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Abstract

As the direct executors of warehousing enterprises’ mission of “accurate quantity, good quality, and
safe storage”, grassroots employees’ motivational state directly affects grain storage safety and en-
terprise efficiency. Taking Enterprise C as the research object, this paper comprehensively employs
questionnaire surveys and in-depth interviews to empirically diagnose five core problems in the
existing motivation of grassroots personnel in Enterprise C: single motivation methods, insignifi-
cant salary differentiation, short-term motivational effects, low identification with corporate cul-
ture, and weak linkage among various motivational measures. On this basis, it applies broadband
salary theory to design a differentiated salary system, introduces the Key Performance Indicator
(KPI) method to construct a performance assessment mechanism of “one post, one assessment; one
person, one form”, adds career development channels and improves the training system to expand
employee growth space, establishes a fault-tolerance and error-correction mechanism and normal-
ized communication channels to reshape corporate culture, and simultaneously increases the cor-
relation among various motivational measures. Supporting safeguard measures are provided from
four dimensions—institution, organization, culture, and finance—to form a motivational closed
loop in which salary, performance, development, and culture are collaboratively linked. This re-
search can provide a reusable analytical framework and practical reference for similar enterprises
undertaking reserve missions to optimize the motivational component of human resource manage-
ment.
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WErgaf “HRKE” , LER, FEERTIMHAGE S E BRI SRR gimil . “BPisds”
G RACE BN PER, S AL IR T AL GO B R TE A . R AItE. 5 R AL, R P Y
MIoCH . 2R A TREESFEPI DA ORIREL . ESHME R A AL, IEEIE N AR, AR
PERAEF R L Z, BEAERMGEE I FL ETr: SRR, A7 b3 K -F 0 7 R Ak sk =
S, HERT CEAME. TEIAL” WEBEZ XML ARREAE. FIEET, NEd
W T B RBESE . IR RIBELR T, Sl ML A TR B Wil B IR R I, oM Bl Al A
0GR R B A I SRR

MEEEIE TS, EA A THENHER I R OBV SRR RZ KBRS 1 5 /Kb
JR R B ) 3RS B ik ARO[ 1], B RAFT RS AR R B X 70 1 PR A IR 3R 5 S R R O AS R F AL 2]
. 2 K07 AR S B SRR AR X AR O PO AR A R g AR (3], SR B AT BB R “ %57 - SR
- R B Ok S B R SR A S T PR (4] NS e A R AL R TR R AT Ak SR
N | AR RRE S5 E 1 38 LS B A [5]; EA R MO R BRI it DR A R R SR . i A
RITRNIRACERAR 6] TR = TR LA TuAb Hr ISR AR [ £ “ RERIR 7 IRRI[7]; A o i B 4 &
5 EFEALATE IREN L8] EMEERTI, $RaoR. & HERD M SR AR S EH i, 4R
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B RBATE TR (9] [10], FRERR. R MG RCE B 5 48 5 2 A% ) B A PR T IR R
GRIFERZOGE[11][12]. thAh, BXEEIH RGEIR T b E SN A SR E A B AESL[13], H AR E
AT S AT L R IR LR R TR S (14, 15 TR WA T B3 TR R R A I IE T Bl i ot 4H 41
SUEIEFAER[15].

RN, FIRZ IR K2 R T miath. R4 RMES, ¥R EEEE T E
Ak, ST AN T 2R ] A 5L AL TR 16], AIAIE AL T e A A k. EEPE
— et LA TR B IR E S 2 BRSO S8R I SUMEMLIITEAT . 15 C X il
HELVF B S BORTHENE B, 2R Tl ke AR kRS BRI 8 iAo i & &+ — st
GeveAelr, M. e 5HEFRKY HIEES, A Raibl g RSB R, wE RIS Kt
AR o ZRE ARG HT CE AR L, 753 3 U BE T, 55 RO “RiIF 2" A
G, 2 A R RA TR /). SR MIEEEE TR “8 ) - Gk - T 854, ST
B2 gm0 . AL N AN 2 T Wi, 53 TR “ 55 1nr gl IR B2 R 7 1k
SET . el W, AV BRI FASRE (S B T RS R, T AUE X B AR S LR G RO 24 B
T, HEEAE SR IEHB R,

REQMHATI AT UKL, REE NI TEI R O RFERE, (HERHX— &R RS
PG EBAE R EANLES, AR, HARTTAEAEEMUSHR. N AXNSE, OF
B2 DL — et TR M s 5e S AT WORREAS,  BIE VS R AR (25 L P ) 8, & (TTHI 9] B it — 26 352
RL R BT R . MR AE, 28O0 B LE “ WU IVIRIE IR - [ BUA4 - MR 57 RS,
BB SREH I B AR — R, XHEUBIHLE] % BT 2 R R ECE O¢ R B Z BARMESRIAT, X SR 2 IR A
& E N WHFRTEE, e BS —RIEBCRENE 2, Kt —TF 5 SR ETIRRA 7728
R D s R ME VAL X 2 K50 1, S0 e &5 e Mt UEEME DATE, X 500 o] B4 1 R 1 52 BR

EExt R B O, B EEE. VRS UM A T E AN S . R, KRR AT
S MRAEEM G A, IR R B AT AV, TR I BE A v R i B R, I
CATE T B IS KPT A% “ RALITAS - B I - Sukc5 % - RN FI5e8 R, vkl E, b
C vy B — RO RIREE AR, 456 86 A M AE 5 9 ML BT A Z WAk Ui iR A8 8 P 2 R 1) 45
Guitai R HAE, YG5RIE EISWIRE S AE RS A b, R TR S IR B ISR A R, R
R AFREGWMA. EEVUREE” WRTATERAR, HAE 1A S-S i 2 [ 0 S B 5 P A1, AT
FETHHI FE S5 1 [F) 2820 Al o f03d Y v 5 T 3 A 1

2. XA RIELER
2.1. B 5HEIHLHI

BUih(Motivation) 75 #1257 15 1% & Fi8 41 SV I Re 5 1 e HE S RN, MRt B3 T NFE TR 2R 5l
SHAT N A B AR HE S H AR E S AN ATIR D IR AR AR T R A BB O A
Xt i B A rT REME ) AR WA S sh AL, T S ML 2 A R Rl I TARAT N S Sk o B ANk
RE R IEHA BB YE 1 NI ES T 7 AT, B RO B TR 1 E R HAERIE 20%~30%,
MAEBU 78 73 B PR B v 52 7 22 80%~90% [17].

BORALE T A LU SRS B AR, KRR S e 5 R R B & T BT RGBS Y
FIRIAH LR R A I AT R R . NRGIWMAE, WIS S TN EARZ R W BRI K
HAEHE) B ERR TAMASEAR) B B AR(H LA RS 51T ) BT B 5T
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Figure 1. The operational logic of incentive
mechanism

B 1. MmHHzITIEE

2.2. ERERS SR

AT T L = T2 SR B A AT SR . e, BETA R RZ IR A 1943 AR CASRBIL
Hig) IRM T EREXEE, HARTERRI S AR, e A SESHRILADANE
o NIRRT ERGIEAG LR, ANSEERMERL; RASREREWR SRS, mERE
T2 BROHET IR 1] JE R 53 TR BEAR R A DRV EE(79.1%) R U AE LS 2 2 F5 R 2 Bl B £ 3
ok, F A OREE DI REAS T IS5 R I 0 A R 75 2R (62.8%) LT, % E 5 B JSEILR R IEAE
R T, APHEIRR SR E OB KA - WAy o WAETT 1965 IR, HAZO0RHE: BT
) TAERIARAE AL X R AT k€, Tl “FN - 7 52O SRS sl Rog . B
T RN BT LR GhIm) LR ey L AL, — BB W AIG, 53 T 2l el D N . S+ I0hn
W RSN R R RIS AR GHPE[3]: R TADOOLS IR, BEIROBEN - 77 H H )
BRI LEARE, il — 2 S IR RE B L 3 R BEVE ZE A B B A P JR . =, J B BRIR R SE IR B 2 X 4
it « BT 1964 FHRMM, HZOAF R B TEM) = Hdiirv) x HIEEE) < TAE®D [4]:
R0 TG “8 R RIF B AR . I 85 RAEHORSAERI 2T 7 I, BUilEESR A4 IR &
245 B NI B I 2 B 2 B e — 3K

R BiRE, ASCwE “BUIRIRE - NS - AT S - RERTE I I ATRESE: S DA A
VIRFEE B BRI 58 ER, HURR T AERARK AN IME. AZERE DRI HE
WA, M HTIMIEI . SRR AR SCHUR I AR SR A TT 5, AT ERIRE. AR, 3
e T 55 DU OREAE I, T RCRT PHPRA AT A SR LA o
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3. EERTHRIKBES CIRAISHT
3.1. RElbAEER

C Al —ZOUREF SRR . RIS MR e dl, TRHEPLESZADIE, 1
T 110 N, HASZ AT 86 N, /AR SRRE . k. HIWHEZOALS, & “WImhR” 6
VR “ B E — AR o FE R TIME R =AM MERAE: — R ERm R, TFIERY 42 8, TR
PR R o Tk, AR UL L2 s 48.8%, mitt Dl A L2 NI TeE it s 08, =AM
O —& T, TIERGEA R BRa . & KBRS RV S )R Ak ST
i VISR« RS RREURD 5 A N SRS AR R, (EB AT ROR A Fr i .

3.2. WERITSHEAKHE

VAT R 5 [ S AR R . SR B R . BRlloE 2] Al oA SRS Ul TR i, 3t
27 8, PHEFEAFELE 1, AP BUR 2 5 2t (1 = AR, 5= ERHR).
B ) A [ 45 21 6 TR T PR S RSN 2 B2 B3 RO IO R % 86 4, A RRIHLR 100%,
FEARHE LR 20 fEREEAM b, MOFPETRO . 720 e BHEATTAIL 9 A8 BT EOT 45kt
ViR, BERZ) 30 708h, SRR Mk mis a9y .

Table 1. Questionnaire content list

1. FEEENE

I i A AN

AL s WO, (. . R, T
e 17 AT KPR, S BORIE . Ml AT O T
N WO B TR VO, TR ST, B SRR [
TR E ! R 2647 T

s | R 38 25

Table 2. Basic characteristics of the survey sample (N = 86)

%= 2. FEHARERFEN = 86)

Gt e el N & B /%
5 63 73.3
4 5]
& 23 26.7
35 % KU 24 27.9
LR
36 % KUl I 62 72.1
SHEKUT 33 38.4
AL TR
5HERE 53 61.6
Bhit—2k 61 70.9
i far A TR
HRBE ST RF 25 29.1
REKLLT 44 51.2
&3]
AR L 42 48.8
HHRFRE R e S 55 64.0

G 31 36.0
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33. FESHERR

K H SPSS 26.0 %t i & &R IMATEMEMLE . AFEK Cronbach’s a RN 0.891, KT 0.8 IR LK
F; KMO fH°4 0.827, Bartlett BRIEAIITRLR T REP < 0.001), RUEIE S K70 WRWER
TONRE S NART, BHTEMBERN 71.36%, BTN NKE T LRSS KT 0.6, B RS
BA RIFMEEMGSHRE, MEREEE. QUSRS RNE 3. £4.

Table 3. Results of the reliability test of the questionnaire
3. EEREEEREER

i K 7 T Cronbach’s « 15 K
HiAE F Q9. QI11. Q13 0.856 R 47
e Q17 0.823 R 4F
POl R J& Q19 0.791 ARz
b= Q21 0.834 R 47
stk Q15. Q23. Q24. Q25 0.812 R4
MER - 0.891 R 4F

Table 4. Results of KMO and Bartlett’s test of sphericity
% 4. [B)5HZE KMO 1 Bartlett Bk QIG5 R

K315 5
KMO i i 2 18
Bartlett BRI ARG {BA R T7
H HE
REMP )

giit &
0.827

892.356
231
0.000

3.4. HEENEER

A AR R PR A A% A P ] B A T RO 3.02 73, b AT KT TR

3 £ e 14 72 T A AR AR

FE(3.43 1), BARAI2E R BIRI2.55 7)) F/KT(2.72 7). =AW EWFEE(2.83 7). ik
¥(2.99 43 EREAL FARSL . 23R IFHET T, 5 TR TAERR R M B £ K 1 R AR VN 3 5 A )
(79.1%)~ B SHAMY K FE(62.8%) A5 FINAT(57.0%), 551030 2 5 4 5 T2 e B 1) B B BRANT 7~ 0o

Table 5. Dimension satisfaction scores and ranking of motivational factors

*®S5 RUEREHBESY SHMERREHF

Yepz W PR WA R (2 1%) HRELLB1/%
HRMb R J ) 2.55 0.91 B AR A 79.1
Hr K- 2.72 0.88 Bl SHAD % 62.8
o U AR 2.83 0.95 RSN 57.0
BUE 2.99 0.87 LA et ek 54.7
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i3k
F2 3.01 0.83 R4 A SR 48.8
i S AE R 3.10 0.85 e 419
Gt I PN 3.20 0.90 — —
A TAE 5 3.43 0.79 — —
KR R 3.02 — _ _

T3 225y Wt S AR A AT idE— 2 R W AN TR) i A ST 53 T SR R A A 5 2 T (F = 4.856, P =0.008),
A — 4 0 TR L 2.86 4, BRAR T HRBESCRERIALAY 3.40 4, H A HRME & R HIKI(2.36 vs 3.01).
SN (2.80 vs 3AS) AN MEE TR /R AR Z R AR EF=2.134,P=0.118); Hlil=ES
TAERRME(r=0.623, P <0.001). HAKHEr=0.712, P <0.001)% 5 B ZIEFE, Ui M bLH Ae s
BN A TR TN SHERE.

3.5. IS RREER

KRG RN, BSE 5 RO, ViR RE G AR SEPANERZEHR,
Mg NF . Bl WH. SaF RS R, RENs S BEIL M A S Mt J2 01 TR AL fiz 47 IR0
SR R 2 WOk RS IEE 5B R 1, AOn 9 M EETMNVIRREETHE, X
FE B HTESR UL O, K 9 B2 Vi 8 B VIR WA GRID IR AN F RS, S5 5%
T BE AR AR B EE A% 0 E R, ViR AT LK 6.

Table 6. Summary of interview theme coding
= 6. kT

BN & BAIK W RN 0 1

e il 14 % 8 A ERERE. SERIIAL. WA
HIH R & 13 8 A IR MR A TR L
BN 12 & DN bRt TR SR AA L
Ak A 9 K 6 N RIS B, #ITLE
Hrill > 7K 5N BOapPEZE . Top)E. B —
Kl 5K 4 N FBUR—. AR, HHE 2

3.6. EEFEFERKEDH
I 0 50 VR s A L ETRIE S 9298 ) A T 6 s R

3.6.1. BEVSNE—, HHHMBEZTE

BUTIUB AP, “— S 9F7 AK, Baila, HERHITAEAR LA, RT&
BT 2T AR TR, AEEFEE PN TRFMRA LN £ (BS). HIERZE
PRIE T B SUsh ) SR, IE i) S A AN 4

3.6.2. FMERLTE, NEBLFRERE
GUA LR AT 2R /s, “OiFy A DA IE 3 T2 A 7LTHER” (B7); 20— 2 Xk H
WL E AP, THRAEPRR AR FEEER. BMERZZWE TR, “ Rk XoE
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EHISS 1 HI R ThaE, X5 AV EISPTE R KA XK L BGR AR e W) &

3.6.3. BEFtiEERE, RilRRBEERL
EEEA C—AMREE IR B, PRI R BRSO E S B A R, “F VIR R
W2 LBV 7 (E8); Alkxt 5 Toh=Z RGN, HHERT “HAR ETHER” (E8).

3.6.4. LARIREIRIE

o L SRR R A 2.83 4, —ERRRE LAEAE CBETTCAL , B RUTEAR R T EILE
AUUKHE, THAZE27 (B3); EERREERIE. FBM2, FM. 50 85l 57, kg
NE, BERERAGET B MR, B IR R GRS .

3.6.5. B HEIERHKRNIEATR

LR YERE: U EERRIMARRRR, BRAERAZSE, BROBEIESRT 7"
(E4), IXFEERZIIBUBIERAT 740 BAANSUERZGRAE D0, 25 R TR, BREH Z5R T
S5, DA LR L THUPLRIAFAE SRS % S H 0 BC 2 IR “ 99887 L. S5 % 5 PRI PPE.
BT B RSO R BRI AR BT AR B RSV B 205 R, S SO & KT
il

MR, F3 i A 1 BE PR L SR ——Fr S A el R e A g i) 5 A2 IR HRARVERS 7
B, WMAPITIERZE —— A RN 55 B ZER A . R AN 2, BV R RS TE v SE AT
AR, BTMIERS is1T, Sz BB, LB, R g LR BB AR OB S IR
GRS B P R A A ISR IR It R E T AL TS A Ak S HEZR A A AR I R AL,
A 2 e A R T A R SRR B T X RE

4. BEEGTHMAKE R

P TT SEEAEVY IR R A, DA TSR SREE P A RKARRC B B B ZR24E, el
2. REERCLANGURE T FURL ;s Pk, DLRKALME A N B R S IO OC &R AT AEYE, 7237
TS A AR AE S S HEE /NN, VB R B RE NG . 2 AN S LA R A ]

4.1. STEFHMEE & FR

4.1.1. ERERWREHERAE

I S AL VAl A2 7 I 2 1 R 2 i o DXL 3 T 62 B AT Aol b 2 A B PP o N P e )iz R AR T I [18 ]
HA D BRI AL ME WO TR E . AT R AT 2, R 3B A S 25 020 I Az (A
XA AR LEB Y 2, AT SE R “ FEENSUEHIN 7 10 EBEEE, Fi I Bose 20 T iR
RIBRMAE o RHE AT b B LR A AL, B UFRR . ANHY S R fF” g H AR, MRALSTE. TAR
MEPE L TAEMEE . S50 RE . ek N XE TR B 12 PR AR, M 2 R AL (B TR PR R A &R
I SINERIEECUE R G R AN . PR E W ZE[19].

HURIRESE SR B0, HETRA, NEUVSSHT. SEFE. RIEATTATE 9 3T
FHA BT, CHRABEFR R KMMERTH, TRELRE 7 B0, B4 el
Ry TGN 12 TP R Z A FEE AL, M5 R PP e SR =20, IR — R
WA RS R E A R $ AL 5, WHRSRBARR BT A QR S0P, JFRE R, X
P BABOR I R R U RIS, PR AR A 18] 5 (RIS 38 100%. PR e s I T — 8, AL
WET % 8 B R SHBMMIR IR EMLL, M/RINEMEANE. REMERM SIS IERIE T

H
H
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BCERAARIUT L 24 T A, SGRBT— 2R X

Table 7. Composition of the expert panel

= 7. ERAGAMK

B IO EL AN o

EHRNT R IR 53 Nl 5% 4 ML AR PR /AE
El AP IET (R S 22 2 Wi E B 22 B 26
E2 SFYE T (R a2 B S35 N 1R 15
E3 HREEEATTN) CHERE SR E 20
E4 HREEEATTN) RS NinEE 18
E5 HREEEATTN) e R YNL e 16
E6 HEFERZEATTAN) LRA 19
E7 HEFEENTN) 5% 3L 25
ES BP0 PEFAT) JE X 5 B B — R AR 21
E9 BER (5 AR A A 17
Table 8. Job evaluation factor system for grassroots positions
= 8. ERRMUMETERERER
PG4 RRG1SES B /% i PG
TAETUE 14 140 MR A A R I TR
SEAECES i T 10 100 XERERR BT B AHERE ) ST
HHTT 5 50 TARIHPEALAC B UL A8 R ER 51
kiR 8 80 MR . 2 A B S RR B
AR A S Hie 11 110 BERIRAE . MG RIS ek
TAEZS: 6 60 I B A BT A5 1) B A 4R R
HHTEE 11 110 i, EIEL B RE R
TAEHEE faR e 8 80 AR B AL AR R A5 )
szt 72 5 50 G 5 I X B RS % AT T S AT
S AR5 10 100 TR I155 B SRS H
LA (8] 5 50 WAL OB
IR R A KEEK &R 7 70 REG G TRNFEZE RN
BER AN F ) — R 22T E RS (14%), FFRN TR THA, AR —RAR” TR

%;:EIWHﬁ%ﬁéﬁm%,ﬂﬁ%~
WECEF TR 3 %), DMRE . B AT B = 2R B R L 2 B A 1K) 22 4 T AR SE#R i
BT 3 20(0/25/50 43), BB TN

Aﬁil%ﬁﬁ,
() 5% Tk 43

AR R 2R AR R 2 5 X 9 S5 40
A ERR RV I BN B A4, 438 1000 43, W 9. 310,

2 b L IR 1 25 T I A

BRI RE 5 BRIDVED IR

AT S
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Table 9. Sample rating standards for typical factors
9. BBIRZIFSRAERBG

E37 4 FT(140 47) SEHRRE(110 49) WHTRFE(110 47)
1 (28/22/22 %) THB R AT X 5 fa] A EARRATEN
2 (56/44/44 43) O A SR 4 REERIE R —1R & BRI B 4
3 (84/66/66 41) Xof LA RRAE S H R A TUT REPRIE 2 ROt KM BN 2 5 577

4 (112/88/88 73) M PEXBEMMZ LN ELTUE  FREERFREMELIGE w58 Bk 5 e 7

X4 AR A 7 22 4 MR YHE SRETA] AR a5 B e 2 A PR 3 1]

5(140/110/110 43) AT AT &5 R

Table 10. Job evaluation results of typical positions

F10. BEBFMEITHER

PPAl4E T & R JRAE: 54 AT PPAlZEE & R JRAE: 54 AT
ZATUE 112 84 28 iz e 40 20 10
BT 80 100 20 TAESREE 80 60 40
EETUME 25 0 0 AR TA] 40 20 10
ol H1R 48 64 48 FEERIR 56 28 14
SR RE 88 66 22 TAERRE N 192 96 48
TR 48 36 24 B IR 120 80 50
B 88 44 22 &t 769 494 255
fER L 64 32 16 — — — —

R A543 769 43, RATER 255 431K 3.0 43, Z= 00 5 B il TR FREE(192 vs 48)F1 %% S FE (120 vs 50)
PIANYEFE TR . X — B O N Z RS A T R AR

4.1.2. SINEHFH, FEFMSG

@© FIN T H

o ai e gd w . geadh, R GTET - MOUEEI0, BB . A SCHE M ALY
A VP ZE A 1 51N T8 B EL 22201, KI5 2N IEH R G IOy 4 DI INEE, 5K — 3 5% A
PN X Ao 53 AN THIR L B SE SO Hr S N Tk, ELERGR AR B TR B i R, W 11

Table 11. Broadband salary grade design
F 11, FEHEIFMFRIRT

Wi <AL A4 X TR/ 43 BT B fr X 1817730 /%
—4F 700~1000 TRE R TR 5L FARI A 30
ok 500~699 R A, PLHBYEHE R 35
=% 350~499 GETHAZSE 5L AU I 5 25
e 200~349 WOATEL R 5 8 30

@ MBI
FELB BB AT S N OIS, FEART B 2 33%5E M4 45%, FalElfRIEDIRE: ST
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B AT EE ) 65%% 2 40%~43% BN SH J1 B2 s B3R )= K AL id M (B i — 4k 300~500 Jo/H , #AR
FEEE RS, RIZ 73 FE 55 5 200~400 o/ F RS HIX 4N, 29 45 5%): RS Gl BEA (2 3%): &
TS il ] S Ak (2 Ak BIARBIFT S, Ad 2%). FIR AR 9, BeaEH, 28/ Eie
fith)s MUHLYERE . RIS 03 K o FE AR AL AN A 2, AR 1) 32 53 MV FINR ST AL ABURY R HE wiT Jis o0T b AL
% 12,

Table 12. Comparison of salary structure for grassroots employees before and after adjustment
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Table 13. Comparison of job grading for grassroots employees before and after adjustment
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Table 14. KPI system for storekeepers (individual performance component)
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Table 15. Performance grades and performance-pay multiplier differential design
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Table 16. Design of instant incentive “micro-awards”
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