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Abstract

Employer brand plays an important role in enterprise human resource management, and em-
ployer brand focuses on different dimensions and elements in different countries and industry
contexts. However, there are few studies on hotel employer brand in the researches of past Chi-
nese scholars. Therefore, this study targets the hotel industry generation Z group, and studies the
elements of the functional dimension and the symbolic dimension of the hotel employer brand.
The research results find that the brand function of hotel employers is composed of three ele-

» o«

ments: “enterprise system and atmosphere”, “enterprise strength” and “employment experience”,
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and the symbolic function is composed of three elements: “positive”, “leader” and “reliable”. On
this basis, this paper puts forward the relevant management suggestions for the hotel organiza-
tion, summarizes the research shortcomings and puts forward the possible research directions in
the future.
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1. 518

B TR LR, SRR L PR A e, A1 it BRI EE AN RIS - i R0 M 2 75 9 ol TR
MR, JFH, SRS 2B R 1 i R . AR, CANBCR” 5 AT 1A
R EL PRI 22 B, UnfeT i S AR N B A S B N A RO I b N 7 B B8 W ) 2 ) AL
FT 36 J2 2 RO e N 70 B 5 SR P 1) B 0k 7 T SR B e 3 ot RS T o P 5 PR R L AR
B BRRN SURBh ARG AR AT, T D05 8 3 PR RE RS IR SV AE D1 T, AR AT I e 8

HET, KT ERMINPT BRSO, BV B2, Ho, MR RET
AT, T REAT M BA R AT, BRI, XS A A E, (645 3 i A
I AR o A A R A 223 I i 2 i REAT W 7E[1] [2] [3], L ZEOUE Y AR T, i
HTRIBT AR Z AR T RA AR, 0B R IERE ER R AT REA T ZER . HU, R0 e T i
MUk, Lievens A1 Highhouse fif % “ TH - #5577 HEZE, JheEm AR 1 “Ihfett - RAEtE” HER
[4], TIFE R P AMNPE iE 2 f B L2, ZREAEIFAATHEX 3[5]. 2Tk, FHEEAT L L Z
AR THIRF R, HE— 2D 5838 e R T TOREZR, DR AR R i b RO 4R FE AN 23R, B B
Ft FE VR R 2 B R S

5 UERFOSCRRAR L, A SCERE SR B BAT — e Q. AR UBD A 8 N Z AT e 540
i RO O S AR, ASCAZAL A A, R R DO REVE4E L 5 RALVEAEFE AN N DN 4 b, I8 I 4R
AL T M A R 773 At 72 COVID-19 Bt i v [ I 5 i 2 i R D) BERE AN RALTE AR 2 2R
HA—E 8k,

AL T TR 5, W TE bR, ERE A A BT A R, T LA ROR S RN
BEARERC RS M A BB A, SRR R, DRI, T 5 o 7 1 e 1 i AL R FE RN 3, e 3
BRI BN AT RObAT i A MU e b, RS NA. S, X oRERE R, BRI
JEE R IOYERE 5 2R, A BT AT A A R B S, WkRE A H O, ST,
MKZRAE , XA BT EOAAERGE T3 R &R, SETHE AT ML A o AR5, I A7 Ml ) o 452
A -

2. kA
2.1. BEMmi#

1996 4£, Ambler Al Barrow 5% 7 E 48 A (MBS, EKIRH T “JR MR (Employer Brand,
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fEiFR EB)MES, VN TS SR, BRIV TR DhRe . AUt E . O BRI = T B
ai, Bk, ABA1E CHA CSEMARIBRIE R, HEMCRITRMERITIRER. 25 1RO B 1]
A" [6].

“CEFEMMT MESRR AN A EERR T 2. A EE R N R
iR AAA R, RIGFIRTAEE B RIS, 7 11 NEEERT], MR/ 2B A A
HG N TR AL HiEH AN i 22 S R . A A DA 225K [8] . A 23 M SR Ak B B 1)
PLAR R IA 5] B 0 e R 252 S0 TP SR AEAEAN R ED TR B R n] DAOEES 9 )\ 225 [9];
1M A B 2R 7 SCA RGBT IS AR R 5% e 1 55t ROAT PLSL 45 1/ B3R [10].  Lievens Al Highhouse fi %5 i ki
G CTTH - 5557 SR, OB S A R SO A AN 2 1) T Rl o R e A R FHE R P R AE
PEYERE[4], [ AP 3 T IX MHELEIT AR 7T : Van A1 Saks M4 Xt EL AN 22 A BORIE 72 AR T RE R4 T
a2 iEsh . g5M. T RAT IR, TAEGREE. HE, RAEMAEREAIEEI. M. fel. FE.
URFI[11]; EETNINT MBA BIFFCAE (R 5 R I Ih e vE4E B GLRE 5 . N AR JENLS . 48R, kst g, A
FUSH . TAEZHE MAME IR AL & 00F, SAEMAEEEREAH. WM. FHE. 660, I,
farti[12] -

22. BIEEEMAE

Xof e = o R A T SR A RS AT, 1B N AR i MR S S R A R B . I ELE ST T R
THETT

MA R EZ T A TE, PRFBRPERAETHH M. TAEAE R sy, k=2 kbl & 5355,
TAEMMEANANER[2]; SOl I R B R A AT, MR 5 09 75 SR 2 B A 9 N & 55
B Z2eiE. OEMNE. RENMENANER, FFHRIRARAMEZ BB R B2 R3] ML
COVID-19 % 1EmI A, Bagheri &84 “Ho5(E” o “RBRIFERATFREEIN AN R 7 $8FR T N IZ g
M[13].

X1 5 e 3 L RERE IS N D SRR A R S B, S E AT TS Ognjanovié
Slavkovié¢ FRAFF 70 R I, Ji 6 b R L 200 B Lo B LA A E A, F AR I 280 AR Z= 57 (145
TR TAT b VB AR 02 T 5, AR5 (T ) e = b R AW 5] J3[5]5 ool A DU g sk o) 25 55 A 0 )1 1 Lk
e TR 3 A R T R [15] .

3. BipEAh
3.1 WERER

1959 £ 3 [ELOH O AR RS SR H TR R B, WO THER AT TAESINL R R E LGRS Bl
R 2R (7 5 T 383 7 1 KT 28 R Rk DR 38 (0 0 TR BN = IR PR 3R) [16] AR SRR A F T e 3 St R Y
UIREPELESE, X TIhRetE4E Bz d, MYFEREEFRER RSB ER. RERNZERR S
WA Z, A6 1T RE R T 7E 2 TR BRI R 2 BT, ORI TSR BR 1A
3.2. HLIAFER

2N F NS B Tajfel 28 ATE 20 th4d 70 4EARER HH[17]. AL SN R BR E ik UAMER R E H B8 T 5
AR, FRARRER B 0 R OB B L, AR A R, IX PN [F] T B0 A AR (1 O 1 A
XFANEEOR B L, FE I8 S ER AR RE AR (4 2\ RISk P iy B S R 3 R ) RAE MR 4 R DU S/
— AR ) BB A R JE M, X LRHIE SR IR (R B BN R AT VPAN PR A (8] LU BAH & R
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4. WEEIT
4.1 WEIR

BT EAEAR RN E K A FEATAES N R E R AR ZE R, A DU SR Hh B A T A% T
JEWETC, SR B BB R A 1 Z T AT v 1 i A AR AT TR
42. BENE

BT R FRBEAFREREN . 2 S N IZER, A SCHAEE Py 2280 e 3 B AL 7
JEAith b2 T St T e P 4 R AL E 4 P A G AR TR AR BR . DhRePE4ERE b, 5 ET WIS o g 3=
R RGN 56 8 HAVE[12], 4 CF1 E R AT b B 1 50 R I A ARSR IR Bk B R AN A R 47
S RLPE[18] o T2 T A SCHI 78 H bw, ATk B OGRE— B 48 /N B 5 S0, g Bl A 538 442 H Il
JEJE F S RAEAR[1] [2] [3]o SAEVEZERETTT, BT FE YOG T 32 i B RAE VR 4 2 (R A T A, LIS 4
W ARA NIEG, R T R 2RI FEFR[12], ASCH S Lievens. Highhouse [4]f1771:, #
Aaker HRHE K LA BEFE T RN PEAEZE 1 42 NIRRT FE[19]

TE IR HEAR T H IS SEA b, e SRR I E BE SRS HERE, 2B 1 R B L 2
Ui AP A A ] P 0 T R N SRR R (SR U ) B B RN X T AT VR E AME . (AR,
N IEE S, AR TE R S R AR R R R BELHET .

4.3. 1a)4RTR

FERE SRR VET H (2Eat E, BOHPORBT RS, W% 2Tl 7 s s R R D) RETEAT RAL L #
AN FE B AR AR (1 AN FF S F2 R . 383 Credamo & AR ZEREHE RIS 2146 200 4 30 By, 15181
B0 fHAE 5.5 70 LUN I Zh REPEA RALVERIA , I U0 B I LEF R AR BB AR X A E AT & o

e, MRAETT IO R S B 45 R AR A 4t 0d ,  B5e 210 5 JiE 215 o RO D P 4 P2 AT R AL AP 24 2 )
AR, FEARRERRNYEE . NEDHMSERIFIE 1.

Table 1. Questionnaire variable scale
#1 OELES

i MR H SRR
g Ty, BN AEE % %(2015) [2]

MANRKRE DAAGERSE . TAEREE. LA,

[=8=s faray
AR HAATE. HAGGEM . T SIS 2012) [12]

B MEINAT S BB amE . Al SCHRNE EH#(2016) [3]
it i SATRIRECH . BSOS . AN . BT A AR
itk A A RIBHES . Aol BRI A TR FHH(2012) [1]
S AR Al B
BT oA R 4K &FE(2012) [18]
LI AL ik L
i AL SR, S, HEE Aaker (1997) [19]
ﬁ@ KMHHEECH . SR, BRI, M. S AEHI . B, EIR B ARI%2012) [12]
LAEE R, ISR, FURREIRIO. THI. R0, _—

AN SURER S TG A0

LR AT Al B RN R
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5. EXNBHSHES

WU I 25 (R BT SR R AP AT L) Z AR AR AR, A T A RRE R R, AR &K
Jitil i Credamo Jlid “18~30 %7 . “BRMEMEL” FRAREHER I, FHTE M6 51 5 5643 35 A L O 72
MR PrEBRL AR 5 RRAERNE, 1 ZRREFEATE, 5 XREFHE. AREELIERHE
Rl 2 386 1y, LIRSV WS IR R AL BN TRk, 49 3R] FHFEA 339 1.

5.1. #RMGVH AT

WRE R, fE statals PfF P AT BRI e, FEARII TR TESTE WA 2. fEVER]. AR I
WA ISR EIESE L, RFEAR DA BONEIT, ESEWN . AT AT A b . R
AL G ML 22 g (45 R FR IR S ) A 0) ) B 83.5%,  Hu il oA - A5, AH AR 7 ¥ H AR T
A7 MO 22 3 52 5 28 RHEEAT ML AT BRI 1, DRI RN X e T O S PR SN S, T
o B -

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the sample distribution

® 2. BFASHERMST

A B 4 R AL RS e/ ME >IN
WTTER 2.91 1.09 1 4
)5 EAY 1.83 0.69 1 3
H)EER 1.93 0.81 1 3
e 0.54 0.50 0 1
=37} 2.28 1.17 1 5
J§E 0.49 0.50 0 1

5.2. {RESH

R SR A 3 SO A X R R Th RE I R AN R AE M R A0 AT (5 EEAR GG, W CITC i
T 0.4 (48 FR T LA R (X S NAR bR -5 42 N % 002 18] AR G FE A, X o] 62 A5 B0 THIR 1) ), PR
BEATAS R . K045 B L% 3. ThAEMEE R ¥4k Cronbach’s o fH9 0.929 KT 0.8, HALikE Rk
Cronbach’s o {H 4 0.898 KT~ 0.8, &% CTIC {H¥m T 04, WMEREM o RECAKRGHET . LRSS
FU P T R G RIS T, AT T

Table 3. Reliability test of the employer brand
3. BEMBIEREERIEESR

3 ’ 2 S 3
éﬁ}ﬁ TE‘*/%IBj cITC Iﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁjﬁ}ﬁﬁ’l CrOHZaCh S 2@,_;; TE*{‘IE cITC Iﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁff\;ﬁ)ﬁﬁ’l Cronl;ach S
SEAT A Fe e 0.613 0.926 TAERIE 0.489 0.928
U g% sIHE 0567 0.927 D e Se R E AR 0.553 0.927
A 0.929 fie 0.929
P BT AIEE 0593 0.926 P SESIAEVRD 0572 0.926
AN 0.527 0.928 M EHHE 0579 0.926
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Bk

PMARKK e
[AENEEX
MAA e RAE
TARRENE
il LA
UIRIERNGE
JE R A 5
Bt Gl R 7
v TES )
Ak R I
b
B
B TAEZHE
Uik g-el]

H RG]
o PRI R R
et LA 5
EilYNES(E

0.595
0.555
0.610
0.564
0.600
0.656
0.589
0.534
0.449
0.550
0.548
0.618
0.566
0.437
0.520
0.474
0.530
0.598

HARSEMS 0581

0.926
0.927
0.926
0.927
0.926
0.925
0.926
0.927
0.928
0.927
0.927
0.926
0.926
0.929
0.928
0.928
0.927
0.926
0.926

RAHEHR
TR
R
HE I
TR
SRR
SRAL

TE SR HLBRE

A3E4 71

RSPk |

L NEHIK
A
FIH
55K
Eitagib]

ERNEK
SCHER
i 4L
|

0.481
0.527
0.529
0.481
0.483
0.604
0.535
0.523
0.449
0.434
0.629
0.516
0.590
0.582
0.633
0.613
0.436
0.570
0.594

0.895
0.894
0.894
0.895
0.895
0.892
0.893
0.894
0.896
0.896
0.891
0.894
0.892
0.892
0.891
0.891
0.897
0.893
0.892

0.898

5.3. ME T

ARSI T MR R G5 AR ot ASSOR A ) R R AR i SCRE SR IO 2 (M AR O R

FIT LARE 2 S 0 AR B AT IR R AVE B 140 b7, P IE I S UE P B - AT SR E A A R A SRR o FEREAT BRI 40 #r
T, ASCSEARS: T O (0 LA A A, AR P O PR S AR B B, T S A AN AR I 2 A7 ) 22

Ko

B, A KMO J7 ik AN R A RS BROE e B0 0 B R A AR it AT AR 08 . BUE D TIAE R IR 4 5

# 5. DIfeERRMBAEMERE RN KMO (A 574 0.951 1 0.929, PiHE AR MAEILFEIRZER, EFF
REERTE BEAGLIG: p (B /N T 0.05, & &5 170 Hr o

Table 4. KMO and Bartlett test of employer brand function dimension

4. BERIBIEEMHEE KMO EMB RGNS R

KMO #i1 Bartlett BRIZ610 45 5

KMO #:56 0.951
AR T 3388.413
Bartlett BRAZ 556 H 351
e 0.000
DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.146149 1286 B B


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.146149

By, R R

Table 5. KMO and Bartlett test of employer brand symbol dimension
25 BERMBKIMUERE KMO EMEEFHERELIELER

KMO #11 Bartlett BR L4656 45 5

KMO #:56; 0.929
ARy 2206.288
Bartlett ER 4646 H B 171
BEM 0.000

5.3.1. RERMEEFHHT

AT statals PAFHHTIRRYER T8, SR FE A ISR EUA R T, R (AR A 1 )
Wi AN i B K 229 IE A e S AT IR T e

N T SRR B AT IR R VR R T 00T . B 27 NMRFRINTR T, BT 1 TR
KA T8 IR FoHras B, BB MERS T 72 A5/ T 0.45 (BRI FAS 2 LR H )
P16 2 B R T EA (R PR AR I, FeREis 9 SIS, 28, M 27 AT H 4 E 3 AR
T2 ATH, RitsiERERIAF] 48.26%, FLARK T R BN E 6.

Table 6. Exploratory factor analysis of employer brand functional
6. BEXmEIREMEREMEE T

D%y
1 2 3
HARUFHRANT) 0.732
fai e TAE 0.682
EilUNEE(E 0.638
Al AN A 0.584
TAERaE It 0.580
EPIDIRSIES 0.498
GHITEZHE 0.483
SRR 0.458
Al A ] 0.456
b5 7y 0.698
Ak SCAG AT E AR 0.628
NS 3 0.617
Ak BT 7 0.606
Bl >Imies 0.567
MAA RERIE 0.507
rho IRBE A 2R 0.462
Fe e 0.685
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RITHEFER 0.620
NN 0.533
Hr 0.529
e 0.523
SEAT B LR 0.522

MRIGARRVE R 7 2 45 R AN IUH 8 A E R R, AT 3 NERE a4 “ Al 2
HRE” o Al A RIARE

XFJEE MM RAEVE TR BAE R 7087 K 19 NMRFRMAR T 00T, ARIE A B SRR R T
0.9 FATHRRIER T 0. MRIEHE T HraE R, B MRS A 58372/ T 0.45, 7 1F 2 B K 1 HiAT 1
WIH, JeRIEA s aid. %, 1M 3 MART 14 NH, RibvtiikRikF] 55.39%, AAH T
il R HGERE W 7.

Table 7. Exploratory factor analysis of employer brand symbol

F 7. EERBRIEERRERF SR

J55y
1 2 3
TR 0.764
fiif P 0.741
N 0.605
SR 0.604
4O 0.542
RINEL ] 0.538
Ll 0.745
ERNEY 51450 0.745
TSI 0.732
KA R 0.661
TR 0.516
B ST 0.837
35S 0.620
SR 0.545

WRIGARR VLR 7 2 45 RS IUH 8 AR R, A0 3 NEE M Hldn 4 “BIk”
“@)ﬁ\%EH” *D “m‘z‘%‘; ”» R
5.3.2. WIFE T2
AT statals BAFXT 339 MY RAEAEAT BEHLAMFE, JilHK 200 NEEAAE A BAIEE K3 (1 2
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&, HEMAEH AMOST.0 B /F, XL TRARET M

X T i it RO B PR PR R R AE M 4 P ) AR PE R T B 45 SR i L 8 AR 9, - diAn Rl
i KT 0.4, SR TAFE £ 0.01 ACF IS, Uil K7 50 S0 (84 & REFIIN RO R,
RE LRS-

Table 8. Confirmatory factor analysis of employer brand functional

8. EEXmiRThEEMIEIEMRF

febr ¥ Estimate (frifE1b/5) S.E. C.R. P
hig (A — Al il B 55 55 0.580 0.104  7.348 o
WL AR TE — Al 1 JEE 5 0.612 0111  7.696 -
TAEfaE — Al il B 55 55 0.562 0.101  7.200 -
(AAYYNTSEN — Al i) B 55 55 0.653 0.115  8.316 o
Sz AR — Al i) B 5 55 0.625 0.118  7.800 .
EilINEx (S — Al il B 4R 0.590 0.101  7.596 -
fhi i TAE S5 Al il B 4R 0.580 0.108  7.463 -
i Il A B 1 B Al 1 B2 5 0.562 0.091  7.045 -
H ARG A b1 B2 5 0.687
MNT e R IE — Ak sz 7y 0.719 0.200  7.012 .
Il W2 — kst 0.608 0.162  6.283 .
K i 7 — flkak Ay 0.569 0.162  6.259 o
MARKE R — Alkak Ay 0.653 0.189  6.728 .
Ak S AR AAE R — flkak Ay 0.568 0.144  6.062 -
AR LN — flkak Ay 0.459 0.162  5.216 -
N FEg ) — filk s 7 0.545
SEAT AR e — JEARARLS 0.659 0213  5.966 -
AN B — JARARLS: 0.608 0289  5.851 -
i — JRARARLS: 0.644 0.177  6.099 -
KRG — SR 0.718 0.202  6.323 -
RITHFER — A 0.606 0.198  5.852 -
Hu 2k B 1 — JE AT 0.482
e p<0.01, FER.
Table 9. Confirmatory factor analysis of employer brand symbol
# 9. BEREKMEMRIEEET SR
izt FSS Estimate (br#E{L)5) SEE. CR. P
RYNEV i) — T 0.656 0.141 7.057 -
4t 1) — K 0.640 0.136 6.982
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o3
RALH — Liatie 0.696 0.138 7.332
ERENEW — R 0.652 0.155 7.038
fiif 1 fH) — TR 0.644 0.135 7.077
TR — Ft% 0.584
T4k — St 0.580 0.109 6.654
K IEEEL ) — AR 0.556 0.119 6.326 -
A JT5R I — KU 0.600 0.107 7.348 -
B Im — ik 0.658 0.108 7.721
18R BRI — At 0.704
555211 — CIER 0.707 0.163 7.428
SRR — CIER 0.520 0.153 5.692
B — CES 0.610

JRE 2 b R T R R4 AN QAL VELE FE L& 45 WL 10 ThREPEZERE = 7B & F H0h, XP/DF =
1.496 <3, RMSEA =0.05<0.10, GFI=0.879>0.8, AGFI=0.851>0.8, CFI =0.927>0.8, IFl=0.928>
08, TLI=0.918>08, VL FHdEii ARG L0 Bz, JFH, J8id 5 DhRerE4E 5 D TR & 45

oo b T, =B 5 T S R AU A T R R A, S T RE I = R A

Tl 4

/= on

(AEEEIN S C/ &N

B RIFHIR AR RS . GAEPEYERE = R TR S 4E %0, XP/DF = 1.257 <3, RMSEA =0.036 < 0.10, GFI
=0.939 > 0.8, AGFI=0.913>0.8, CFI=0.976>0.8, IFI=0.976>0.8, TLI=0.970>0.8, 3 H, =HF
PRI 4 0L & P B U T R AR, 0 B A T = DR AR R S R A R A AR R

Table 10. Table of the overall fit coefficient

10 BIFUE REER

R
Dheert 3 K7
DhRert 1 47
GAENE 3 ¥
GAENE 1 7

X?/DF
1.496
1.811
1.257
2.216

RMSEA
0.050
0.064
0.036
0.078

GFI
0.879
0.839
0.939
0.876

AGFI
0.851
0.805
0.913
0.831

CFlI
0.927
0.879
0.976
0.880

IFI
0.928
0.881
0.976
0.882

TLI
0.918
0.866
0.970
0.858

B, ZGRUETER T i

1) JEE SRR R 3 MRS, 22 NH . Hrp
Fs AMHE SR B 9 MR, 2R BERWTRMA . Wi TR BIBE1E,

ML A . TAERE S TN AR . G T2 e ARrhRl, s s .

B, sy WEE 7 MRS, 0. bsES . SR EI . MARRARE . 4

WRER 1. BN DAABRIE. kAR,

=, IR RS 6 NMERS, RN RBRME. BTHERL rEIAET . . MR

SEAT I e
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2) GALVERFIEAETEAT 3 NERE . 14 DT H . Horp:
e BURT G 6 MBS, v IR IO, BRAEK. SRR, 0r. S NG

T -
B, AT B 5 MBS, N ARSI, JBR SN AUT ABRA . KEEERUR . T
IS

B, AT AR 3 MRER, AN BESEN. S, A
6. ARG REW

AR ST I X i ) Bt R 29 AN AE AR I AR R M R b, SRECT Al i
HEE” ARy o RS =ANTE R R Ih RE VR o T E R S R R
BHR 21 AN EIE BRI AR R 7208, $RECT “RRM” L ARl AN CRTEE” =ANE R
G AEPE R T

X PR Z LR 23 A5 BRI 5 e 32 b R R ek DR 0 RAE 1 DR AT SR UE P R b, - R A Rl T
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