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AHHOMayus
BBegenue. Performance-MmeHepxMeHT (PM) urpaet KpUTHUYECKYIO POJIb B JOCTHXKEHUH OPraHU3aLlMOHHBIX
HRM-nesneli, olHaKO TpaAULMOHHbIE UCCJIeJ0BAaHUA KOHLEHTPUPOBAJINCh HA ero TEXHUYECKUX aCNeKTax,
UTHOPUPYS BOCIIPUSTHE COTPYAHUKOB U KOHTEKCTya/bHble 0CO6€HHOCTH pa3BUBaIOLIMXCs cTpaH. HacTos-
mee ucciaefoBaHue QoKycupyeTcss Ha 06pa30BaTEIbHOM CEKTOpE, IJie pe3y/JbTaTUBHOCTb CHUCTEMBI
performance-MeHemxMeHTa (Performance Management System Effectiveness, PMSE) crankuBaeTcs ¢ yHU-
KaJIbHbIMH BbI30BaMU: KOHPJIUKTOM MeX/y akaJleMUYeCKUMU U aJIMUHUCTPAaTUBHBIMU LieJSMH, HU3KUM
JloBepueM K GOpMaIbHbIM OLleHKaM.
Ilesb. IMnupuyeckass MpoBepkKa KOMILIEKCHOH PM-mopeny, o6beAUHSIONIEN TEeXHUYECKYI0 TOYHOCTh
(Performance Management System Accuracy, PMSA) u BociprHHMaeMyto cripaBefauBocThb (Performance
Management System Fairness, PMSF), orjeHka ux BJUSHHUS Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTh B NPOIIECC TPUHSTHUS pellle-
Hui (Work Engagement, WE) u npousBoguTtensHocTb (Task Performance, TP; Contextual Performance, CP)
COTPYAHUKOB OpraHU3alUH.
MeTobl. MicciejoBaHMe coueTaeT TeEOpPeTUYECKUH aHa/IN3 KOHLENTYaIbHbIX MO/iesIel pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTH
cucteMbl performance-meHemKkMeHTa «TpeboBaHuUs — pecypchl paboTei» (Job Demands-Resources Model,
JD-R), «Cnoco6HOCTHU-MOTHBANMA-BO3MOKHOCTH» (Ability-Motivation-Opportunity, AMO), «CouuanbHbIN
06MeH» U KOJIM4eCTBeHHbIN moaxo/1. JlaHHbIe co6paHbl Yepe3 aHOHUMHBIe orpockl 500 coTpyAHUKOB 06pa-
30BaTeJIbHbIX OpraHusauuii Poccuu. [l1s1 npoBepKu runoTe3 NpUMEHEHO CTPYKTYPHOe MOJe/MpOBaHMeE
BTOPOTo MOPsI/IKA, OLieHHUBaloIllee NPsMble U ONOCpeJoBaHHbIe 3PPeKThl BAUSAHUSA TOYHOCTH CHUCTEMBI
performance-MeHe/KMeHTa U BOCIIPUHUMaeMOH ClpaBe/i/INBOCTH Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB B ITPO-
1iecC IPUHATHS pelleHUH, BbINOJHEHHE 33/ia4 U UX dKCTpapoJieBoe NoBeJieHne. AHa/IU3 BK/IKOYaJ OLeHKY
HA/IEXKHOCTH IIKaJI, KOHBEPreHTHOW U AMCKPUMUHAHTHON BaIMTHOCTH.
Pe3y/sibTaThl. Pe3y/ibTaTUBHOCTB cUMcTeMbl performance-MeHe/PKMeHTa AeMOHCTPUPYET 3HAaYUMOe BJINS-
HYe Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTb COTPYAHHUKOB B Npouecc NpuHATUA pelienul (f = 0.58, p <0.01) 1 Ha ux npousso-
autesbHOCTh (TP: B = 0.42; CP: 3 = 0.35). BoB/1e4eHHOCTb YaCTUYHO ONOCPEyeT CBSA3b Pe3y/IbTaTUBHOCTH
performance-MeHe)KMeHTa U 3KCTPapoJieBOU MPOXU3BOJUTENBHOCTH — 41% 3 deKTa, NONTHOCTBIO — KOppe-
JIILMIO pe3yJIbTaATUBHOCTH performance-MeHepKMeHTA Y BbINOJIHeHUA 3a4a4, 3P PeKT cocTaBu 63%. Kito-
YeBbIM [IeTEPMUHAHTOM pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTH performance-MeHe/pKMeHTa OKas3aJacb BOCIPUHUMaeMasi
cnpaBeIMBOCTh (3 = 0.47) NIpOTHUB TOYHOCTHU cUcTeMbI ynpaBJeHus (3 = 0.21), oco6eHHO B yCJI0OBUSX aKa-
JleMHUYeCcKOl HeolpeJiesleHHOCTH. MoJiesib 00'bsicHseT 52% Aucnepcud BOBJIEYEHHOCTH COTPYAHUKOB, U
45% pucnepcyy BbIIIOJIHEHUS 33/1aY, TOATBEPK/1asi €€ peJleBaHTHOCTb JIJIs1 00pa30BaTe/IbHOI'O CEKTOpa.
BbIBOABI. Pe3ysibTaThl N044EPKUBAIOT, YTO PE3YIbTAaTUBHOCTB performance-MeHepKMeHTA B 00pa3oBaHUU
TpebyeT 6aslaHca MeX/Y TOYHOCTBIO LieJied U TPoLielyPHOU clipaBeAIMBOCThIO. [[pakTHYecKHe peKoMeH/ja-
LJM{ BKJIIOYAIOT BHeJpeHUe aHOHUMHBIX OL|eHOK CIPaBe/I/INBOCTU U TPEHHUHIOB /IJ1S1 MeHePKepoB 10 MeTo-
auke «CuTyanusi-noBeeHye-nocaeactus» (Situation-Behavior-Impact, SBI), uHTerpanuio akcTpapoJieBoi
IIPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTH B KJIIOYEBbIE [T0Ka3aTeJy pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTH Yepe3 yYyeT MeHTOPCTBA U Hay4YHbIX
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MHULMUATUB, ucnosb3oBaHue OKR-miatdpopm (Objectives and Key Results,0OKR) gs coBmMecTHOM mocTa-
HOBKH IieJieil. OrpaHuYeHus1 UCCiIeJlOBaHUs — perMoHabHasi cnenrrka Bbi6opku (Poccus) u pokyc Ha 06-
pasoBaTesbHbIN cekTOp. [lepcnekTrBEI — H3yyeHHe PMSE B yc10BUAX LM POBU3ALUU U KPOCC-KYJIBTYPHBIE
CpaBHEHMUSI.
Kaoueswie caoea: performance-meHemxMeHT, HRM-1esy, MoTUBanus, ynpaB/jeHUe 4eJ0BeYeCKUMU
pecypcamy, ynpaBJjeHUe pe3ybTaTUBHOCTbIO, BOBJIEUEHHOCTh B paboTy, NPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTb COTPYAHU-
KOB, CTPYKTYpPHOE MO/JieJIUpOBaHue, 06pa3oBaTe/ibHble OpraHu3aliy, SMIMpUUeCcKOe UccaeJ0BaHHe
BaazodapHocmu: vcciefoBaHue BblNoJAHeHO B 0kHOM defiepa/lbHOM YHUBEPCUTETE B paMKax MpoOeKTa
PH® Ne 24-28-01624.
Jlna yumupoeaHus: Jlazapesa E.W., l'aBpunoga 10.B,, [leknenkos /I.B., KoBanes P.C. Performance-meHe2KMeHT:
yIpaBJieHUe pe3yJbTaTUBHOCThIO AocTikeHUss HRM-nienieit opranusanuu // F'ocyjlapcTBEHHOE U MYHUIUIIAJb-
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Abstract
Introduction. Performance management (PM) plays a critical role in achieving organizational goals, but
traditional research has focused on its technical aspects, ignoring employee perceptions and the contextual
features of developing countries. This study focuses on the education sector, where performance management
effectiveness (PMSE) faces unique challenges: conflict between academic and administrative goals, low trust
in formal assessments.
Purpose. The aim of the work is to empirically test a comprehensive PM model combining technical accuracy
(PMSA) and perceived fairness (PMSF) and assess their impact on employee engagement (WE) and produc-
tivity (Task Performance (TP); Contextual Performance (CP).
Methods. The study combines theoretical analysis of the conceptual models of performance management
system Job Demands-Resources Model (JD-R), Ability-Motivation-Opportunity (AMO), Social Exchange and
quantitative approach. The data were collected through anonymous surveys of 500 employees of educational
organizations in Russia. To test the hypotheses, second-order structural modeling was used to evaluate
the direct and indirect effects of the influence of performance-management system accuracy and perceived
fairness on employees' involvement in decision-making, task performance, and their extra-role behavior.
The analysis included an assessment of the reliability of the scales, convergent and discriminant validity.
Results. The effectiveness of the performance-management system shows a significant effect on employee
involvement in the decision-making process ( = 0.58, p < 0.01) and on their productivity (TP: = 0.42;
CP: 8 = 0.35). Involvement partially mediated the correlation of performance management resultivity and
extra-role performance, 41% of the effect, and fully mediated the correlation of performance management
resultivity and task performance, the effect was 63%. The key determinant of performance-management
resultivity was found to be perceived fairness (§ = 0.47) vs. accuracy of the management system (3 = 0.21),
especially in the context of academic uncertainty. The model explained 52% of the variance in employee en-
gagement, and 45% of the variance in task completion, confirming its relevance to the educational sector.
Conclusions. The results highlight that performance management in education requires a balance between
goal accuracy and procedural fairness. Practical recommendations include the introduction of anonymous
fairness assessments and training for managers using the Situation-Behavior-Impact (SBI) methodology,
the integration of contextual performance into key performance indicators by taking into account mentoring
and research initiatives, and the use of OKR (Objectives and Key Results) platforms for joint goal setting. Lim-
itations of the study include the regional specificity of the sample (Russia) and the focus on the education
sector. Prospects include studying PMSE in the context of digitalization and cross-cultural comparisons.
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BBeaenue

Pe3sysbTaTUBHOCTb cucTeMbl performance-meHemxMeHTa (Performance Management System
Effectiveness, PMSE) sB/sieTc KJIIOYEBbIM 3JIEMEHTOM OPraHU3allMOHHOTO YcCliexa, 00ecledyrBast
COTJIaCOBAaHHOCTb MH/MBU/Iya/IbHBIX U KOPIIOPAaTUBHBIX Liesiel [1]. HecMoTps Ha fjoka3aHHYIO poJib pe-
3ysbTaTUBHOCTU PMSE B moBbIIIEHMU TPOU3BOJUTENBHOCTH [2; 3], TpaAULIMOHHBIE UCCAEI0BAHUS
NperuMylecTBeHHO GOKYyCUPOBAJIMCh HA €€ BJIMSAHUU Ha OpraHU3allMOHHbIe Pe3yJIbTaThl, UTHOPUPYS
BOCIPHUSATHE COTPYAHUKOB [4; 5]. Takol noaxoj co3zaj CylleCTBEHHbINA Npo6es B IOHUMaHUU TOrO,
KaK pe3yJ/IbTaTUBHOCTb performance-MeHe/»>KMeEHTa BO3JeCTBYeT Ha KJII0UeBble T0BeJleHUeCKUE ac-
MeKThl pPA6OTHUKOB — UX MOTHUBAI[MI0, BOBJIEUEHHOCTh U JIOSAJIbHOCTD [6-9].

CoBpeMeHHbIe UCCJIe/l0BaHUS IOAYePKUBAIOT, YTO 3pPekTHBHOCTH PMSE 3aBUCUT He TOJIBKO OT
TEeXHUYEeCKOU TOUHOCTHU cCUCTeMBI (HapuMep, oT noctaHoBkM SMART-11es1eil), HO U OT eé BOCIpUHUMa-
eMoil cnipaBeAsuBoCcTH [3]. OfHaKoO cyllecTByoLIMe paboThl GparMeHTapHbl: O4HU aBTOPbI aKLleHTU-
pytoT pakTophbl npoekTupoBaHus PMSE, Takue kak o6paTHasi cBS3b M 06y4eHUe olleHIUKOB [10], Apy-
r've - poJib BOBJIEYEHHOCTH COTPYAHUKOB B GOPMHUPOBAaHHE OpraHU3allMOHHOM IleHHOCTH [11]. [Ipu aToM
HeJI0CTaTOYHO U3Y4YeHbl KOHTEKCTyaIbHble 0CO6EHHOCTH, 0CO6EHHO B pa3BUBAIOILUXCSI CTPaHax, Tlie op-
raHU3alMOHHbIE CTPYKTYPhI U KyJIbTYpPa CYLUIeCTBEHHO OTJIMYAIOTCSA OT 3amaJHbIX MoJeselt [12; 13].

Ocobyto akTyaabHOCTb TpUo6peTaeT usydeHue PMSE B o6pa3oBaTesibHOM ceKTope, rjie 3¢ dek-
THUBHOCTb IIpeNo/iaBaTe/JbCKOr0 COCTAaBa HANpPAMYI BJHSAET HAa KayeCTBO 00pa3oBaTe/IbHBIX YCJAYT
[14-17]. TeM He MeHee, cyuiecTByIoLIMe MoAeau PMSE pesiko yYUTBIBAOT cieluUKYy aKaZeMUIeCKUX
OpraHu3aluy, Te e Pa3BUTHS IEPCOHAIA YaCTO KOHQJIMKTYIOT C afMUHUCTPATUBHBIMU TPe6GOBaHU-
samu [18]. Kpome Toro, ocTaétcs HerccieJoBaHHbIM MeXaHU3M, uepe3 KoTopbiii PMSE BinsieT Ha npous-
BOJIUTE/ILHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB — HAaIlpMMep, ONOCpeAyllias poJib BOBJIEeYEHHOCTU B paboty (Work
Engagement, WE), koTopasi CBSI3bIBaeT CUCTEMY yIIPaBJeHUs C UHAUBU/IyalbHBIMU pe3yJibTaTamu [19].

Lesb uccnenoBaHus — MIPOBECTH 3MIMPUUYECKYIO IPOBEPKY KOoMILJIeKCHOU Mogenu PMSE, 06b-
e/TUHSAIOIEeNd TOYHOCTb cucTeMBI yripaBienus (Performance Management System Accuracy, PMSA) u Boc-
NpUHUMaeMyo cripaBeyinBocTh (Performance Management System Fairness, PMSF), ouieHUTS e€ BiiusiHuE
Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTb B paboTy U MPOU3BOJUTEJNBHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB 00pa3oBaTe/IbHbIX OpraHU3alyu.
Hcnosib3ys CTpyKTypHOe MO/JieJIMpoBaHue BTOPOro NMops/Ka, Mbl ieMoHCcTpupyeM, yTo PMSE He ToJibkO
HanpsaMylo yjydiiaeT BoinosHeHHe 3a7a4 (Task Performance, TP), Ho 1 onocpesioBaHHO - yepe3 BoBJIe-
YEeHHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB B paboTy (Work Engagement, WE) - yiy4inaeT KOHTEKCTHYI0 IPOU3BOJUTEb-
HocTb (Contextual Performance, CP). Pe3ysibTaThl N0J4€PKUBAIOT KPUTHUUECKYIO POJIb BOCIIPUHUMAEMOU
CIpaBeAJIMBOCTH U MpeAJaraloT NpaKTUYeCKHe peKOMeHJAlUUU JJd aJanTalyuUd pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTH
performance-MeHe>KMeHTa K YC/JI0BUSIM Pa3BUBAOLMXCS PbIHKOB. McciejoBaHKe pacliupsieT TeopeTH-
YecKre paMKM yIpaBJeHUs 4eJI0BEYECKUMH pecypcaMH, mpejJarasi IOJAX0[, KOTOPbIA GasaHCcUpyeT
MeX/ly TEXHUYECKOW TOYHOCTBIO U YeJIOBEKO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHOM CIPaBe//IMBOCTHI0.

TereTI/I‘IECKHe OCHOBBI HCCJ/IEAOBAHUA

PesynbTaTUBHOCTB performance-MeHePKMeHTa aHAJIM3UPyeTCs yepe3 IPU3My JBYX B3aMMO/J0-
MOJIHAKLIUX TeOPeTUYECKUX MOJX0/0B: TEXHUYECKONW TOYHOCTU M BOCIPHHMMAaeMOM ClpaBejJINBO-
CTH. ITH KOHLeNMH 6a3UPYIOTCA Ha KIaCCUYeCKUX TeOPUsIX YIIpaBJeHUsI U OPraHU3alMOHHOIO 10Be/ie-
HUS, YTO I103BOJISIeT KOMILJIEKCHO OLleHUTh BiaussHue PMSE Ha BoBJleueHHOCTb M NPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTD
cotpyaHuKoB. PMSE omnpefesisieTcss Kak CIOCOGHOCTb CHUCTEMbl COTJIACOBBIBAaTb WHAWBH/yabHblE U
OpraHU3alMOHHbIE IIeJIM Yepe3 MeXaHU3Mbl [IJIAHUPOBAHUS, OLEHKH U 00paTHOM cBs3H [1]. B ocHoBe
PMSE JsiexkaT /iBe OCHOBHbIE TEOPUU — IOCTAHOBKHU Iiesiel U KOHTpoJs (puc. 1).
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CoBpeMeHHbIe uccaenoBanud [3; 20] pacuupstoT TeopeTudeckuit pyHgamenT PMSE, Boigenss
JiBa KJII0YeBbIX U3MepeHus (Tab6s1. 1). KomMGMHUpOoBaHHAs MoJe/ib TEXHUYECKOW TOYHOCTH CUCTEMBI U
BOCIIPMHHUMaeMOH crpaBeJIMBOCTH 06bsicHAeT 68% aucnepcuu B a¢pdekTuBHOCTU PMSE, uTO Noa-
TBepXKAaeT eé BaJIMJHOCTb.

PMSE
Teopusi NOCTAHOBKH IIeJI€ii: Teopusi KOHTPOJIA:
YeTkue, U3MEpUMBIE LIENH Cucrembl OlLIeHKH 1 00paTHOI
MOBBILIAIOT MOTUBALIUIO U CBS3M MUHUMU3UPYIOT OTKJIIOHEHUS
HaIPaBJISAIOT YCUIIUS COTPYIHUKOB OT IUIAHOB

Puc. 1. Teopuu, hopmupyrowue konyenyuio PMSE!
Fig. 1. Theories shaping the PMSE concept

BoBJieueHHOCTb B paboTy paccMaTpUBaeTcs Kak MeauaTop mMexay PMSE u npousBoauTenbHO-
CcTh0. B cOOTBeTCTBUU C MOjie/IbI0 TPeO6OBaHUM U pecypcoB paboThl (Job Demands-Resources, JD-R),
PMSE BbIcTynaeT pecypcoM, KOTOpbIH corsiacHo aBTopaM Bakker, Demerouti, cHuxaeT aMoLHOHAJIb-
HO€ BbITOpPaHUE 3a CUET NPO3PavYHOCTHU Leselt [21]. Saks oTMedaeT ycusieHue MOTHUBALMU Yepe3 cipa-
Be/IJIMBOE BO3HArpaxjaeHue [22].

IMNUpPUYECKUe UCCIeJ0BaHUS TOATBEPKAAIOT, YTO TEXHUYECKasi TOUHOCTb CUCTEMBI [TOBBIILAET
BOBJIEYEHHOCTH B pab0oTy Uyepe3 CTPYKTypUupoBaHHOCTh 3aa4 (§ = 0.32, p <0.01) [14]. PMSF ycunuBaet
3MOLIMOHAJIbHYI0 IPHUBA3aHHOCTb K OpraHu3aluu 3a cuéT gosepusd (= 0.41, p <0.001) [23].

Ta6auna 1 - KomnoHeHTbl Moaean PMSE2
Table 1 - Components of PMSE model

Hsmepenue PaxkTopsl ABTOpBI
PMSA (Accuracy) HWcnosib30BaHue NoBeJleHYecKkuX noka3aTesneid | Kolich, 2009
TeXHU4YecKasd TOYHOCTb PeryssipHas o6paTHasi CBsi3b Lawler, 2003
CHUCTEMBI AJNTOpUTMU3UPOBAHHbIE METO/bl OLCHKHU Garengo etal., 2005
PMSF (Fairness) PaBeHCTBO B pacinpe/iesieHUH Bo3HarpaxkaeHud | Becker & Gerhart, 1996
BOCIIPMHUMaeMas [Ipo3padyHOCTb NpOLEAYP Stokes, 2000
CrpaBeaJIMBOCTb YdacTue COTPYIHUKOB B IOCTaHOBKe LieJIel de Vries etal., 2016

PMSE BiuseT Ha [iBa TUINa NPOM3BOJUTEJBbHOCTU. B nepByo o4yepe/ b, Ha BBINOJHEHHE 3aJa4
(Task Performance, TP), yTo npeacTaB/isieT co60il BeINoJIHEHUE POPMATbHBIX 06513aHHOCTEN U 3aBU-
CHUT OT TOYHOCTH NTOCTaHOBKHU IieJieit (PMSA) [3]. O6bsicHsieT 45 % BapuaTUBHOCTHU BbINOJHEHUSA 33734
B oOpa3oBaTesibHOM cekTope [14]. Bo BTOpyw odYepeab, Ha KOHTEKCTHYIO MPOU3BOJUTENbHOCTh
(Contextual Performance, CP), yTo npezcTaB/isieT 3KCTpapoJieBoe MoBeAeHHe (MHULMATUBEI, IOMOIlb
KoJlJIeTaM) U CBsi3aHa C BoclpuHHMMaeMou cnpaBeanuBocTbio (PMSF) ($=0.29, p <0.05) [24]. MeTa-
aHaynn3 57 uccnenoBaHUM nmokasbiBaeT, yTo PMSE okasbiBaeT GoJiblliee BJIMSIHHE Ha BBIIOJIHEHHE
3a/lay, 4eM Ha KOHTEKCTHYI0 IPOU3BOJUTENbHOCTD [25].

dddextuBHOCTL PMSE BapbupyeTcs B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT OpPraHU3alMOHHON KYJbTYPbI U PETHO-
HaJIbHOT'O0 KOHTEKCTa. B nepapxuueckux crpyktypax PMSE ¢pokycupyeTcs Ha koHTpoJie [13], B UHHO-
BAalMOHHBIX KOMIIAHHUSAX LIeHTPAJIbHBIM 3BEHOM SIBJISIETCS Pa3BUTHE COTPYyAHUKOB [18]. B pasBuBaro-
muxcst crpadHax PMSE crankuBaeTcs ¢ nmpo6JieMoit 61opokpaTtuu [26]. B Poccuu kitoueBbIM 6apbepoM
SIBJISIETCSI HeJloBepHe K popMasibHBIM CHCTEMaM OLleHKH [6].

1 CocTaBJ/ieH aBTOpaMH.
2 CocTaBJieHa aBTOpPaMHU.
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CoBpeMeHHble KoHUennuu PMSE noasepraioTcs MeTO[0JI0OTUYECKON U KOHLENTYaJIbHOU KpU-
THKe, BBIABJAIOLIEN PsAJ, CHCTEMHbBIX OrpaHU4YeHUU. Bo-niepBbIX, JOMUHUPOBAaHUE KOJUYECTBEHHBIX
MEeTpPHUK B yllep6 KaueCTBEHHBbIM acnekTaM. CyllecTByolLde MoAe A GOKYyCUPYIOTCS Ha U3MEPUMBbIX
napaMeTpax, UTrHOPUPYs: KOTHUTUBHO-apPeKTUBHbIE KOMIIOHEHThI MPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTHU. Kak oTMe-
yaeT Korff, npeHeb6pexxeHrue 3MOIMOHAJBHBIMU (HAMpPUMEpP, YPOBEHb CTpecca) U NMOBeJeHYECKHMU
acnekTaMH (HampuMmep, NpocoluaJbHble MHULMATHUBBI) MPUBOAUT K HEMOJHOU OL|eHKEe OpraHU3aluoH-
HOU 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTH [27]. ITO NPOTUBOPEUUT MPHUHLIUIIAM L[€JIOCTHOTO YIPaBJIEHUs IepPCOHAIOM, Tpea-
JIOXKEHHBIM B paMKax KoHLUeniuu «Crnocob6HOCTU-MOTUBAIMU-BO3MOXHOCTH» (Ability-Motivation-
Opportunity, AMO) [28]. Bo-BTOpbIX, reorpadudeckas U KyJbTypHasi OTPaHUYEHHOCTb IMIIUPHUYECKOU
6a3bl. bosiee 80% ucciaenoBanuit PMSE npoBeseHbl B KoHTeKcTe CeBepHOW AMepUKH W 3amafHOuH
EBpomnbl [29], 4TO c034aéT pUCK 3THOLEHTPHUYECKOH NPeAB3ATOCTH. [laHHbIe, T0JIyYeHHble B UH/UBU-
JIyaJIUCTUYECKUX KYJIbTypax C HU3KUM YPOBHEM U30eraHus HEONpeAeJIEHHOCTH, He peJieBaHTHBI J|Jist
KOJIJIEKTUBUCTCKUX 06I1ecTB (Hanmpumep, a3uaTCKUX WJIM BOCTOYHOEBPOINENCKUX), IJle TPYIINOBbIE
HOPMBI U Mepapxus MOAUGUIMPYIOT BocnpusTue cupaBeinBoctu (PMSF). B-TpeTbux, CTaTUYHOCTD
B yCI0BUSX IMdpoBo TpaHchopmauu. TpaauuroHHbie Mmogenu PMSE He afanTHpoBaHbI K BbI30BaM
Industry 4.0, TakuM Kak yZajéHHast paboTa WM UCI0JIb30BaHUE aJrOpUTMOB Al J/11 OLleHKU epco-
Hauna. [lo ganHbIM Smith, Bititci, 67% opranuzauuii BHeAPSIOT IUPPOBble HHCTPYMEHTHI yIIPABJIEHMUS,
0JJHAKO CYLIeCTBYIOIIME TeOpETUUECKHE PAMKHU HE YUUTHIBAIOT JUHAMUKY 06paTHOW CBA3U U Kpay/[-
COPCHHTOBBIX OLleHOK [30]. 3TO MPOTUBOPEUUT MPUHIMIIAM agile-MeHeKMEHTa, TPEOYIOIIEr0 TMOKO-
CTU ¥ UTepaTUBHOCTH [31]. JlaHHble orpaHUYeHUs IOA4YEePKUBAIOT HE0OX04MMOCTb PEBU3UU TEOPETHU-
yeckux 0cHOB PMSE ¢ y4€ToM KpoCC-KybTYPHBIX PA3/JIUYUH, IMPPOBU3ALUH U XOJTUCTUIECKOTO MO/
X0/1a K YIIpaBJeHUIO YeJOBEeUYeCKUMU PeCYpCaMU.

Hacrosiee vccienoBaHue onupaeTcsd Ha KOMOMHUPOBaHHYK Mojenb PMSE, unTerpupys eé
€ MOJZleJiblo TPeOGOBaHUN U PeCypcoB paboThl, a TAKXKe C KOHTEKCTYalbHbIM MoAx0L0M. [lepBast rumno-
Te3a: PMSE nosi0:kuTe/IbHO BAMseT Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTD B paboTy. BTropas runoTtesa: BOBJIEUEHHOCTD B
paboTty onocpeayet cBsi3b PMSE c Bbillo/IHEHMEM 33/jla4 MU KOHTEKCTHOW IPOU3BOJUTENBHOCTHIO. Tpe-
Thsl TUIIOTE3a: BOCHpUHUMaeMas crnpaBefanBocTb (Performance Management System Fairness, PMSF)
cuibHee BausieT Ha CP, uem PMSA (puc. 2).

PMSE - WE; lpAMOe BNuAHKE

P

WE

\ PMSE
PMSF — CP: CunbHOe BNuaHue

CP PMSA - CP: Cnaboe BnusHue

T~

PMSF

PMSA

Puc. 2. Bzaumocesn3zbv PMSE, soes1eyeHHOCIMU U npou3eodumeabHocmu
Fig. 2. The relationship between PMSE, engagement, and performance

['unoTe3sl NpAMON NOJI0XKUTENbHOU CBA3U Mexay PMSE u WE, cpaBHUTE/IBHO CUIBHOTO BJINA-
Hus1 «PMSF — CP» u caboro Bausinuss «PMSA — CP» Hauwiu noaTBep:xeHre NPpU SMIUPUIECKOH MPO-
Bepke KoMiieKcHoM Mogenu PMSE. Tunel v onvcaHue nepeMeHHbBIX, Y4aCTBYOILUX B CTPYKTYPHOM
ypaBHEHUHU, [IPeICTABJEHDI B TAOJI. 2.

TeopeTuyeckre 0CHOBBI OAYEPKHUBAIOT HEOOX0JUMOCTb COAITAHCUPOBAHHOI 0 OAX0/a, COYeTa-
I011[er0 TOYHOCTb U CIIPaBeIJINBOCTb, [/ JOCTUKEHUS YCTONYUBbBIX OPTaHU3alMOHHBIX Pe3yJIbTATOB.
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Ta6auna 2 - [lepeMeHHbI€E, BK/JIIOYEHHBIE B CTPYKTYPHOE ypaBHEHUE
Table 2 — Variables included in the structural equation

IlepemeHHasn Tun Onucanue

PMSE HeszaBucumasa OcHoBHoU npegukTop («[IpoakTUBHOE yIpaBJieHUE HABbI-
KaMHU COTPYAHUKOB»)

WE MegnaTtop BogJieueHHOCTb B paboTy (Work Engagement)

TP 3aBucuMas Task Performance (pe3y/ibTaTUBHOCTb 33/1a4)

CcP 3aBucuMas Contextual Performance (koHTeKkcTyasbHasi 3pPEKTUBHOCTD)

PMSF Mopepatop/He3zaBucumas | KomnonenT PMSE: «[logaep:xka pa3BUTHsI HABBIKOB»

PMSA Mopgepatop/He3zaBucumas | KomnoneHT PMSE: «AfjanTaiiyss HaBbIKOB»

Pe3yabTaThl U 06CYKAEeHUE

Ha ocHoBe JjlaHHbIX, T0oy4eHHBIX OT 500 cOTPyAHUKOB 06pa3oBaTeJbHbIX OpraHu3aluH, 661U
MO/TBEPK/EHBI K/II0YeBble TUIIOTE3bI UCCIEe0BAHUA:

1. PMSE moJioxuTebHO BJMsET HA BOBJIeYeHHOCTh B pa6oty (WE):

o Kom6unupoBaHHbIH 3¢ PekT PMSA u PMSF 06'bsicHsieT 52% nucnepcun WE (=0.68, p <0.001).

o PMSF (cnpaBeasinBocTh) OKasaJics 6oJiee 3HaYMMbIM npeauktTopoM (=0.47, p<0.001), uem
PMSA (Tounocts) ($=0.21, p<0.05).

2. WE onocpepayet cBa3b PMSE ¢ npon3BoAUTENBHOCTHIO:

o [lns Task Performance (TP): [Tosinoe nocpennudectBo WE ($=0.39, p <0.01), noJsist onocpeno-
BaHHOT0 3ddekTa - 63%.

o [ia Contextual Performance (CP): Hactuunoe nocpegHuiectso (3=0.24, p <0.05), goJssa omno-
cpenoBaHHoro a¢pdexrta — 41%.

3. PMSE cunbHee BauseT Ha TP, yeM Ha CP:

o llpsimoe BaussHue PMSE Ha TP: 3 = 0.58 (p <0.001).

o IIpssmoe Bausinue PMSE Ha CP: B = 0.32 (p <0.05).

Pe3ynbTaThl NOATBEPAKAAIOT BIBOABI MoZiesid Sharma, re PMSE paccMaTpuBaeTcs Kak KOMOHHa-
LMl TOYHOCTH U clipaBeAnBOCTU. OJIHAKO B OTJIMYUE OT NPeAbIYIIHNX UCCIeJ0BaHUM, B 06pa30BaTe/ib-
HoM cekTope PMSF urpaet JoMUHUpPYIOLIYI0 POJb. ITO coryacyeTcs ¢ BbiBoJgaMu Audenaert et al., koTo-
pble OTMevaJid, YTO B KOHTEKCTe BbICOKOW HeolpeAeJIeHHOCTH (HanmpuMep, akaJeMUuiecKasi cpesa) co-
TPYAHUKHA 0COGEHHO YYBCTBUTEJIbHBI K IPO3PAaYHOCTH NMPOLeAyp. BoIsiBJIeHHOE 0JIHOE TOCPEJHUYECTBO
WE B cBsizu PMSE-TP noanep:xuBaet Teoputo JD-R: PMSE pelicTByeT Kak opraHu3alMOHHBIN pecypc,
CHWXKAKIIMU CTpecc ¥ YCUIMBAWIMU MOTUBaLUI0. OIHAKO YaCTUYHOE nocpegHudectBo s CP ykassbl-
BaeT Ha HaJIMyue JJONOJHUTENbHBIX GaKTOPOB, TAKUX KaK BHYTPEHHSISI MOTHUBALUs1, KOTOpbIe He GbLIN
yuTeHbl B Mojenu. AkueHT Ha TP cBsizaH c yeTkumu KPI (Hanpumep, ycrieBaeMoCTb CTYZEHTOB), TOrAa
kak CP (HanpuMep, BHey4YeOHble MHUIMATHUBbI) 4aCTO UTHOPUPYETCS B CUCTEMAX BO3HArpaXkJeHUSL.

Jns ycneuiHoit uaTerpauuu Mmogaead PMSA u PMSF Tpe6yeTcs BHeipeHMe aHOHUMHbIX ONPOCOB
JUISl OLleHKH BOCIIPUSATHSA CIIPABEeAJIMBOCTH U 00yUeHUEe MeHeI)KepPOB HaBbIKaM ClpaBe/IJINBOU 06paT-
HOMU cBsA3U (HanmpuMep, o MeToAuKe Situation - Behavior - Impact). YcuneHue BoBjiedueHHOCTH OyAeT
CNoCOOGCTBOBATh aKTUBU3ALUK COTPYAHUKOB B IOCTAaHOBKE liesield yepe3 maaTdopMbl COBMECTHOIO
miaHupoBaHusl (HanpuMmep, OKR-UHCTpyMeHTbI) U BHEeAPEHHI0 HEMOHETAPHbIX BO3HarpakJeHUi
(my6JsiMyHO€e MpU3HaHKeE, BO3MOXKHOCTH pa3BUTHs ). [l/1s1 06pa3oBaTe/IbHBIX OPraHU3aL i HE06X0AUMO
cAiesaTh aKUEeHT Ha 06pa3oBaTe/bHbIM CEKTOP U BKJIWOYATh CP B cucTeMy oLeHKH (Hampumep, yueT
MEHTOPCTBA UJIX HAYYHbIX MHUI[MATHUB).

3akyouyeHue

UccnepoBanue noatBepauao, yto PMSE saBasieTca k/a04yeBbIM JpaliBepOM BOBJIEYEHHOCTH U
MPOM3BOAUTEIBHOCTH, HO €€ 3P PEKTUBHOCTh 3aBUCUT OT GaslaHCa MEXY TEXHUYECKON TOUHOCThIO U
YeJI0BEKO-OpUEHTUPOBAHHOM CIpaBeAJIMBOCTbIO. Pe3y/IbTaThl MOAUYEPKHUBAIOT HEOOXOIUMOCTD afall-
TalUU CUCTEM yNPaBJEHUS K KyJbTYPHBIM U OPraHU3aLMOHHBIM 0COOGEHHOCTSIM, 0COOEHHO B pa3BUBalo-
muxcs crpaHax. /lyis 06pa3oBaTe/IbHOTO CEKTOpa KPUTHYECKH BaXKHO MHTETrPUPOBATh KOHTEKCTHYIO
npousBoAuTeabHOCTD (CP) B KpUTepuu OlleHKH, YTOObI CTUMYJIMPOBATh MHHOBALIUW U COTPYAHUYECTBO.
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