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Abstract

This paper presents an empirical analysis of the subjective evaluation structure of high-quality
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employment. It constructs a structural model encompassing six dimensions—wages and benefits,
employability, employment protection, employment prestige, employment environment, and em-
ployment embeddedness, and employs structural equation modeling (SEM) to examine the weighting
structure and evaluation logic based on a sample of 404 individuals from the new generation. The
study finds that in a context of competition over multidimensional resources, the weight of institu-
tional guarantees and rule fairness in the overall evaluation is no less significant than that of resource-
related benefits, revealing a distinctive “rule-sensitive” logic of evaluation. Drawing on conservation
of resources theory and fairness theory, this paper uncovers a structural shift in the evaluation logic
of high-quality employment, offering a new theoretical perspective for understanding the mechanisms
underlying the new generation’s assessment of employment quality.
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1. 518

FERE LA R SRR RAIEE T, “RiES” CBOvBER S ARSI R SR R
B TR ORAIT FUIZHT I L DG A KB 1P SN S AL R, i O v B L AR HE B 22 AL
2 R R R P I SRR EAE R (4]

5 R R I AOL BRI ANR SR AL E ST S E O PRBE . O R AR S AR
MIEAFE L YT ERISR ARG . MBI AR, i Sl W o & Hm ek . TAE 24, Ha R 51N
RGN FELZ YRS, 2 BT 38 TARIROLI E Z LR SR bR[2]

SR, BEATWEIE 2 AN b2 R o 5 5 (AR AU A 2 WA M VE H bR Dy 32 22D AR, s
FL R BN — R IR . R IX B U B 2 B PP, (EXS TR i B &5 2 4Bt
PRI F 2 A gl e i 2 (R LA SRR AR A A2 [3]

FL b, ol FEAMGE MR EA, WM ERENERE . MEEREL SR 25 e %
JEWN B AR AP S BME R S 2 RN 2, I8 T O sl o & (1 Je 4RI W [4]

Sk, BETG25 S RIEFIIEER PR E, 7R R IR A RER . MK T
H, TSRS T, 73R R T AR, il A e 1 ) B ORR I B R Pk, X ik — Do
AT 55 Bl X ] BRI 5 B PRI ) KT [5] o

FERXR—HHT, BN shE Eull -5 RO A 77 00 W AR E . BEFERM], K T4
TGS S5 BE T SO SRR AR A AL B A AR E S A k6], AT, 1R
Ol TE IR RS AL AN E 1 SR A B SE ISR T, KT ) PR R 5 g L R e (1 BEURK E th RT RE R 2P 4R T

Bk, EZAERPIFAREE T, LA 0 B A Bl s G, I EEAE A
TN DRE 1 JBE PR e 5 RO 21 (R 7 [ A, RO ELAS 2R SEAGH U6 P B 22040 i) R

S, ASCUAHT R RA T T B, MRS TEEAL Hilkae S sl Ry w7
ML IR A0 RN N AR BE (4 e R A0 SE VPO AR, i i 46 4 REAR TR AR 56 % 4 JEE AR B AR VEANY
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PR B GR , DARR S e R Bl VP B A 5 I MU RO SRR
2. EREMSHRME

R BB RER, AW B IR S UM A, K e o By B O 55 )3 0 2 SR BRI SR B
BT R, IFERIRORAF B IR 5 AP BB HESE T 52 tH B 78 B ik S5 AL B i il

2.1 ERERLED NG FRESUAH

e ot A MV ARE SR TR T 57 B S B BT T, HAR G A E FERTEIRN K Ao ORI 25 3
TAERAE M LR L R LS R WA M AR AR [2] o X — T A TS R FE & AR B2, Sl m &) LS
Tk ) FEE 2R A 5 22 5 IRl S5 MR R AT U

SR, BEAE 9738 RIEES H 23 2 B4k L AN 8 1 B30, ANAGT gl b o 8 Py S D 12 VT 52 300 HH
SR U SIS . HEFCAR L, 57 Bl R B IE N A2 B AR, ik S 6 TAE B
555 ) B PR 1) 3 B DA 55 3]

M EH, TAEFR R - SRR (Job Demands-Resources Model) 45 1, TAFE 1% 5% il & F 2805, 4
HE R RIEN S SHERREESE, FEe Lt A T TAER N IR A I TR [7].

TR R A7 L 18 (Conservation of Resources Theory)ilt— 545 H, 78 TH 6 AN 5 14 5 78 78 B IR 2 JXUK:
B, AN ) B0 5 DG R B8 4 RF BF IR AR T 5 B 1 BRI R B AR M TR UR 8] DRI, S B B
e R R AR bR BN, TR AMEAE 2 Fh BT IR (B 3T 8 G 5 R J5 1256 I W4

BT RS MA, ASCK &L N 57 30 0 2 ol IR SRS VPN S5 3, TR BEURSE
RO RNV YERE . T3AEF . wlkBE . sl /. sk, gk S5tk .

Hrr, THARRPRILE G RSP0 RbE, 2 RS TR sl ae SR IR KR e 5 K
], J& T R, Sl ORI B ORI 5 57 AL G ORGP, T8 T AU PR BRI ol A5 BRI B o7
P GAE2HNE R, BT RAEVERIR; sl IAB RIS e 5 TARRE, 8 TS/t wlki A
SIAMELEA R ST SR 5 R RN

TERIREE GBI TN, &2 UTURE TT R Sk e o2 Ml B B 7 AR R s o R A6 3 HH G0 R AR

Hla~H1f: T#AEF eI B AR woll A . ol FREE 5 5l ik N33 1F ) T 44 & i i
LN AEE A TSI

iR I, EZ IR AN AR G T, AFR IR A REAFE B S e RN, &4
FEEXF ARV PRI ST A RE TP RE M IR 22 SR [2] 0 AR SCKGAE SUE 0 43 %0 & B R 4 FE IR R S5 Mgk A T 30— 2P R

2.2. MMMEFRAONE ST : Az OB RIS

IR Z PP BRI RSO L B VP, (B R SRR B AP i OB AR RBE . BIR DR A7 BRI FiE
s AT I AN 2 k5 BRI RSN, SELA8 1) T A RE % S (A e P 15 W] U PO 2Rk B8 9 8] o

B, HIEEREE . S RRENE SRR AR ZE B RERIRE T, HAE AR TR
Al R I 1858 55 3 96 FR AT FUYIE . BRI, TXSRHUN 1 SR URAT REAE B Al DF 4 o B R R A

SULFER, AFERHR L, R A TR A RO PR AMAS B A IR AR . AR
PRI EEW] S A1 HBA RURRIER, HXHHS T BEEITN E € [9].

HI, EZLEBTBEOFEIIE ST, DUNE BE U5 AT RE RN ot B PP 4 ) B B A My . 60X —
HIRHE T, AR W N E e Ayl

B 1. /£ 2 4TSI, RO Pk BRI A A B AL SRR B4 AR B AR T
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P BT
FELRATIR T, 5 Wl OR 7 28 B0 S Bl B BRI RAE AL B A2 RS TR A 4 Ak
TR B ECE W RTA AN P B AR B AR P i B AR T i 1 SRR A AR, AT S < R

U o R L SR B
3. it
3.1. EARRESHIEIEE

AW FUR 1) 25 1 2 7 SR B « A GO Tk N 55 2T B AR AR A, L [l 25 404
U, ARGV E BN A RS . FEA RSN 2 45 0 7 R AR AR 5 F) B A SR Gl 2 WA /b T 200
BN AR S AR 5~10 £%), H & T 2R A gt %t

AR 2385 77 AP R S R 2= . GBI 2 oy ROk, Zvia e AR B2
HE, FAETERHg— 8RB, FORI0E R — Sk,

32. EME

KRR A ERQL = EEARE, 5= EFRR)NEZELE,

AW [ 3R B High-Quality Employment Perception (HQE): % H 4 /NI & 32 17 % %o #& 44 ik
NAsE=diEe sl

ANARIRYESE : (1) LoAaFI8 /): (2) #hilkig /(11 &); (3) sy (12 f); (4) k7528 &);
(5) HOFRE(T 1): (6) kA9 ).

I T R B AT 55 305 TAR R ANAR TR T B 584 .

FEDN S AR AU B R, 070 B e L B0 U 1 BRL - 23 B o b LR T S [ ey, s A A PR
R A o S5 A IHE TR, XS I 2 AR “ = as - AR RS BT, T R B
PPN FEAR . A ORIE B A2 (1) 25 KA 5 BT 5 B, R U0 246 0 D5 D %o R O S ) R A 501 B J Pk
TR ZBARU G T

FEM SRS ES R, R T30 Ik 2 518 L — 8t 5 18 v I AT 51 B
DASR TR VR SRS . S BRSO & 4 BRI, S AT A 00 5 A M L i T g 2
THAEIE G AR G AT

3.3. £EFTERELT

HI A TEEE BRI T[] — I B) S B R 12, W] REAFAE 3L [A] U7 ¥ 22(Common Method Bias). N
Frg6 FLREM , SR H) Harman 07 A6r 36 20 B A B RRBUEAT PR AR PR R 7 i e 8RB0, BEANART
R TT ZE LB T 40%, ARIZHCR— T 745k, UL R 773 i 22 XU A 7T $52 32 T A

BEAh, AERUEYE R T AR LA T R, HAUS R RS T2 W TRA, B DRI
PEAFAE ™ F 1 LA 7 ) AL

3.4. A E

AT FUR FH B B 10 7 R A A AT S . 15, I R EPE R 2 A (CRA) R B I A A {5 B
E, IFiHSE Cronbach’s o HAEE(CR) S 7 ZHRIVE(AVE). Hik, fEMEBEALESKE S, 4
BTN T 7S AN BHIRZE B Sk v B 0l B BRI s B A, R T bR AL R AR RS T
IKFo

AR Ak R FH 5 K ABLAR 722 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation), J£#2#5 »2/df. CFl. TLI 5 RMSEA %45

EX
A
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B R UL 5 R L REAT DA

4, SCIFEER

4.1. ARG 5EESH
F1HET ETET RS T4

o AKE, BUELLIEY ST 3 77, RUIFEAKT AT HLR

DLRTEARTEAN AL T b 8 b Ko Forbr, S B AL, 1 FRUB R O s 1 22 AR X i (SD = 0.830), 15t ]
AMATEBEAA SN EAFAE—E 2R

Table 1. Descriptive statistics (N = 404)
= 1 RGO R(N = 404)

ZE BEM FRfEZE SD B/ME BRAME
TBHAER 3.459 0.471 2.250 4500
Wl s 3.178 0.584 1.545 4,545
AR 3.109 0.592 1.250 4333
ok 3.214 0.642 1.250 4.500
B |73 3.234 0.649 1.143 4.429
ol R 3.193 0.596 1111 4.444
S v o A 3.250 0.830 1.000 5.000

AL LN EAAET 3 0 Lk, BEIIARAST 2 AT s bt B 0 W AR OY R EERE .

Table 2. Correlation matrix, means and standard deviations of variables (N = 404)
2. TEHE. WEESHEXRRIERE(N = 404)

g M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 THARF 3.459 0.471 1
2 ol Ae 3.178 0.584 0.007 1
3 bk AR 3.109 0.592 0.078 -0.013 1
4 holv s 3.214 0.642 0.055 -0.042 -0.063 1
5 il I 3.234 0.649 -0.012 -0.037 -0.014 —0.062 1
6 ol ik A 3.193 0.596 0.004 -0.000 0.039 -0.025 0.005 1

7 HQE 3.250 0.830 0.079 0.028 0.117 -0.057 0.001 0.034 1

Nt DR R Z AR AR, THE AR R B [ BRI R R S5 R AR 20 NS TRIRYEEZ ]

R RECREAREAC, Al 0.70, 1 WIAAFAE ™ 5 £ B L2t i) .

ISSENE YN A EL A SR RS M AZR

PEIGIEMR(r=0.117), 5THARM EI9IEHRES(r=0.079), HARYEFEMAREERIL. X820 N)5
BLES MR I T PR T RS Y

4.2, MERBULE
421 FESREWE

T3 T HHBNEES

X
B

WETehs. GRS, K485 K Cronbach’s o fH /T 0.679 £ 0.810

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2026.155106

57

Giit 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.155106

U

Z |8, ZHOB RN EEET 0.70 B FFRIE, RABRNH— B2 . 65 (CR)BITE 0.68 LLE,
Ut AR A5 BN ARE -

P87 ZE R IR (AVE) B R W 1.(0.225~0.291), FIREE 48 I E R % . &N A E G o ER)
AR FIBBARM T EME TEMBEAMBEMIEERIT R, 456 CR SEABAM AR, rAKNE
B R A B2 1 R A U

Table 3. Reliability and validity analysis
=3 FESHERKER

& REIE Cronbach’s « CR AVE
TBHARR 8 0.679 0.685 0.225

ok RE 11 0.791 0.790 0.264

ol AR 12 0.810 0.811 0.266
ol A 8 0.758 0.757 0.291
22785 7 0.729 0.729 0.286

ol R 9 0.752 0.754 0.258

SR BT AL RS 4 0.733 0.742 0.423

4.2.2. WiFERETF 947 (CFA)
R R RE NS AN AR AT IR 7 0 A BRI S 25 R 4 R .

Table 4. Fit indices of the measurement model
= 4. MERBHEIER

2 df 22df CFI TLI RMSEA
2523.089 1631 1.547 0.805 0.795 0.0368

ZAdf 2 1.547, RMSEA 74 0.0368 (W% 5), ¥4b TR EARYEHEI; CFI 5 TLI 43774 0.805 £ 0.795.
2 FE WS i %2 SRR GE R R 2 i), CRUTLL 51 B il & Fa b A 0 42 2% 3 o N BIURK, AT 45 & 4 dlf
5 RMSEA & 15 B 27 & AWl S AL & 4b T I 82 527K 7, v T 5 SRa5 i s Al it

KA Harman SR 75060 B A B 0T IR R LR 70 i, S5 — TR0 7.15% (L& 5),
I 40% 5 FH BIAEL, i BA 3 5] 7 v O 22 S LA o it — 2B tth, B (L IR ) LA Fa bR Ak Tl 8252 K
F-(2/df = 1.547, RMSEA = 0.037, CF1 = 0.805), 37542 445404 & & R

Table 5. Test for common method bias and rationality of structural specification

5. HEFERERE SHEERESEERE

R U6 i ZR
R 7 iR m ZE R Harman 5K 74535 (EFA) P THRE = 7.15%
Z ARG LTI &AL (CFA) 22df = 1.547, CFI = 0.805, RMSEA = 0.037

4.3. GHRERL

FEN BB RGE AT )G, HE— DR R AR, KR I6 /N AN SRR RO S R Lk B BRI SR 5
Wi A% o AT SR VR NAN ST AR B 2 A R
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Table 6. Estimation results of structural paths
7 6. FMBEGITER

BBz W HEAL R B zfE p1E
LEARHM—~HQE 0.118 1.748 0.081
HollAe 71 —~HQE 0.044 0.701 0.484
Al R4 —~HQE 0.113 1.766 0.077
Ak 7 2 —~HQE -0.056 —0.867 0.386
Bl —~HQE 0.014 0.209 0.834
ol A—~HQE 0.023 0.349 0.727

SRR 6), TLHAEAI(B = 0.118, p = 0.081) 5l fR47(8 = 0.113, p = 0.077) % 44 & ot &gt Ll
B BIBAAE 10%7KF ERIAPREE LR, HE RELE, WRGEIBAIEN I “ X% 047 .
MEZT, ke Ak 5l ik AARIE B G882 K1 moll A B8 e 3 ) L Ab AR & )5 B fha e
ENTE S

BRI, 72 YR TR AN B AR 26 AE T, AR B AATAN IS ST AE 22 5, 3R]
e o B BRI AR B — SRR IR BN 5 R, T 2 M BR YR SE I BT R SR S RUIT A R

Table 7. Summary of hypothesis test results
7. RISRIEERILE

Brix e WL RS B R

Hia T &R —~HQE 0.118 HBR>CHF(p < 0.10)
H1b ol A 1 —~HQE 0.044 ANSCHF

Hic kR4 —~HQE 0.113 1BR37H7(p < 0.10)
H1d ol 7 3 —~HQE -0.056 ANFE

Hile ol 5 —~HQE 0.014 AN SCHF

H1f Holk ik A—~HQE 0.023 AN SCHF

HTIL R THRESIER., &5 E/R, Hlas Hlc 7F 10% 5 MK F FIREBbr Sk, HemisEsk
RAAGT T Fr . BT S, PO B U5 55 UA 35 1 B YA AR L P AR HF AR S A B v, T At R
KA R R B E IR RN

5. i
5.1. Mz LS AN BURETE BB

SRR R R, EREHI IR )G, TEARA(8 = 0.118, p = 0.081) 5l fr47(8 = 0.113, p
= 0.077) %S A i FE Lk B B AR R 8RR, HAE 1008 KT E 2P B2, Rk v
RIS RN PR BIR AT “XUZ A5 7 R MEEZ R, BREST S W IAEE . il ik A5 il P 82 S 2 1
RT3 S SR

RS REW], R A PP IR AR U R VE SRR T, T A WA s 1 B U
VR Z IR A A o JEHAB AR RS, R B (ol DR ) BB EE AR T e 1 B3 0 (L DR AR A,
VEHIE 2 AEBHIRSE i B, ORI 5P A1 BN PPO i B 2R . X — R A SR Y
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R B v SR AL E T SR T AR SR,

FriE UM BUR R 2 88, SR AeMALE AL R & “ mBR I, BRSO B 485K,
A E R ENE . AEPURE @, AL RSB S SOBI B S RN a5 K R . HA%
gp “Weas b IPERAREL, RN BRI A R R b T T A RE R A, R SRR AN R
IR o

5.2. MM FHRNERFA IR LR

MBI LRAT BRI (CORVL A KT, il FE DR IR TR sl . IR At DR U, LA E Pk BE 8 PR AR B2
VRIS o A A RE VR 9 AR ST AR, AT I 25 40 B AR FE SR T, U P B 05 R LA A
PP e 4 S B . AR, T BEAR A BN B ZGER BRI, (HL 2 sl 55 4 BRI,
DRI AE 2 4 RIRIFAF I, AL PR /o ml BE 2 2 S5/ IO 2058

NP NIEE— U, R A AR B A R AP X MRS R AL S AN o AT FE b ol AR
HEPL N B AR, St AN PACLE v o el L W b xR BESE I S5 T R RBIL AR 0 v UK S 2
e DA DURRE “ RS , R IR " o T A5 AR A R A SR AR VP4 (R
CoHEEEA

DRk, AT LB 0 T B i

FEROL AN E PR SR AT T, RN B RAE Al WP O o BB AR ST, O SR I
FERH B

K JUA Ja SRAE A R il BEA S AR P A o gk — DA 30 N U RS2 AR S 1t 1 B8 5 170

5.3 RIEMBHRASUEHEILEN

EAR IR, Wl AR Al B4R B e R R B oy, HE 2 MFRR, X
— & FBAHE G B 5 SN R R T RS . BEA SCERAE AR AR M A . R IE AL fE S A T
X TAEVH B ZAE T, (HAHEFURET, R MU OR B 5 YL B4 (R I Y AR PR 25 A, AP BRI
AR R FE HE AR 5T W ) S B R 3R

R RILERA w5 A B BN I AN R T AR BRI [ o 396 R PR AT 3 5 A 17
GARIG 5 B0y RAE, 1T B ML VA BE A SR S S AR . MARFEREAT BEAR RIS, AR5
JE A P DR B 55 DA% ), T A L AE ) B iy AL 545 26 0 A2 -

X DX BT e s v DT R M S A i R IR, AT MR 2 T gl L o 7 7
WAL .

5.4. KRR : MFEEHIRFBIFNIE

WEF S R A E B S AIBOR R A EE IR, H5, PAIREHTI KT R BENs B 2T 57 30
F e o A SRR o S R AT (AR R IR, W SRR AR AE T AT e S BUBR . AU,
AV AEPA B A BRI, BERAL S RREYE . 56385 BT S ST AE . @ALE W R R RALE], DL
$ 55 3 TR 1 FE S AT IR

Hk, WAIRBEMELE, Rk P58 55 Bt Ry H B, JCHGRAET G 8ol 5 R A
HOR AT 5N, InasAl I A 5 ) R W R . R BRI BE AN 2 M R A, T A R R
TR T 57 Bl WLl ot & (B AR PP

LRLEPTE, AW, m RN 3 A A AR I RN UL . AE 2 YR BT S r 4
R, R B 905 A P B OB s L rp U B R LA R AT o X RN DU T
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JFER A I HEST, o A ER R A R ML G T R A
6. TR
6.1. #FSREMRIHATAH “FEUMNEBR” @ “EIENNFHER" £

BEA s A 7T 2 RO A 2 R 55 S IRTE S B A 1 A 2 A M A8
RN 5T AR N — b T DL L ) B2 5 e A A LR HE T R B UK AR B I T S o A B T 2 R
SRVPAR (AR AARE A A G e TR S 2R Al L Jo 254 W 75 Tl A AE AN A2

RSO BRI M A R RO S E O — R 2 4E BT A A M B AR, s
PRAE 22 P BRI A7 15 85 b BEAT AL 5 W A S R o M S N A BRI A M R AT S5 M T R 0, A
SCHR 7R R B DL AR — MR SR, B2 — T B A5 RS A i ) 25 A I R

BRI, AW TEAE 73 2 Sl S T U B EEVE R F) “ BRI HLRNE R R, IR
J& 1 ol o BRI TR E S L

6.2. 7 “HMNBRESREMIITEMEE" B, BRTNNENSEELEE

ARIAEL YT TE S SR ORI, U BRI (0L CR 5P IR ) AR T e e M SR IR (T B2 AR ), —
R R LR ARV BB Do G M) o TX— S5 SRR T A% G DA PE B O RO B R, R WIE AN
SEMERTIRE 5N, Wb IZ 58 T R A A S A R

T, AR AU SRR Z T B, DA RS AR A Wit L 5 B X )
JE PR FE S RE Y 1) e BERBURRME o 1238 R SR U 28 B A D O e PR O R Rt Az, i Y 22 4 BRI
FAEFAT, VPR IFARE €, 10 AT RERE USR535 i BE R B A R R 2

KR AL B TR A TR R B Ay, R

FE AN E VRS SR 5N, R BERAE v o ol A R A A ST

et AT S B S S A AR I ME, AR KRBT FUAEAN R il BE A B 5 AP AR A ik — 20 HUAR
feft T EIRHESL.

6.3. RaEREMIBERBASEAHEETN, HEHSHEL

AHFFERIL, ol 7 B8 A G B YR 2 D 55 WA e P B R AR T BB 3 AT N . X — SR
SR, R AL A BRI A SRR T AR R R EIPNLAF R RERT TS R I AR S B B
fiE, TOABTFLRM, L R SR 5 1 B A 4 AL

Xy VRSN 5 SRR BTN, ASCHERES R T 1w B al B BRI
SBR[ ZER, Bl SR B RO R AR R, eI B AR
6.4. WEFFEXBRISER, W REMRHEWRERN

ASCRE NV YERE RN 0 e e BRI RUWPE BRI, A SRR BRI, RACTEBTIR . SCRFIEBTIR S %
AR NETIRRAL, BRI LAA PRE 25 e LA AR A VPN b BOAR N B . 3K — B SRS R
KBTI A IR Z A B R s WL S ER T 324t 7 2 T A,

I SIS A, RS SR T e R AT SR SRR 7T, (I B A A
RhRES, MHORIRA M E R4,

7. ARBRERKRE

AR FAIAFAES T IRIR . 5%, BRI T P — I 1] B AR 1) & R 2, ik DA A2 2 Ja] g BRR
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REANE M. ARORBITFUAT 45 A R IB BR S s da 8o vt e MUk SRR E AR AL 1 3 A I R EAT
BE— DA o HUK, AWFTREARIANN D GEvt 2285, RBEX AN R 2 8 PR 25 K 22 57 AT LR 3 HT o
JRSERE FURTAE S AEAMEZ R SIS HOE R R G R SR R, i A U PP I AR A A
IR R

BEAh, AHIEIE T ER T W AEAREASEAT 0T, R S A APRE AT RGT UL, AR T M s AR
B Xt HEURE AR IG5 1) FE PR S A, X A0 U R R ey o st b PP A7 32 B 1) 0 Bk 5 7 85 22 R AT T OMIR AN

#is .
EEUH

PR 2 SR RE S E 00 i 5 Bl F TSN F 47 R 52(2023RW16)
S5 3k

[1]1 =3, Fofn, sktbdh, sREE. b B IACHHERE shogoll o 83t 78 23 sk e A 7S (). A, 2024(9): 3-16.

[2] Gonzélez, P., Sehnbruch, K., Apablaza, M., Méndez Pineda, R. and Arriagada, V. (2021) A Multidimensional Approach
to Measuring Quality of Employment (QoE) Deprivation in Six Central American Countries. Social Indicators Research,
158, 107-141. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-021-02648-0

[3] Veen, A., Barratt, T., Goods, C. and Baird, M. (2025) “Woeful Pay, but Still, | Enjoy It”: Refining Subjective Job Quality
in Ride-Share Work. New Technology, Work and Employment, 41, 15-26. https://doi.org/10.1111/ntwe.70001

[4] Wan, W.and Cao, T. (2022) Linking Decent Work and Well-Being among Chinese Millennial Employees: A Psychology
of Working Perspective. Frontiers in Psychology, 13, Article ID: 909423. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyq.2022.909423

[5]1 4. “FELFrl 5 s A [3]. FFr KFEFMEEERI#AR), 2024, 34(5): 157-170.

[6] Tang, N., Zhen, D. and Guan, J. (2024) Work Values of Chinese Generational Cohorts. Acta Psychologica Sinica, 56,
876-894.

[71 Demerouti, E., Bakker, A.B., Nachreiner, F. and Schaufeli, W.B. (2001) The Job Demands-Resources Model of Burnout.
Journal of Applied Psychology, 86, 499-512. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.86.3.499

[8] Hobfoll, S.E. (1989) Conservation of Resources: A New Attempt at Conceptualizing Stress. American Psychologist, 44,
513-524. https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066x.44.3.513

[9] Colquitt, J.A., Conlon, D.E., Wesson, M.J., Porter, C.O.L.H. and Ng, K.Y. (2001) Justice at the Millennium: A Meta-
Analytic Review of 25 Years of Organizational Justice Research. Journal of Applied Psychology, 86, 425-445.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.86.3.425

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2026.155106 62 G2 55 F


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.155106
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-021-02648-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/ntwe.70001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.909423
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.86.3.499
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066x.44.3.513
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.86.3.425

	规则敏感型高质量就业评价逻辑
	——基于新生代样本的结构模型检验
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Logic of Rule-Sensitive High-Quality Employment Evaluation
	—A Structural Model Test Based on the New Generation Sample
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 理论基础与研究假设
	2.1. 高质量就业的主观评价机制：资源整合视角
	2.2. 规则性资源的权重命题：从收益中心到规则敏感

	3. 研究设计
	3.1. 样本来源与数据收集
	3.2. 变量测量
	3.3. 共同方法偏差检验
	3.4. 分析方法

	4. 实证结果
	4.1. 描述统计与相关分析
	4.2. 测量模型检验
	4.2.1. 信度与聚合效度
	4.2.2. 验证性因子分析(CFA)

	4.3. 结构模型检验

	5. 讨论
	5.1. 双核心结构与规则敏感型评价逻辑的形成
	5.2. 规则性资源权重提升的理论解释
	5.3. 象征性资源的弱化及其理论含义
	5.4. 实践启示：从薪酬提升到规则治理

	6. 理论贡献
	6.1. 推动高质量就业研究由“客观测度范式”向“主观评价机制范式”转型
	6.2. 提出“规则敏感型高质量就业评价逻辑”概念，揭示评价权重的结构性调整
	6.3. 区分高质量就业自我感知与传统满意度范式，推进概念精细化
	6.4. 构建资源类型划分框架，增强就业质量研究的结构解释力

	7. 研究局限与未来展望
	基金项目
	参考文献

