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Abstract
Generation Z employees are the new force in the workplace. How to improve the effectiveness of
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management of Generation Z employees is a problem that enterprises need to consider at present.
Work withdrawal refers to employees’ inaction at work, which damages organizational perfor-
mance. Generation Z employees are more prone to shrink due to their special growth environment,
and Generation Z employees, as new employees, also face the problem of workplace rejection.
Previous studies have shown that workplace rejection can weaken employees’ willingness to con-
tribute, but there is still a lack of research on the impact of workplace rejection on job withdrawal
of Generation Z employees. Therefore, based on resource conservation theory and social exchange
theory, this study studies the relationship between workplace exclusion and job withdrawal of
Generation Z employees, and analyzes the mediating role of psychological contract breach. The
results show that both boss rejection and colleague rejection have significant positive effects on
job withdrawal of Generation Z employees, and psychological contract breach plays a partial me-
diating role, which provides reference for enterprises to manage Generation Z employees more
effectively.
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1. 5|15

95 JE 2 TR BRI B AL B, AT THE B BT I AR, AR RS AR R O
MANEEZ RIFIIEE , BAR A BN, TREAE AR oA A 158 3345 B S M B RE g 72 015 o (B8
BN, 2022). @ MAETZobRZE, i H IR T A B R ST B, RIS AR
B o HR” (%A, 2022). @ AEKAEERIGEEGR IR, O EHUR BRI ZE (A4, 2, 2013),
AT AE 1) 1] RO B 25 5 1B 4

HRZ R R — P I “3 3717, 48 A LAE TARE P @z B0 Ah NS OS24 S7fAT M (Ferris
etal., 2008), ARHEH E Ak SCARE UK BRIZHE e 20 8 b m) HE R AR S e B A4 (255, 2011). 4R
AR I A A R R, 1T 70%0) I TRNEZIS R HEF, 171 95 J5 A TAENERI B N, 25 5 o
IR HE R B 7). Bluedorn ¥ TARIR 4 g SCA G T RIS AR S A ANl T 7= A= 1R Gt R A A £
L A R 4T A (Bluedorn et al., 1982). HET, 95 Ja A IED NERY, BN AL AR %,
HlEFHOEPURR B ZE, FTULER R HE R A 5 = AR 45 0. BN FE AR, TRk
FETH R TR EE, B TRHSOAR(E K45, 2020), JD0THLA I (OR0455, 2021). (HXT
T 95 Ja S X AERRR AR, DU HER ST TARRAR O R AR A, BT, WIS Fx 95
J& 7 LA s sg i+ A B

O FE IR R ATF U« X356 7 B3R ) SR (Kotter, 1973) AR S B\ Ny, HE A4
THIIAFRFAE(Homans, 1961), OIBLTE R T 5HELA A BB, (52— 77852 A3 5 2,
M AL RAEY, RIS (Rousseau, 1995). 95 J& fi Ttk NZHZRIN 453525 5 40 23 i 0 R 32
2y, — BARAIEE BIHZAT Re JC i R AT TR, (e BN B0 B B8, R TR, T,
ARG B L E AR R AR B R B R ER I HE s 95 )5 52 L CARIRZE sema A B .

g5 LRTIR, ASCEAERFH SSIE T AR — N L B L) T R Y, A L R HE R R ]
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HHEFXT 95 J5 A T TR ERNLE], AV i ¥ 95 5 i T TAFRMSE L.
2. fREZRS5RIE
2.1. ERHERX 95 BRR T ITAEIR4EA9SNT

A HEF BRI ZAA T TAERRR, AAFF R TGRSR ST, ¥ 5 THERREA
ZIDAAMNE (G, WReL, 2017). FRERIFEEECR, ERl—REES Ko HLR TR BRItk b
AT AR RS BRI E B EAT N, B b BRI A QS HA = AR LR, 525 5
A L RHEFAT N . B RN, EalHEFRS fasom 5 TR0 ERE R K, 4 DR T R 5 TR EORT R %,
M5 T TAEBR B (/A S, 2019). FRdE ZYR LR A7 EE 18 (Hobfoll et al., 2018), K 53 T & BAN A
PR, XFPEIE— B RESS, A AT Tk B B SR IR AT, b TAERERON, TR TR
R TAEBREN . 2 95 f5 R TR E] ERIHFR, 26iaTIAhE AL, B AR
S R SR AN BN E 4, TARW R R E L R, =2k TARIRAET M.

FR, 95 J& 0 LAE TAEHUE SRS HIRANME, WEAIRESRIAR LS, 2022). 14T 15
X FARA R R e BRI E T, R RIREEF H TR TR R . R, SO XA R 517
N, BT TAESDS, HERM ST RZ M. T VRMRAAEE, AT 52 T H55 30 71/ E
ARG, BURAT S AR BRI, R T AR R IR e 24 95 JF 51 LT AR FE A E
BB RN, 128 TEw B OAT H 2/ BHEATE A5 21 B R 1 FATT, e 85N S,
AATIE ] TR0 % TAEMEEN, TRIERTIEGR. TAERAERI NS, 5Tk, AR5 RL:

H1: LRHEFXT 95 J5 0t T TARRS A IE A 52m .

2.2. FEHRER 95 BRI IT{ER4E89520

FlFHEF BRIV AR & S RIS . AR ARG R BRI AE B cE A 1 P
EBIR R FRI R REAT N 7055, 2015). [AISRARKALE LREm A 5 00 AR A2 BEANAT (1
WA, MG, 2021), R RGEE R [F 2R R TAEE SR, 2l 95 R THRERELZK
I T4 77 £ AR TARE B AR TAR B, 0 Se s T AR B, S EUBATI T AR (36 s 22 (ML
T, 2022). 4 95 J& 53 L AR AR AR BN, X SR PEa T AL B ABR G R HE B LA, H
T ILAE LM, S BUbA TR A SO RN T AR,

Hk, HoREZM 95 JFUNACR “HR” o 2020 iU R — T4l & b o, £
HHER 2500 RAMAKTH 97%LL ERIR H OIS PAEAEREEL 2 A2 AT (TR, 2020).
PR E SR Tt PR, 2 95 JR MK TRV E Rt 2 8on, ABRaE s, [, 95 )5
AT pad. HUBEEAT e AT, AR5 NEATE N ARSI A S A AR R (R, £
e, 2022). M LAFBEATIFAEAS, 24 95 J5 5 15 HAh 53 A sl 3L A HAT A1 55 I S8 HE . 95 )& it
T A7 RN, SBULATT —RRMER SR B AE S AR TR TR, 5 4% 215 HAb
A TR TSR TAER, MATA D IEF L, AWEE RS 5 NSRRI &X — 31, P AETRR
fpoBE. FETRL, AHTFUHR ARG

H2: [FISFHEFXT 95 Jm A T AR IR A IE A2

2.3. ERHERFEX 95 BRI IT{ER45A95M

1) EaEHEF
A FAN A O RS LR RS TR 2 AR e, JRIF .
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B5E, 95 Ja A TKER G2 AR e A2 0 S Bt NERY, VS5 RE AR, 7R 21 ERl i, k]
BN —E IS X T NIRBEH S AT B, (BRI AR “apEsd, MIEIMA” RN i, 1 ELAT
FAEACER N 95 Ja 1 T, MR imion, A ik, EREHSRR G TS A iR E
(FIfE, SKEHEZE, 2022). M0 95 J& 5 X st AN AUHESEILN TR AR H, ENERKAZ AT
SERYL, AT T T — AR, N e NSV BRSBTSk £RIE, Eia )it
A N EL I B Sy K AR AR AT I M 55« FEBIARATTRURIER MV AR, b R TeRE R A — Nk (Fi ol
2021). 4n2R bR RS AEARANTT S N L RIS NI S e AR (it R b o 7 SCRF 5 3B, it mT DAL A AT T 72
OB RIS Bk A A SRR S AR A BRAZ A 0 ELAH B (R AR, 2021), AT e RUONAE TAE B45%
F)H5 B Ae % SR b 58 U5, BETR & B S AR ARG e 52, 2022). [z, s B xR
BOHERR AL, W TAR SR A, AT 75 B AR SR MR A St XA A AR B3 A0
ZAZ MR, X ik 95 J5 0t TAE LB SR _EAS A B 2 o AR 2 i it , B EGR AH (SEAl 5 AR 5T
RTINS HA LN, SERZEOHRAEY, FRREEFEESHRIR. 2955 R TRINE
O 5 ERIR R IFARE P& U s R BORAE, 2 RO ERZAET, b x THERHRA, #£2
¥ B O B AR A R AR TAE b, IR R, GhE). BRI EST . BT, AR
e B

H3: L m]HE R OB R L T A I [ 520

H4: LERZ)E L LRIHFX 95 5 A T LARR4 fzm i rh /e

2) FFHF

AR TN OB R A G R R F AT 5 TR L P e, TR

FITl “RFTHRRGHEZ, ATm T ARBARZ ", EREES TR h, XRE A S T
LUK E > NTURST S F R WA, 95 J5 5 T BB . A A B PR N L e 35 7R 5 5
SRR, @SR F IR &, SEAAITE A RPN 5 TR, thaibZ i 0N
A RAEIE K . ANFEIRS RN, A AT DL B AR T Al SR e R AE GRS 95 )5 B DI AR S
Al 2 (8% A B A, TR R R Z A RIFRIAPR SR, R AR, 95 )5 5 TR
HIVHA A RATNRN T HRRALR S EANINE, [2MMATHHE OB R AN E S, HERAS
AATT R SIS B N B ok SR KA E , T SR ELOBERZ)E T . 24 95 )i 7 IR o3 R L 87 Jm, AT
A TR E SR LR (555, 2018), Bkt H O AP0 TAEMIERTE, ERXMOHIRET, b
MIE LA & LR RIA S DX HRAT A TAE RS S, SRR, Tk, A
FEPEH Bk :

H5: (A SHE et O B S 1 T A IE [ 52

H6: LB 52 ¥ L R FHE T 95 )5 A T AR 4e fszma i sh /e

AR FUE IR A 1 FR

EGIEE 5 I}
DEERLE Y 95 & it T. T/EIB 4
A FHE S !

Figure 1. Theoretical model
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3. A GE
3.1. HARIR

AT Z AT 25 Akrh 95 J5 S AR R, RA LN, 08 BT IR
B A2 R, DAL IRE DRI 5] 7 925 SR R 50 O 22 1) . AR VRWIE 7 A 3R R 230 13 104, SR T 20 1425 A -
BRI E R M RN A, A EIR T 210 A, WA RICRIE 91.3%. X %45 i AR &
MffRe: MEAIMBUE, 1AREREM, (I 52.4%; 2 RFL, S 47.6%. 2 EMAEFLHE, 1%
JE, ditl 55.7%, 2 AR, ALl 44.3%. FPHUA, 1 RELHRILLLT, 17.6%; 2 fREAEL, 4Lk 50.0%:;
IMEmI L, Ik 23.3%; 4 AEHL(EEAEE) LU, S 9%.

32. METH

DRFOR 1) 3 R T SEAHE R 28O, AT R A T I P AN S ) 0] 4, FFEENT L T L SR SR |
X RRGUHAT T D EAE e, CAERF G A SCHE O BRSO BRI &SN, AR RAS R 5
MERIAT.

1) B FER: EESHEE, S0, TKER% N 20 SOTERCE 22, 2011), 28 LAk
JFAFEIFEHE R AR &, RO 10 B, 1~5 U8 ¢ BRIHDR T AHIGEI, . P st ien,
FRIAGENSREACHEN” 5 6~10 BN “FHHFR” MHGEDT, M.  “& 3]0 8w E i
B, [FFEATERREATIES” .

2) LFEBAER. THES#, Morrison Al Robinson % il () 2 (Morrison & Robinson, 1997), [F]i} 2
A OB AET I E R R (AR, 2002), EEGLH 7, (O BLAEY = AUBITNTHE - A
SUREII BT, AN “dolkrp B RS R/AE. KiF7 o Boh, AHFFAR S R 2 OB LS,
JIT LR 3% — 3R 1 IR AT S [l 145

3) LYER4iEER: FEZ% Lehman Al Simpson Z il ¥ LAFiIR4E &2 (Lehman & Simpson, 1992), 4%
OBLRAAAT IRAE I NERE, B b 8 NI, . “IR FAR B N TR LIRS .

4) AR BT AR RS S LR A T X N D Geih 2445 BT sexf B HEF . O
HRAEE 5 TARRAEE RASMIRE M, BT DA 70K X He s B il 28 B DAHERR AN L B 1 4

4. RS S RERE
41 RESHE
AT FAE A SPSS24.0 HOMFHHAT 515 FERBE A7 b, (5 BEAP A R 1.

Table 1. Reliability analysis
*= 1 EESH

B bE=e 00 Cronbach’s o {8
ERHEF 5 0.868
FHHE 5 5 0.873

OERL)EY 7 0.854
TAERYH 8 0.925

AHEFTLL Cronbach’s o (A RAT R BRI AT FENE, ik 1A, Bl F. FSHF. LRRY
HH AL ARSI Cronbach’s o {HI47E 0.8 VAL, RUIGAAZER MG A RIFHIEE . s SRR IER
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T, AWFICRE S KMO A i R 845 R 0.971, BRI 6 BoA RIFIIRUE .
4.2. ARG SRIFEE

4.2.1. RS
iz H SPSS24.0 Bt % A Bt AT T MR ME G T AR S 0, A TR LK 2.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis

2 fRtst SEXESN

FEE iz MR REMAETL #h bEdRR FESER B RAEY
5 1.48  0.251
R T L 144 0248 -0.140
=3 224 0718  0.002 0.078
FEHE R 13.36  16.615 —0.005 -0.084 0.051
Al Fi 1359 13679  0.045 -0.113 0.012 0.830"
DI EY 1284 16376  0.052 -0.121 0.01  0.883" 0.901"
95 JE A L T{FiB4F 259  38.85  0.005 -0.076 0.031  0.894" 0.904™ 0.926™

fE 0.05 ZA(UR), AMXKMERE. TIE0.01 HHI(WE), KR,

FH ¢ 2 T 21, A 5 (] R AR DG 5 AR L S BT IR D& — 801 BRI HERFR 5 95 )5 52 T LAF IR 46(r = 0.894,
p < 0.01)FI[FHHEF 5 95 J5 2 T TAER4E(r = 0.904, p < 0.01)#F LI IEMH %R, Bk HL 518 ¥% H3 15
FYEIAE . [, ERHF 5034531 (r = 0.883, p < 0.01)M[A HHEF 5 OFERLZ5E (r= 0.901, p <
0.01)#BEILIEM IR, ik H2 5% H4 8 BIWIB I8 1IE .

4.2.2. RigKLE
AW A8 SPSS24.0 # 4 A1 PROCESS v3.4.1 it KA 56 4 2 v A5 & 8] (1) 3= RS M iR A 2087 . (813

IIHTEE R I 3.
Table 3. Regression analysis
F 3. EYVASHR
i IR HEF S 95 J5 A L TARIR 46 B 5 5 0 B3R 43518 R
AE A 1 PR 2 PR 3 Fifd 4 Bifd 5
P51 -0.073 -0.165 0.291 0.228 -0.301
BT L -0.997 0.254 -0.954 -0.15 0.343
=] 0.274 -0.001 0.091 -0.084 0.049
FwEHE R 0.699™ 0.438™" 0.438™"
] FEHE S+ 0.889™" 0.582™" 0.541""
OIIL
R 0.007 0.884 0.016 0.873 0.903
AR J7 0.007 0.877 0.016 0.857 0.019
F 0.496 311.948™ 1.136 279.936"" 316.693™"
#: n=210, "p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.l.
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JEpEfE, XK [E

FRNAGIG: R 3 B 2 AT, TEHERR TR TINE, EREHEF 95 5 i T TARIRYE A
B3 IE A (B = 0.699, p < 0.001), ik HL fA32I5GIUE; [FIFFHERFRXT 95 J5 5 T T/EIR4E A &35 1E 150
(B =0.889, p<0.001), fiix H3 fF2I581E. RN, AL 4 nT%n, LwlHEFX OB RAEE A B3 ER
Wi (B = 0.483, p < 0.001), fik H2 AR F|EIUE; [FIFHH 70N O RLAEE A BE ER#mEB = 0582, p <
0.001), fB# H4 15FI5AE.

ARG5S - A 5T R F Baron 1 Kenny A6 56 7 A 0S8 =5 R A 6 B B2 24055 15 1) P A 808
7 3 AR A 2 FIREAY 5l A1, TEASAY 2 (ERE BN AR R OB R AEY S, FRHR 95 5 R T
TAEBZEI1E I 250 00.699 (p < 0.001) T F4%1 00.438 (p < 0.001), — #8430 AF At o A28 & (1) 3R 42 Fe i
95 Jg A L LAEIRSA, HEVAMERAER B2, i, Rk H4 <O E ERHFX 95 J5 i T 1R
RAFAT AR R AER” F2IWEPIRAIE. R, [FEHEHF 95 J5 i L LARRAAMIEH REUN
00.889 (p < 0.001) K %% 00.541 (p < 0.001), % H6 “.0oFE R LE 1 7E R FHH AT 95 J5 52 T TAFR 4647
NI AR R AE 7 A5 2B 56 . 32 ] PROCESS v3.4.1 it — 56 56 O FE 322435 15 1 TR A 2
B, ATl E, IR REURARE, TR K 4.

Table 4. Results of mediating effect test
4 PAHRRIEER

SY ¢ LR IS¢

At Effect LLCI uLClI Effect LLCI uLClI Effect LLCI ULCI
EHEF 0.8948 0.8327 0.9568 0.3368 0.2358 0.4379 0.5579 0.3931 0.7835
[E FHHEF 0.9081 0.8493 0.9669 0.3730 0.2655 0.4805 0.5350 0.3503 0.7342

17 4 w0, bRl HE oI O B R 2058 T B R AR R XT 95 S5 53 T AR 4R R A1 3808 0.5579, 95%
BEEX[A°4[0.3931, 0.7835], A0, FHAMMNIEE, HUtalEHOBRAEEE FEHFS 95 5 R
T TAEBRGEAT A R A ER, RS He BRI DI, FFRER, RS Fmat 0 324
HBERFRAERX 95 J5 i T TAEIBZE A3 208 4 0.5350, 95% & 17 [X [A] 4[0.3503, 0.7342], A4 0,
AR, LERFLE R EHEFRRT 95 5 5 T LARRARAT MR R s R ER, ik
H6 75 ZI3E— DI IE .

5. FiR5RE
51 MIRGREKBER

R R AR SR 95 5 R T TLARRSEA B IE R, O FR B LS AR R Th A A
AL Al R Rt ko> 95 J& 5 T TARRAEAT N ER It 1B i, S folk AL A 2 95 )5 53 T
A—EMSHEE L.

B, GUHEEY EFHIRN 95 R R TIEE, KN RIUA RdE R ERHR R R AR . O
95 Ja 3 TIEAE T NA RV TR Em ], sk LGOI SLIE AR RO E I REAT 51 &, ALEURT LU W AL
BEREANBR AT T TARROIF M SZRIE; @ ATT R IEX AR IF R OB T8, B ISR I Prs ], 1
it 95 J& A T ARG, %R TARRYE: © XA NI 95 J5 A T, NOyfl T ftag B
S, DR SEARATTA VAR A A B K

R, Aol th BRI Rt MERE H [R5 ) 95 J& 0 T TARRAE M S misinid. © Ak
R 573 T A B0 2R A MR B, I e ke [R) S 2 TRD SR P 1 &y BIOBCE G R A A 1) ARG @ 4
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b AT DA SE AR S B E ™ B AR AL GG ) o TR SR I ® 95 5 B AR N A B )
AR, BRI S5 RE ST, RIS T, ARRRER A

M, LHERABEEATNZE, ERHFR 95 J5 R T TR REZEEM. O M EE
X 95 Ja i LB RRZ S BAYES, @ s RO PR A AL, FRE A S 95 )5 b TS
%; @ 95 Ju A TWENRE S OHEM, RECHEARRRRFBGE N MIEEIRER ST, RRLZIM
“CEEET B CHRNT EAE

5.2. RRERE

TAENR AR 2 R TAE BARPE I Z S, AE AR IARTEROSEM T, 5% 068 [ SR e Bty oK (14 S i
HMBURE 2 N, ARRBT T DURHZRI RN TT . 38h, fEABT T, (OB Z W IR HE X
95 J& b T TARIRGE RS p VR e 2 h AR AL, R T rE B AL T i 7T, SRR AR
FEATRMEEE T, BRI HE R A ool o O B 3220 1 15 52 T AR 45, A M) T X35 LR RO AN R 42 RN R 5
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