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Abstract

Today, with the fierce competition in the talent market of enterprises, how to formulate a scientif-
ic and complete employee welfare security system has become a difficult problem for many en-
terprises. It is a highly comprehensive and highly technical management work that takes into ac-
count both the strength of the enterprise itself and the actual situation of employees. This paper
mainly takes Kunshan Soochow Securities Company as an example. In order to study the weak
points in its welfare security system, the fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method is used to build
an evaluation index system, and the employee satisfaction is visualized. The results show that as a
state-owned enterprise, its five insurances and one fund treatment and related leave system are in
place. The problems mainly occur in the accommodation experience, bonus, salary incentive and
other aspects, which have the greatest impact on employee satisfaction. On the basis of IPA model
analysis, it is proposed that we must directly address the pain point problem. While improving the
internal and external facilities in a timely manner, managers should also establish a people-
oriented concept, respect the reasonable needs of employees, avoid a monotonous and rigid wel-
fare security system, focus on welfare diversification, strengthen the incentive of the system, in-
crease the vitality of the enterprise, and constantly improve the happiness of employees.
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1. 5|

B 25 A m R R, A SRR, O3 AR DR B 1A 2 AR A e R O AR 2 A
MV FRRER . 5 AR 2> B AT B — AN sh B B AR, AR EE B RS R B AR PR PR A
AR MEARGEREO T, ROt RBpON R 2. EAERNL, ROV W55 295
AR, B AN T BEUEAE PAA] h TS AR A B AR AT 1R, JC R R Y R, Y Ak AT)
BRZ BB G AR R BN 5 AR A R I B, X7 E 20 1 il A B B AR AT A
BEAT, W ANVARTE T A% 0 FE S G T ST R[] HE A SR R AR RE AR A o, IRE E s
L 15% I NA i, K AA K EE LRI RA, X PE 2 EALEREEA SRR
RIINA o ARFTRERL A ERR N, A EAA FRET A 1. A B Rsl, AR T4
Ak e REAS e AR, AT Al AL T R RSz o A, I VR 2 A e R BN BB R REAN S AT
TSI B B ok B IR, R BEX D3 AR A DR B 5 e E AL, AL T W A i . AR R S5 A AT
ARV S5 T T VEE B, SR ML, mERBAAKERK, Hl55 70 5e 4 7[2] .

ASCULB T AR RAETR A =) B, AR SR A ol L 53 AR DR B iR R A B AR . i [
G VA ARSI VT R AT SR G 03 T R VA, SRR & PR 0 A JL ARt op A7 1E ) Bk AT AN A2
FFAE MR A B3R AR OGP AT B0 S, DAMERR AL N SR RS RAEFARISAT . BEFE 0 1 izdillk
3 T ORREAR R I BUIR S A7 AE I RS B, B AR B Ao R R 3 3K 2 7y T o R o 2 o B B 5 4%, (HL
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R ARTT I BARHA L, o v 5™ A5 TR T B I8 22 . 2l P o — . B v A 2
BUs A RIE 71, G i e AV, SR AR . B AR AR M R F 38 i 2 i 03 TR 4G
T3 S B ARV ) B3 AR OB, Sl B il P A A ) ] 3] o 06 SH A 2735 AH 5 STkt
AR E,  thn] ORI [ A 1) 53 AR DR R 1A S A AROR I 1B, A IR I B A T 42
(8] JERE 3T B LT AR SRAIESF 24 W) P9 AR B3 AR CR B A R O BDIRAN i B, 45 1 1 A8 B A0 A A R R e
RIS, WSS NATR S, VEEAEMZ ol H AU i LI e SRR T, G i i o5 e ok
PEUA K AR AL Vi, EL TR R s R RE A R, TS RSl 3 TR s SEAT SR AR,
FHFE R THEALRN, SR, SIRR5E, ARHRTT R TEREEK4]. AT RS P E3y A 77
%, BAEREN HE E AR A R B A R SCE R At — e BB SE, DLW 4N EA Al 3 A A ) R 2
FRIEE 5.

I [ A5 AR R SCHRREEAT T TR, A 2 DA E 1 R 20 A Al A 0 B3 AR R R ot [ e, i
A NG JZ T E B TT S ORN T, RIXT7 TR (7] AL PPN Fi bR A 2 — e Bk BRIk, AT BT =i
FET I ZZ S TFENR IR TS, KR S XL R EMEEOR A 03 TR PR B,
IR 73 PP FEARR 2R, MO B BN TR 0 M B3 AR A OR A 2R (R BILDRAN 1) L, 32— 2045 S
ST R PR () OB PRI 3R S FLSGIR T, Dy ) Aol 5 AR R ORI A 2R B A 8 R R S 1t — S 5 38 L [5].

2. MRFZESHRERIE
2.1. A

o, el ARG AT I T AR AE DG, PR ARG DY T AR OR B R AT
3, B ERIEEM PR AR, FERRR R Pz I 4 DEEIRIK, SIS PR IR
B EMCIER b, 38 IR SR S P ide b 3 i R BE VPSR, Wl A TR AR S, R
OSBRI A TR Ao B, MRARIRARIR (K EERE FL RN R LS 20 07 IPA RIRIE, H
L DY T TARFIR IS4 2R (S S A Al () SEBR B LRI, Wiz AR R R B A R IR B S AL, JRes
R HHH 9K ) S A ORI X 55 [6] o

AR TR BB SR AP MIA N N DR T, X — T T RO B ISR & PRI T3 e REARE
W07 1 S8 FE R A S PRV R A BVRAN, X S S s S AT . e R S R
W, AGESRKIAR A, RERUT AR RO L A LLEALA R, & A TR R AR e M .
73 UL DA B

1) @B AR R, TRARERR U ={ULU2,- Um} (m PRI TRARECR), IR
RAV ={VLV2,--- Vn} (n RIPH S HR):

2) MHESSRIARE IR, IEW, —RFRIW = (WL w2,---,wm);

3) Mg AERE (RIVF R IR ¢ RAERE), B ARNRI=(rij), i=12--m, j=12,n;

4) RIBIFE S BCE I AR, R R AT R RE . TEARERAE DN S it OB SR B iR A 4R
B=WxR=(bl,b2,--,bn), 7EiXESkHACAAN(): FX PG B KK EERLIE, 532 &R b5
PRAME E = B x H (H NPFI 4 V S EHXTNIME), X Eid A (2).

2.2. BiERIR

W 7E 3 BER A 1) 2 T VA A S U AR 45 5 TR QISR BURE . O 7 TSR B IO L SEA 2. AN IR
BRI, XTI A R RO, IR R EATIE — Bl R, b s o TR & s oL~
AT VIR, AR P TS B S 5 B Q0 A IS, OB Ak AR AR
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TAMERR AR, A EARIZFIRUE A AT I B RERRE, Al 5 O T AR A DR R A
RIS PPECE A T RER AT IR RS, [ 0 5 TR, DA B SRE G T iF . 3X
S PP B SIS T 58 TN i A B PR S AL G ) A S AR P R, LR R ) £ B4R b T 2019
SELUS, XBRE T TR ISR, LT R R B TS B ST, R, A R R HOE
AWM BB IRARUE A AT B R TIPMAEAREAS, S0 7B, 2% EUSORT 12 A b i AR o 2 00 1)
My B AR r) A AT IRAE SR T 3531 1046 254 RO0FAT .

3. BREIM
3.1. IEfRiERME

LR G VPN TR IR IR R R M SR & TR I B 24T 55 . RPN G, Jex iz Al 0 AR R CRBE 14
RV T B S A AT SRR, BT, FRAEZ AR SR PR R SRR B, ARG S TARA)
PREE R ARGV FE AR 28 Tl 4255, @S, o, LIS EMERE TSR E/RIEE, 45
Bzl i TR R R R BIEOL, AL T 4 MENE, 16 MERZE(LE 1) [7].

Table 1. Evaluation index system of employee welfare security satisfaction
= 1. el R TEMREHEE TN IErRE SR

Hiz)z HEN S fakr 2 BE AR E
AT AFPE(ULL) 0.241 0.031
Hi R R EPE(U12) 0.172  0.022
ML SRR (U13) 0.369 0.048
B R (U 14) 0.218 0.028

FARAE S S5 % (V1) 0.130

HNEAZIE(U21) 0.385 0.110
=415 (U22) 0.229  0.065
Ak B (U2) 0.286 BRI (U23) 0.165 0.047

bFRE 5 AL A U24) 0127 0.036
TS TAEAE(U25) 0.095  0.027
TNFE B A 4 (U31) 0.263  0.045
TR S 58 (U32) 0331 0.057

BTRSGS&MU3) 0172
Al R E EE PEU33) 0171 0.029

il B3 AR A DR B R (V)

R LE T B (U34) 0.235  0.040
Ff—4:(U41) 0539 0.222
TR ORRTEE(U4) 0412 A EIG(U42) 0.297 0.122

IR PRAB ] (U43) 0.164 0.068

3.2. NEHHE

AR T 422 37 1) 03 T30 R B VPN AR b AR R T AR R, 0 & FR AR IRELJS 25 & 20 2 orAn, IR
FZx BT A A PN W AT A0 3, TH LSRR AUE, TR AR EBCE 5 SRR i E AU A I,
BENZIgIrZHABEE, BEAES BARZERRE @SN EZ AN 1), ey —8ER% CR = 0.0648
<0.1, fFE—HMEER.
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FEIRBL, B HE A S BOR R 28 sy IR RN A TP AT SR AL B, R R AR IR — P B
BEERI PN IAES, SR “1-87 Fon. 17 For “AEEARRT . “27 TR “BAHE”

“7 FoR R, 47 TR “BORE” ., “57 For “IEEIHE .
¥ FR P E TS 1046 25PN BEATHESI AL G e AR B, AR HAR SR MEAR kAT H) e, A4S B =
FEVEN r FIC S5, e 2 fw.
Table 2. Summary of analysis data of employee satisfaction questionnaire (evaluation times)
& 2. RBEEAERSE SRR GTENRE)
ity EHHE BUHE — i R BN e AR
M AT BE AP 12 38 14 0 0
B R R A 3 48 0 7 2
ANV SR AL 4 17 1 6 1
B ) U 0 8 4 12 5
SRR i 36 20 6 0 0
154 9 11 26 9 8
B E R 0 4 18 34 11
IS AL A 15 20 0 2 1
ARk P 5 TR 23 42 5 0 1
I 2 G A 3 6 17 6 2
RN IR R NS 5 7 19 6 9 0
ARV R I E 1S 1T 0 3 7 0 0
RLE TR 0 4 8 31 1
hk—4%& 58 26 0 4 0
Wl 6 14 19 9 3
Wit R AR & 15 63 32 7 0

3.3. ALREEEMESTEMN

HoE, MEE L MREE TR RARMA R, BT A TR RV = (Vi) (= 1234, 4
AL 4 NENZ), T —Zidkbrh Uij B B THENNZ  idEhe ), PRI V. Hoh a8 TN
RS, BOHOCRIERE Ri = (rij) o FHRIEZ 2 R 13 AR RS Uij S8 TN A V PR T8
HEPEN B LG, B rij, 8 FOR D BRAG H DU 2 5 T R SO OC R B 43 ) R (R1~R4):

0.188
Rl< 0.050
0.138
0.000
0.581
0.143
0.000
0.395

0.324

R2 =

0.594
0.800
0.586
0.276
0.323
0.175
0.060
0.526
0.592

0.219
0.000
0.034
0.138
0.097
0.413
0.269
0.000
0.070

0.000
0.117
0.207
0.414
0.000
0.143
0.507
0.053
0.000

0.000
0.033
0.034
0.172
0.000
0.127
0.164
0.026
0.014
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R3=

R4 =

0.088
0.171
0.000
0.000
0.659
0.118
0.128

0.176 0.500
0.463 0.146
0.300 0.700
0.091 0.182
0.295 0.000
0.275 0.373
0.538 0.274

0.176 0.059
0.220 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.705 0.023
0.045 0.000
0.176 0.059
0.060 0.000

HHAAROMM( @) B, tHEHEN R ZR G PP 4 B & PP 4 A
B1=W1xR1=(0.105,0.557,0.096,0.186,0.056)
B2=W2xR2=(0.338,0.297,0.183,0.124,0.06)
B3=W3xR3=(0.08,0.271,0.343,0.285,0.021)

B4 =W4xR4=(0.411,0.329,0.156,0.086,0.018)

A=W xB =(0.294,0.34,0.187,0.143,0.035)

AT E TARHER S ), FRARYE _EIRAERE 1 4 MENI R DR M RS G A AR R, AR ORI DY A HE U
AT A 8, 7E Excel HRRIHRAE DR AN HI Q0 R
(1) K2 MENZ BEAT M 5 0, BT o 45 R L% 3 B

Table 3. Fuzzy synthesis of the first criterion layer

%= 3. FENERMA K

TR G FR AR WE 155
Uil 0.1875 0.59375 0.21875 0 0 0.241 3.973
ui12 0.05 0.8 0 0.116666667 0.033333333 0.172 3.717
U13 0.137931034 0.586206897 0.034482759 0.206896552 0.034482759 0.369 3.584
ul4 0 0.275862069 0.137931034 0.413793103 0.172413793 0.218 2.518
FORIE K
ull 0.0451875 0.14309375 0.05271875 0 0
ul12 0.0086 0.1376 0 0.020066667 0.005733333
u13 0.050896552 0.216310345 0.012724138 0.076344828 0.012724138
ui14 0 0.060137931 0.030068966 0.090206897 0.037586207
0.104684052 0.557142026 0.095511853 0.186618391 0.056043678 1
(2) #2 —AUENZBATHR & B, PR BE 45 R WA 4 P
Table 4. Fuzzy synthesis of the second criterion layer
F 4 BENBEEMER
BRI OC RAERE WE 1557

u21 0.580645161 0.322580645 0.096774194 0 0 0.385 4.488
uz22 0.142857143 0.174603175 0.412698413 0.142857143 0.126984127 0.229 3.067
uz23 0 0.059701493 0.268656716 0.507462687 0.164179104 0.165 2.225
uz24 0.394736842 0.526315789 0 0.052631579 0.026315789  0.127 4.211
u25 0.323943662 0.591549296 0.070422535 0 0.014084507 0.095 4.212
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Continued
TR B B
uz21 0.223548387 0.124193548 0.037258065 0 0
u22 0.032714286 0.039984127 0.094507937 0.032714286 0.029079365
u23 0 0.009850746 0.044328358 0.083731343 0.027089552
u24 0.050131579 0.066842105 0 0.006684211 0.003342105
u25 0.030774648  0.056197183  0.006690141 0 0.001338028

0.3371689 0.29706771 0.1827845 0.12312984 0.060849051  1.001
0.336832068 0.296770939 0.182601898  0.123006833  0.060788262 1

(3) Kz =AMENZ BEAT M 5 A, BT Bt 45 R L% 5 B

Table 5. Fuzzy synthesis of the third criterion layer

5. BENEEMEK

HEORA K AR AR BE 550
U3l 0.088235294 0.176470588 0.5 0.176470588 0.058823529 0.263 3.055
u32 0.170731707 0.463414634 0.146341463 0.219512195 0 0.331 3.585
u33 0 0.3 0.7 0 0 0.171 33
u34 0 0.090909091 0.181818182 0.704545455 0.022727273  0.235 2.343

M 5 7
U3l 0.023205882 0.046411765 0.1315 0.046411765 0.015470588
u32 0.056512195 0.153390244 0.048439024 0.072658537 0
uU33 0 0.0513 0.1197 0 0
u34 0 0.021363636 0.042727273 0.165568182 0.005340909

0.079718077 0.272465645 0.342366297 0.284638483 0.020811497 1

(4) R3S DUASHE N AT 5 1, P s 45 R W4 6 o

Table 6. Fuzzy synthesis of the fourth criterion layer

7% 6. SBIENEEME K

TR % A WE 155>
u41 0.659090909 0.295454545 0 0.045454545 0 0.539 4.565
u42 0.117647059 0.274509804 0.37254902 0.176470588 0.058823529 0.297 3.22
u43 0.128205128 0.538461538 0.273504274 0.05982906 0 0.164 3.738

TR £ Bk
u41 0.35525 0.15925 0 0.0245 0
u42 0.034941176 0.081529412 0.110647059 0.052411765 0.017470588
u43 0.021025641 0.088307692 0.044854701 0.009811966 0

0.411216817 0.329087104 0.15550176 0.086723731 0.017470588 1

B, R LR e 2 B & U5 B SE R G I — B BRI SC R R R, R B0 & BF BH— 1L
ZJRAFBILN N R 7):
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Table 7. Fuzzy synthesis of total fuzzy relation matrix

=" BRI RIEMERIER A R

SNV G 2R 5 4 3 2 1 S
U1 0.104684052 0.557142026 0.095511853 0.186618391 0.056043678 0.13  3.467804382
u2 0.336832068 0.296770939 0.182601898 0.123006833 0.060788262 0.286 3.725851717
u3 0.079718077 0.272465645 0.342366297 0.284638483 0.020811497 0.172 3.105640322
u4 0.411216817 0.329087104 0.15550176 0.086723731 0.017470588 0.412 4.029855832
TR £
Ul 0.013608927 0.072428463 0.012416541 0.024260391 0.007285678 0.45081457
u2 0.096333971 0.084876489 0.052224143 0.035179954 0.017385443 1.065593591
U3 0.013711509 0.046864091 0.058887003 0.048957819 0.003579578 0.534170135
U4 0.169421329 0.135583887 0.064066725 0.035730177 0.007197882 1.660300603

0.293075736  0.33975293 0.187594412 0.144128341 0.035448581 1 3.710878899

e, R A () RHEIZ PP AR R S 2P B ZSBIAL, 2 TS B0 D) 2 & P A IR PEANE R A T
R E LA VENE E:

E1=>5b11+4b12+3b13+2b14 +b15 = 3.469

E2 =5b21+ 4b22 + 3b23+ 2b24 + b25 = 3.735

E3 =5b31+ 4b32 + 3033+ 2b34 + b35 = 3.104

E4 = 5b41+ 4b42 + 3b43+ 2b44 + b45 = 4.029

E=5x0.294+4x0.34+3%0.187 + 2x0.143+0.035 = 3.712

HHUEFTAS, % Ah 53 T R LR A 155 3.712 4, o T— ol B EGH R 2 i i, ke —4:(U41)
0 T R AR i, A TROH R AE R R 2 0], XU T %Ak 53 T AR R OB AR 1 45 B 4
SRS, RHEAEG—& . RN, 3 EEHE FA A E T E A, 13X 77 TH R R5 I8 (R R — Rk Ui AT
e LR . 4, AMEACIE(U21). LIRSS AL TEA(U24), A RRF 5 TAESUE (U25) 1) 52 T3
BESS B, #E 4.0 LLE, XU T AR, B T T AR AR BN, PR RN IR
BN TAE . T N R SR (U14) . B AE AR (U23) . B3 TS TRHLA (U34) i 53 T35 7 B e Ak,
HR B mRRX T, WEERAK, A TATEE RS EEEAT O, AR R TR, XEE
MR T AR A i, R s Z R, 5 T R RS T LS AR A, SRAS R T ) A ]
ez, RMEAE LIC, XWEARMK SE T AR TEE TAERM, A AHEZE A, Hik, X
— 7 THI 7 LA PR AT AR B 8]

NT HONEHER, 5 T &8 R E R IR SRS, B RARER R AR R,
AL R SRS i R 18] 1 PR .

3.4. RTHEE IPA 9%

IPA KRR 525 2 0 4 R T 2000 R & T B i b A B R AN SR BT DT TR VEAN . IPA 73
Hr, B ZENE - IR AT, EREHY PR EZET B, XEMMEERIOR RIS, &
A AR A OREE i AR 2 A AL SV I ME 0.0623125 LI K Ji 2516 55 L i~ 2 (B 3.48756, 73 Jnll 1 D il (B 22
PE) RN (306 = FE) RO 0 B s K 16 NEAR 9 4 AN RIREAT 32V R = B A ITE (N ] 2). @1 IPA
ZIRE, ZAl 3 TAHFIREER R PR 55— H T H:
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TahRE R T

4.488 4.565

4> 4211 4212

3.973
4 3.717 3.738

3.584 3.585
3.5 33 322
3.067 3.055
3
2.518

25 . 2.343
2
15
1
05
0

U1l U12  U13  U14 U2l U22  U23  U24  U25 U3l U32 U33 U34 U4l  U42  U43

nHEESD

Figure 1. Employee satisfaction at indicator level
1 ERERTHERE

F REONEEEEEHEEX, AHIMNEZIEU21). T4 U41). L IREHI B (U43)iX 3
ANEbR, eI X RN R, U TR S ARty Bt E, R
T EROBONESRE, |22 8 R T80T, X —XIBUE A4S RRRX, N Zsmiix — X I84E
PRI, PR .

N REOVCEZEM SR EX, B TSI BEIX . AR FE AP (U1L) . iR # RIETE(U12).
MG ELEI(UL3)s IR S AL DA (U24). kRS TAERE(U25). G Txt b ik sk i 2
5 (U32)IX 6 MNEARVETE 71X —AN X (8], X8 57 T 56T 28 07 T (AR I E A T FUAE . (HIX A
FEH R B R TR Se AR AR 10 8 0 BB LUK, B Al R G R SRR KRR AT, TG 75 % ax 28y T
1T 2 RIEFIFRN .

551 FR IR E SRR = X, 5 H i ] Ul 1t (U 14) « & 15 15 (U23) I FEd 52 & B (U31)
ANV R IE 1 E M U33) T EFHHLEI(U34)IX 5 ANMEbr. Hor, REALRE S 1E AKX — AR A T
WAL, SRR 2 5 R TR . X — X8 T e gl X, Al 5 82 R4 s I 4%
i, ATLAKHE T B 5 TR R X, N — LRI NER ) R TR 78 < V. I, 328 Ak i SO A,
445 3 AR AR T A 1 R B AS PR B Z 0k, B AR T A s s AR AR I, RN A TR 4. X T
RTRE L], B EE N YN E RGN, 47 0 T —2Ee R, $EEREE, AR T
FE R T TAERRRRAE9]

BV RS EEEGHEEEX, BT omuol X MR TR, X4, HIGU42)BEE, (HiE
W R ERE, Ui M T X — AR, HE R R THBEERAMEERNER, B TR

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2022.124136 1304 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2022.124136

s

FAF, HULRREIGEEM[0]. SHEZHR . B, AR, RERSRIF N 5 T, S4h, EEER
e LR BRI — 5T, R THG RN BREAE A AL 2B E —E X, I E R
R, BNEEE, EIiEEEIWAIMNG R

5
u21 ua1
°
4.5 °
U25  u24
v1P
U2 @ 4 us3
PY Ui3 u3z
°
us3 38 u42
0 [ 0.05 U22 0.1 ® 0.15 0.2 0.25
usie 3 @
N u14
‘H[ﬂ'j ) u34d 2.5
$ °
iy S
U2z 2
1.5
1
0.5
0 HEM

Figure 2. Importance satisfaction (IPA) quadrant
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