARRAARARK, TAFHERSE . EBURF ST ARG FRAUE 1 5% 38 s S B, BB TAREER Y
BN, AR B A SRl BRI A R R o R RO T I R A FE A
FTONER . HMERESE, JEBUFSITER THRRE, ETERNRAK. TIEA RS, mZESHEM
38 5% A 22 AR K, (B IR AN e R 2 B A R R S v, U AR BURT 8 1 D3 I o) B TR AN e
PRI, 52 EBURERT TS ARBUG 8T TR 58 Frl B, DR 3 B i
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