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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the influence of salary satisfaction on turnover intention of employees in
state-owned enterprises and the mediating role of job burnout. Methods: 497 employees of
state-owned enterprises were investigated with the Pay Satisfaction Scale, Gob Burnout Scale and
Turnover Intention Scale. Results: Salary satisfaction positively predicted turnover intention of
state-owned enterprise employees, and regression analysis showed that job burnout played a par-
tial mediating role between salary satisfaction and turnover intention of state-owned enterprise
employees. Conclusion: Low salary satisfaction will increase the turnover intention of employees
in state-owned enterprises, and job burnout plays an intermediary role in it.
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1. 518

EA I E G BEERAL, RERSFRKENFRE, & EREEESE WS, B
Al 3 TR OO R B T H SRR SBNAERE, EEEXRIERNAET AR,
SR E A AN KR, P (T W, ZEHE, 2019), PAK “4rs” REREMSE(T 10, Bt
g, 2015), HEZATH EFRAGR, MESTSE T A TR TERRYE, B TRER.

O B (job burnout) & 7E TAEE I T, A=A —MIET R B AARD B & O EBDIRES
(Freudenberger, 1974; Kang, Choi, & Ryu, 2009; Maslach & Jackson, 1981). 3£ E ¥ EEA: Freudenberger
151974 SRR T “HONER” , MVCHTEMRSATI P 85 5 = A B @ Fem . U AT B SRt 1)
ROV 30 H T AR 15 28 I, At MRS TR A “beR R, Xt R\ R T “BNER” Mk
(Freudenberger, 1974),1981 4E, #1200 P24 58 Maslach FERMY 5 8 1 = 45 52 S AATTT 12 3 9 HAL$%,
BV A4S B =4 e ol 15k, 23 Nk, ATE IR K (Maslach & Jackson, 1981). FH,
IR v R AR LA R TG, W AR R R, SR RBMR LA, TAEMERA BN,
FNMEARAR B TAE, BRFEFCL TEPEMIN. F. VRFRER. AR BMR, 2R TE
JG 2B ISR, AHE B QRS TAE . BRI T, BAEI A SR 150, 2019).
HRO A R AN 25N N B3 o B DA B B oo it Rl SR P IR SR TR S, e s ZH A R . ERME R T
BOL & SRR R R H R, A Ers(Schwab & Iwanicki, 1982; Papastylianou, Kaila, & Polychro-
nopoulos, 2009). #L&SCRF(MPFAE, BRI, A, 2000)x B0k SA M. MIEE NI R
R, H R S L B ) — N B R

Hr IR 7= FE (Salary  Satisfaction Degree) e 48 ™A 32 WLESZ 21 (1) %3 H BN BT 3515 ) i B 140 36 7=
FEJE (Adams, 1965; lii, 1971). 1965 4F, W 4HrEXGRH 7 AP, AFHeHTT 7 M a2 U HZ 5
HH o 1) & BRSPS 52 TR AR AN TAES B s, Fa . 2 TN 00 B B ARIATER
FFHARIM, 1T LB OG0 ORISR G Al N BUSONIR L 1 B At 45 B (Adams, 1965). BRI,  Him i
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B, BOLEB/KFE (KBS, 2015). MBS ™8, X230 R TR BB A (5 200, 2020).

S HRBE A (turnover intention) &8 51 T7E N0 7742 T AR ZLEITFEUAE TAEMARME, [y 7 REER DL K F4K
T TAE e &R RI(FL9R 52, 7555, £iF47, 2015). ¥ Price A1 Muller BEHREIRY. ¥ se, AT
WA A N . IR, A TR S 2 (AR e A Hke, ZHZ00F 53 T (0 b (Bl 45 T 28 4 02 T
IIRSs . =, A TR 8 R4k . Price-Mueller BRI 72 7E 4 SEANBHRAH A & FREAR &,
MR, ST EMIELE. MEEEAWA: EEIEANS: MEEAFE R TES
BRI . SR ER: AFM. SRATE. THEED. . TS, TIEFEM
PERIAE 2 Fr . R B TR EE . ALUREE . TIEFRAT N EIE R, AR IX L
A 735 S A R ARG P R ZEL R D 5 M SR [ 5 ) 25 R ) (Price, 2001) 0 7125 2 S B ol 2 2
VB A9 725 8 () 7 4 2 (R B 5, 2015) 24 5 T BAN 2, S E S E00 TIEW S T, A
BRI G B, B2 B ER A .

CE LR TTOUR I, HEH R B BB IR = F 2 M E RE MK R, ATk, A0
FUKE 5 G A 53 LB I i P B R ) (R s e, o BRI PO B AE 3 TRl i /A o

2. MREFE
2.1 MR

A E RSB NGERE G BhlE, DIEEEKER, RBOTERFER L, RIEH& 3 EA
AT BRI 497 i 4dE, HIBR 33 M e 45, A R v 464 13, AR 93.4%.
t, PR BT 383 44(82.54%), it T 81 44 (17.46%); iE £k 5 T. 364 44(78.45%), i FpA N
49 4(10.56%), FHEZEHHE 43 £4(9.27%); HEEHH 7 4(151%), m=EE#H 3 4(0.65%).

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. FB#EE &5% (Pay Satisfaction Scale)

K FH Heneman S5 N Zm il ¥, T-HE . 25K AR BAE LT (05 B s B2 Rl 5 (T, 2ok, oie
B, 2009), & 18 MEH, FHUAIEH MW SR, SR BT, R .
THAETER . KRN NS aT B B TN R IR B, RS, 7248, WRRELL &
PR 25 25 75 s AR BRSO s I 248 A NS AT AR 00 s S B R F o oS Hmi i e . ST SS
BT E B TAE . EX BN X WANERE SR 48 Lo EREH 5 fUhr, 40 8usm vt
T = BB o ARV A DA 7 B AR B N — B R %00 008 0.970. 0.974. 0.944. 0.968.

2.2.2. TEBSEFR(MBI-GS)

i Schaufeli 5 Maslash 25 AZwffil], AL 15 388, FLUE T/EfEEEB, La&=A gk,
TheE . TAESEMBURE. KA 7 &R, RKRES =0 B8R KN —EUE 2500008
0.936. 0.870. 0.874.,

2.2.3. BER@EEIR(Turnover Intention Scale)

KA Mobley 55 AN 2wl (1), S595 AR 78 RASTT I SR A SR (A e, TR PY RS, 2010), 4% 418
A, FH DL E B IR 5. BERRA 5 vy, ArEiohm U B SR R B . AR X E R
W R EON 0.777,

23. 4t TR
W& B S, 78 SPSS 25.0 A kAT HdE s N\ X B 347 3[R 5 v A ZE A6 36 AT FAR = 48T, A
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AmMO0s21.0 SR FH 45 1) 5 FERE R B AT o A 4T
3. &R
3.1. £EFZERERE

FEAWETEH, iR A BAR S R, A — RO E R R 2 A B K HUE & Z 2L T57%
(K520, Harman 508 Z0A8 50 AT DU RIFAT LR A MZE R IR (1S, earsg, 2004). AR CAiEy]
B BT AT AT AN B IR R AR R 0 A, WERAT AR B B KB A TR 3G R AR AR T 40%, it
LA R 22 RN, T AN 25 FE SR R VA 22 I e o AEAREFOH, RN T Hrd I
H 6 MFERAT 1 ART, BRAR T AR RN 21.36%, KL LA AHT FEAAEAE B S 3L
JiiE W% .

32. FMAEE. FIESSERERNIREZEXSH

TE A 5% T A R b, DR TR AR AR AR R B A, RS I KT (R R A, AEAE DU AN R FE AN
H RS DI EIRME 3 s EAeR TAERNER b, BEEngER s km, EIESE
YL EAR A, RUIEA 0L TN R R AR IS 4 R 1h o 1R Al 03 e I B2 S L4 . RO s
B S L S B R ] (AR T, AR, I R LKA AR RIS L N 4
HNE AR SO B SIS v e . TR FEYERE . Rt ok o B A0 B R i) 3 &2 5235 A7 AH
FK(r =-0.336~0.117, ps < 0.05); Bkt B o R HAB G v e B . TARSFEYERE . ROt B4t 5 B R i)
PR R IEMIE(r = 0.212~0.427, ps < 0.01). FAk L% 1,

Table 1. Correlation analysis of salary satisfaction, job burnout and turnover intention (r)
%=1 FEHEEE. RUES5SIRMEEXSH(r)

M £SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1. #HiAK¥  3.33+1.09

2. AEF] 357+0.98 0.750"
3. fn# 335+1.00 0.8407  0.764"
4, FHMET  342+098 07457 08047  0.8547
5. ¥iMMwiE¥  3.42+093 09007 0896  0938"  0.939"

>

6. {54 3.23+1.62 -0.282" -0.246" -0.310" -0.273" -0.301"

ok >

7. TAESE 222+140 -0.302 -0.271" -0.306" -0.332" -0.332" 0.643"

>

8. FumiE 262+181 -0117" -0.132" -0.132" -0.136" -0.141" 0.024 0.199™
9. BkfEE  272+116 -0.302" -0.284" -0.326" -0.319" -0.336" 0.688" 07477 0.701"

10. BSHRMHi  2.12+0.88 -0.259™ -0.287" -0.285" —0.2917 —0.306™ 0.338"  0.424” 0.212" 04277

VE: *F IR P<0.05, **%/RxP<001.

33. RESEFMHEEE SERMRZBMNPMTER S

LI v B A R, LB oy N AR, DLTARRE S A, @MW 1 Fros s/
BIE, KF Amos 24 AT/ ir, FEAEE 5000, B X [A]15E N 95%HEATHIREHT, 45 5 BoR
RN A BRI, «2 = 45.077, df = 17, ¥*/df = 2.652, GFI = 0.977, AGFI = 0.951, NFI = 0.980, CFI = 0.987,
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JE %of 3 PV 1) 1) 7 o) AR F T3R5 35 (B = —0.14, P = 0.007), ¢ W] TAEf5 5 75 5 vk 25 72 R B BRI ) 2
T AR, TN (—0.163) 5 %N (—0.300) i EL A1 v 54.33%.

Table 2. The mediating role of job burnout between salary satisfaction and turnover intention

2. R ESAFMEEREZIMEREE B h N ERERL SR

it + (p) df Kldf GFI AGFI NFI CFI RMSEA
R >0.05 <5 0.9~1 0.9~1 0.9~1 0.9~1 <0.08
IR 45.077 (0.000) 17 2.652 0.977 0.951 0.980 0.987 0.060

0.50 0.82 0.04
e | [ Tiea | [ mns
| | | |

B R

Figure 1. The mediating role of job burnout between salary satisfaction and turnover
intention

1 R ESEHMHEE S SRmm BT ERE

Table 3. Mediating model effect quantity
3 PNMERYNE

A AT SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI AEXE A RS
SN -0.300 0.045 -0.388 -0.210
JERP VA -0.137 0.050 -0.236 -0.038
IR 9 -0.163 0.034 -0.237 -0.104 54.33%
4, ER

4.1 ERTHFMHAEESSRERBEX S

AT FUT [ £ 5% T8 G R S B B R AT A O M, SRR, R A 5 T e P R L DY
ANUEPE 5 BT 52 52 R G, 3BT AR R X S ML [ A A S 2 PR S R A o R RO T 2R
FRTRT, ] i 573 T 385 T 8 P S L DO AN P2 5 63 TR WU e 2 2 38 O RO, S I R P AE — e R
i I 8 BRG], 2019) 0 F AT LA i 385 B 7 PRl JEEAS A7 L, 51 e 22 R (44 15
2016), ML sk = Hilk, SBOCHM R T, REAFETAL MY A TEIR(AESE, 2014, XU,
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2020). R TIIRNGITIRR, FEHM E—E P ame, ST A TRRIEAR. FemE S 2 T
P 22 K, A 1R — 2 0 T 2 S il vy B A 22 A I T B8, A AT M 3 T e P A RE 4 o 1 i v
HORMHM 2 S 2T E A WL, HEIEAD R TAETAZ RIETHET R, A SR
TAF. B =R R B T AL AE R E . BARE AN A TREE T IR —&” iR AIOREE, H
SRZ LR, KREZERA T —ERL R ETH, TAEME AR, Wiz, KEK, 2017). HA
e ERETH, KIEE TR VER L4, 2020), [ 4R 03 TR RS AT R 451 2% il Re st LG & .
PR, BTG SR SEBRBR AL 1 7 160, G0 SR T A PR AL R 0 1 o [ 5% TR e, K U
Al T DAAR i B A 63 T e T3 i e LA SR K R I, b i T D S 2 WU SR A AN RS

4.2. E5RTHRESSEREEEX I

AHFENS [ A 03 TR0 A 85 BB R BEAT AR R 8T, RN, UL B8 7 K L 1% 45 3 R 4
JEo TARSFEYESE . Bl Y 5 B BT 2 2 B35 IR A . X S AT AW FE 4 AR, P 2l A
FUMHANY A 85 B HUBTAEAT B 7T, 49 B s MR A SO B IR A] 2 25 IEAH SR (PR <, 2020). F i
SCHIWT T RAT H, F T3 R 5% b — 2 B3 MR s O] B IR ) 2L A T ) TR £ I (1 #2525 2020). [
Al AR “erir” UMLK, T EE R AR, Bk 7R 5 A AR s R A
R, FEO TR AR K IR K R, ML T B B (T ek, Fioete, 2015).

PRI, [ olk T AR B B LRSS TR, T v 03 A0 TARARAR A, DR i 8 RIS 45
PR R, s [E A 5 T i TR R i RS ERILR .

4.3. Bt BRI HEFMAEE SR ESNEX S

ASHIT FES ] A B3 T I R P2 S R A B R RAEAT A ORHIE T, LGSR, I i e P e
HKPYERE . RRANLERD . INFRAERE . B B4R S0V R KOS S Bl e . TARSZYEE . 1
FICIRR AR P AT B HR AT 170 28 B2 6 AR G . IR AT N RORIT FU A SR — B, B o B S L & 4R 2 5 P R L
HAYESE, BAFAERE M G R(BRPH TS, 2015). an4 it B MA@ 7 #i sk, SRimiE
AR T A, B S EA S G T ARNE R (T P, FiE, 2019).

BRI, A Aol 2 AN R R A 20 TE A1 B, AT T 03 T R e P, e P 3 T AR R A

2N
o

44. Rl ESEFHFWHAERESBRMRZENPTER

AT FER WA A R A A I BEAT 208, 38 S R RES 3 S T AR R (B = —0.39, P <
0.001), TAFEH T LUK 2 IF [ T S BRI (8 = 0.42, P < 0.001), 7 T 2 F X 2 B[] f) 7 1 F0000 4
FITIR .35 (B = —0.14, P = 0.007), B A (s S7E Hr I 5 RE M1 WU 1 2 TRDES B0 73 v AR P 3T i
TP 2 e SR P A 2 T R ] B3 T P B U I ot O 5 T T SRR, AT R
Egaa e ANIZE )= iR € Ny AT

BRlt, Al el PASE & o TR, e i TR R, 2 oo e e i i e A AL A 2
RETESIMEE, PRI 5 TR SERR R

5. &ig

1) A 53 0 A e e O L R A
2) WOl e S ] A 53 T35 s P 5 R LB - TR 74 20 R A
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