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Abstract: The concept of innovation is experienced in generations, as in many other concepts.
Intergenerational research, which has been the subject of scholarly inquiry for a considerable period, sheds
light on this phenomenon. Despite the extensive attention given to intergenerational mindsets, only some
studies have specifically examined the Z generation, who have recently entered the workforce. Notably,
attitudes towards innovation vary across generations, with behaviours salient among the Y generation
potentially being less relevant for the Z generation. This seems to herald an important difference. It also
reveals the importance of deciphering the entire generation Z. Thus, it is paramount to investigate the attitudes
and behaviours of the Z generation toward innovation in the business world. Furthermore, it is pertinent to
note that career success is linked to innovation. This study focused on objective and subjective measures of
career success. It examines the perception of subjective career success between Generation Z and Generation
Y and the current situation of objective career success. Objective career success is the achievement of career-
related criteria that all individuals can assess uniformly. In contrast, subjective career success refers to the
individual's perception of their success in their career. To measure these constructs, questions and scales
were utilized in the research. The sample for the study was composed of 419 individuals from Generation Z
and 470 individuals from Generation Y. A guantitative research method was employed to analyse the data,
utilizing descriptive statistics, factor analysis, correlation analysis, and independent t-test. The findings
indicate that objective and subjective career success perception higher among Generation Y than Generation
Z. Looking at the sub-dimensions in the findings of the research, the averages of the Y generation are higher
than the Z generation in the sub-dimensions of salary and status, recognition, growth, and development. On
the other hand, the average of the Z generation is significantly higher in the personnel life sub-dimension
known as work-life balance. Research results and literature show little differences. This study offer valuable
insights for businesses, human resources departments, and interdisciplinary researchers. It also aimed to
contribute to the literature on career success for the Z generation, who has just entered the business life.
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Introduction. Contemporary businesses must be cognizant of the evolving workforce structure and remain
receptive to new advancements. Organizations with broader outlooks must strive to fulfil the expectations and
requirements of highly skilled workers to sustain a competitive edge, adopt a proactive stance, and establish
a unique position within their industry (Arar and Oneren, 2018). It is essential to understand Generation Z,
whose representation in the labour market is predicted to rise steadily each year and capitalize on its inherent
character strengths.

The Generation Z cohort, widely regarded as an innovative and forward-thinking generation, constitutes
contemporary firms' most recently recruited employees. Ayhun (2013) asserts that Generation Z is recognized
for its propensity to follow technological advancements closely and to exhibit a greater inclination to engage
with digital technologies than any preceding generation. As such, this generation is considered to have a
comparative advantage in self-development, owing to unprecedented access to digital tools and resources
(Akar, 2015). Given the ongoing technological revolution, the advent of Industry 4.0 presents numerous
opportunities for Generation Z, given their proficiency in digitalization from birth. The convergence of labour
supply and demand in the new labour market that Industry 4.0 is set to create, in turn, could mitigate the
incidence of structural unemployment from a macroeconomic perspective. Given their significance to various
stakeholders, there is a pressing need to comprehend the Generation Z cohort's characteristics, needs, qualities,
and working styles. Nevertheless, Singh and Dangmei (2016) contend that little empirical research has been
undertaken to illuminate these facets of Generation Z.

The current labour market exhibits a marked shift in its employment structure, primarily driven by the
influx of the Generation Z cohort. As the proportion of Generation Z employees increases, it is incumbent
upon employers and human resource managers to revise their recruitment, motivation, and retention strategies.
Failure to do so may impede companies from attracting and retaining the most talented candidates from the
Generation Z cohort. In addition, it may result in a lack of inspiration and motivation among these employees,
adversely impacting organizational performance (Singh and Dangmei, 2016).

Innovation within the realm of career development has been a topic of interest in recent literature. The
traditional linear career model has given way to a more boundaryless and self-directed approach (Arthur and
Rousseau, 1996; Briscoe and Hall, 2006). Such changes imply a shift in the definition of career success and
the factors contributing to its attainment (Dries et al., 2008). Additionally, the composition of the workforce
is transforming about generational structure. While the representation of X and Y generations in the workforce
is decreasing, the representation of the Z generation is rising.

Recent studies have predominantly focused on the subjective assessment of innovative career success, yet
it is imperative to underscore the significance of its objective interpretation (Chudzikowski, 2011). Notably,
the uncertainty surrounding career determination remains widespread among Generation Z, with the majority
exhibiting hesitation and confusion about their future career choices (Yulianto, 2012). This predicament
demands further research, considering the complexity of career transitions and Generation Z's perplexity.
Consequently, this multifaceted confusion necessitates additional scholarly investigation. Despite the
innovative strides in evaluating career success, it is evident that traditional career success continues to retain
its prominence.

Generation Z, the most recent cohort to enter the workforce, is an innovative generation that still needs
research. To date, scholarly inquiry on this cohort has primarily focused on students, with limited studies
exploring their workplace behaviour (Berhate and Dirani, 2021). Given this dearth of research, deciphering
the characteristics of the Z generation in the workplace poses a significant challenge. However, with the
growing presence of Generation Z in the workforce alongside two other generations, managers must
understand the operational characteristics of each cohort to cultivate a harmonious work environment. It
entails comprehending the Z generation's work attitudes and their psychological, sociological, and conceptual
frameworks regarding work. Consequently, further research is required to address the gap in knowledge about
this cohort's behaviour in the workplace.

Research shows that each generation has different attitudes and behaviours toward work (Harber J., 2011).
These characteristics are shaped by social, economic, and political events that unfold during their formative
years. Given these circumstances, each generation's objective and subjective career success can vary
significantly. Consequently, it is crucial to understand each cohort's career success, career satisfaction, career
goals, and success criteria. Furthermore, the differences between the new and preceding generations in the
business sphere must be acknowledged, particularly during this innovative transition. The criteria that
underscore these distinctions must also be carefully examined.

The study aimed to examine the objective career success and subjective career success perceptions of the
emerging Generation Z. Furthermore, the employed Generation Y was included in the analysis to facilitate
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comparisons and gain insights into the multifaceted nature of career success perceptions. By delving into these
comparative analyses, the study sought to elucidate the nuanced perspectives on career success held by
individuals from different generational cohorts.

Literature Review. The concept of career success encompasses the cumulative positive work and
psychological outcomes resulting from an individual's work experiences (Seibert et al., 1999). Career success,
as a fundamental component of career literature and practice (Parry et al., 2012), has historically consisted of
both objective and subjective elements (Lirio, 2006). Traditional notions of career success are based on
external criteria that can be measured and evaluated simultaneously. Such criteria include position, status, and
salary (Hall, 1976), which are universally regarded as indicative of career success. The salient aspect of these
criteria is that they are perceived as circumstances that define career success uniformly for everyone. For
instance, if an individual occupies a general manager position, their career success is universally considered
high based on objective criteria.

Subjective career success represents the innovative manifestation of career success, with criteria that are
idiosyncratic to each individual. This concept pertains to how individuals subjectively perceive career success
and the extent to which they deem it significant. Specifically, individual appraisals of career satisfaction
(Greenhaus et al., 1990), work-life balance, recognition, growth, and development (Shockley et al., 2016) are
instrumental to subjective career success. Generation is conventionally characterized as individuals born and
raised within a particular chronological, social, and historical context (Gibson et al., 2009). Specifically,
individuals who share similar birthdates, pivotal life events, and experiences influenced by analogous factors
are classified as members of a particular generation (Kupperschmidt, 2000). Scholars have described at least
five distinct generations in contemporary society. The generations existing in the modern world are in Table 1.
As the world continues, generations with different characteristics will continue to exist. Innovation will
continue continuously.

Table 1. Five Generations in the Modern World

Generation Explanation
The Traditionalists (Silent Generation or They were born between 1928 and 1944. They value authority and top-down
the Greatest Generation) management.
The Baby Boomer Generation They were born between 1945 and 1965 and tended to be workaholics.

Born between 1965 and 1979. The generation is satisfied with the authority
and considers work-life balance necessary

They were born between 1980-1995 — generally prosperous and dominating
technology.

Generation Z They were born after 1995

Sources: developed by the authors based on (Cilliers, 2017).

Generation X

Generation Y

As presented in Table 2, diverse scholars have proposed varying age ranges for the cohort known as
Generation Z. Is the youngest and most recent generational group in the modern workforce. Generation Z
displays a proclivity toward innovation.

Table 2. Age Range of Generation Z
Age Range i Author(s)
Swierkosz-Hotysz (2016); Zarczynska-Dobiesz and Chomatowska (2014);
born 1990 or later Wiktorowicz and Warwas (2016); Wojtaszczyk (2013)
between 1990 and 1999 Half (2015)
between 1991 and 2000  Tulgan (2009, 5)
between 1993 and 2012 White (2017)
between 1993 and 2005 Turner (2013)
after 1995 Opolska-Bielanska (2016); Ensari (2017); Dudek (2017)
Sources: developed by the authors based on (Dolot, 2018).

While the birth dates that define this cohort are debated in the literature, a commonly accepted perspective
is that they were born in 1990 and grew up during the 2000s (Levickaite, 2010; Pozzulo, 2013; Tulgan, 2013;
Akar, 2015). Despite their recent entry into the labour market, individuals belonging to Generation Z possess
distinctive characteristics and values. This generation is characterized by an unprecedented number of
monikers, such as iGeneration, Gen Tech, Online Generation, Post Millennials, Facebook Generation,
Switchers, and «always click». It is also called the Z generation (Dolot, 2018). The structural differences that
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distinguish Generation Z from previous cohorts can be interpreted as indicative of their propensity for
innovation. This group also exhibits unique attributes that have not been previously observed.

Generation Z exhibits several distinctive characteristics, particularly regarding their approach toward work
and education. One defining feature of this cohort is their propensity to cultivate amicable relationships with
their colleagues, often preferring collaborative efforts to achieve personal and corporate goals. However,
several studies have reported that members of Generation Z may experience discomfort when working in team
settings, instead favouring independent work and self-reliance (Puiu, 2017; Silinevica and Meirule, 2019;
Vitelar, 2019, cited in Berhate and Dirani, 2021). Such divergent findings regarding the social preferences of
this generation underscore their ability to establish interpersonal relationships that transcend professional
contexts (Barhate and Dirani, 2021). In light of these findings, it can be argued that Generation Z may exhibit
a proclivity towards individualism rather than collectivism.

Generation Z is an innovative cohort shaped by their digital and technological identities, which are
inseparable from them (Singh and Dangmei, 2016). These individuals have never experienced life without the
Internet and have always considered it an essential asset (Roblek et al., 2019). Given their familiarity with
social media (Gumus and Onurlubas, 2023) and the internet, members of Generation Z tend to integrate easily
into a wide range of technical work, reflecting their propensity towards technological adaptation. Furthermore,
this technological predisposition has resulted in a tendency among this cohort to evaluate career success
through an individualistic lens, as technological competence is seen as a form of self-development that can
lead to high levels of personal career satisfaction.

When discussing the career aspirations of the Generation Z cohort, it is apparent that they exhibit a strong
penchant for ambitious pursuits. According to Kemp (2014), members of this demographic are often
characterized as dreamers. Irrespective of their aptitudes, studies indicate that most Generation Z individuals
desire to become CEOs (Arar and Oneren, 2018). They are reflecting their preference for attaining immediate
and effortless success instead of a career-building vision based on incremental advancement. These
individuals are noted for their mobility and proficiency in foreign languages, which expands their horizons
beyond their immediate surroundings and may drive them to seek domestic and international employment
opportunities. The Gen Z population is remarkably adaptable to new environments and situations and is
willing to embrace risk, prioritize novelty, and avoid routine tasks (Graczyk-Kucharska, 2019; Lazanyi and
Bilan, 2017; Zarczynska-Dobiesz and Chomatowska, 2016). Notably, they actively seek opportunities to learn
and engage with individuals from diverse cultural backgrounds, often pursuing internships abroad and
utilizing innovative work methods. Generation Z job seekers expect a flexible work environment that
accommodates their individual decision-making preferences, such as boundaryless and protean careers
(Gaidhani et al., 2019). This expectation aligns with their values of mobility and a willingness to embrace
change, reflecting the transforming nature of their career aspirations.

According to scholarly literature, Generation Z is characterized by a desire to rapidly achieve professional
success without exerting much effort. This cohort seeks employment in their immediate surroundings and
globally due to mobility and foreign language proficiency. While this behaviour may be viewed as a threat by
older generations, it is seen as a source of fascination and experimentation for Generation Z. Workability is
of little concern to this generation, as they often switch jobs in search of variety and to avoid monotony. It is
worth noting that Generation Z is the most highly educated and sophisticated generation (Hysa, 2016;
Steinerowska-Streb and Wzigtek-Stasko, 2016). Only their plans can help this generation, which aims to rise
in their careers in the short term with long strides. For the Z generation, acting according to the career plans
of an organization may cause it not to rise at the expected speed.

In the context of businesses, it may be imperative to consider the Generation Z cohort. Specifically,
organizations must pay attention to the work environment to attract and retain members of this generation. To
this end, Graczyk-Kucharska and Erickson (2020) suggest that organizations may need to soften the rigidity
of their structures. Moreover, lorgulescu (2016) contends that loyalty among Generation Z employees can be
achieved by offering them opportunities to grow, explore novel experiences, and attain leadership positions.
As the proportion of Generation Z individuals in the workforce increases, organizations should be prepared
to revise their working patterns accordingly. Notably, suppose organizations seek to establish a psychological
loyalty contract with the Generation Z cohort. In that case, they must place value on career success as well as
the structure of the work environment.

The present discourse explores the potential influence of various factors on the attitudes and behaviours of
Generation Y and Generation Z in business. Factors that may shape these generational differences include
technological advancements, innovative perspectives, opinions on career advancement, utopian and faster
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thinking, the use of social media, and communication with colleagues. These factors may also play a pivotal
role in driving innovation within organizations.

The scholarly literature provides valuable insights into the characteristics of Generation Y concerning these
factors. For instance, Terjesen (2007) examined this generation's career and job characteristics in detail,
finding that they are particularly interested in employers prioritising employee training and development,
individual care, effective career management, and dynamic, forward-looking business approaches that allow
for diversity in daily work. In contrast to previous generations, Amar (2004) argued that Generation Y is
motivated primarily by work outcomes such as rewards and sanctions. A results-oriented approach will likely
drive this generation's job performance. Young individuals have been widely acknowledged to exhibit higher
levels of career success (Kerslake, 2005) and demonstrate a greater readiness to assume personal responsibility
for their career development (Hall and Mirvis, 1996). As such, the Y generation displays notable disparities
in their career achievements compared to previous generations. This assertion is based on the fact that
motivation, developmental opportunities, and workplace diversity are closely linked to career success.
Furthermore, subjective career success is influenced by individual actions and evaluations, which can also be
evaluated within the scope of these factors. Overall, these generational differences and associated factors
significantly affect innovation within organizations. Understanding these differences and leveraging them
effectively can help organizations to develop effective strategies for enhancing innovation and achieving
sustainable growth.

The present academic discourse explores the variations in the perception and behaviour of different
generations concerning workplace dynamics. According to Smola and Sutton's (2002) findings, Generation X
regards promotions as more valuable than wage increases and exhibits higher levels of organizational loyalty.
In contrast, Generation Y exhibits a propensity for job-hopping in pursuit of financial gains and career
advancements. Additionally, Generation Z's communication style is characterized by informality,
individualism, and a preference for social networking as a primary engagement means. This generation is
deemed the «do-it-yourself» cohort, as noted in the research conducted by Schawbel (2014). Moreover,
Schawbel posits that Generation Z is marked by a strong entrepreneurial drive, greater tolerance, and lower
motivation for pecuniary rewards when compared to Generation Y.

The questions to be answered in this study are as follows:

1) Is the generation variable related to the perception of subjective career success?

2) Do the Z and Y generation employees differ according to objective career success criteria?

3) Does it differ according to the Z and Y generation employees' personal career success and sub-
dimensions?

In line with the purpose of the research, the following hypotheses were determined to answer the above
research questions. The notion of career success holds considerable significance for the millennial generation.
For millennials, success is primarily associated with attaining symbolic elements, such as monetary
compensation, elevated status, or greater power and influence, within their occupational pursuits. In the
international literature, millennials in the USA place more emphasis on financial success. On the other hand,
Australian respondents said that promotion and advancement play a more significant role in their career
success. People interviewed in China emphasized that financial success is more critical (Parry et al., 2012).
Millennials generally have higher perceptions of objective career success, such as pay, promotion and
advancement.

H1: The objective career achievements of the employees in the Z generation differ significantly from the
Y generation employees.

H1la: The employees' wages in the Z generation differ significantly from those in the Y generation.

H1b: The status of employees in Generation Z differs significantly from employees in Generation Y.

When examining generational differences in subjective career success, the concept of work-life balance
plays a crucial role in career decision-making among individuals belonging to Generation Z (Kirchmayer and
Fratricova, 2017). The Generation Z cohort asserts that a psychological contract with their employer is
necessary to maintain a work-life balance. According to Bohdziewicz (2016), members of this generation
expect freedom and flexibility in the workplace to satisfy their personal and familial obligations. In addition
to wages and compensation, working hours are a significant consideration for Generation Z, with flexible
hours being the preferred choice (Fodor and Jaeckel, 2018). This preference for flexibility is attributed to the
desire for personal time, as highlighted by research (Arar and Oneren, 2018; Fodor and Jaeckel, 2018;
Hampton and Welsh, 2019; Bohdziewicz, 2016), which has found that Generation Z values work-life balance
as an essential factor in their future career choices (Barhate and Dirani, 2021).
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H2: The subjective career success perceptions of the employees in the Z generation differ significantly
from the Y generation employees.

H2a: The work-life balance perceptions of the employees in the Z generation differ significantly from the
Y generation employees.

Vitelar (2019) proposed a conceptualization of personal branding explicitly tailored for the Generation Z
cohort, who are noted for their adeptness in utilizing technology. This conceptualization underscores how Gen
Z employs technology to cultivate an online persona that may enhance their employability and career
prospects. Vitelar (2019) posits that members of Gen Z communicate their professional aspirations to potential
employers through investment in social media platforms and curating a positive online brand. Notably,
recognition is a salient element of subjective career success (Shockley, 2016), and in this regard, the Z
generation may hold a perceptual advantage over the Y generation.

H2b: The recognition perceptions of the employees in the Z generation differ significantly from the Y
generation employees. Based on an innovative approach to career success, the commitment of Generation Z
to businesses is enhanced by providing opportunities for growth and development in line with their personal
career success. Fodor and Jaeckel (2018) contend that Generation Z's digital proficiency is a significant
attribute that facilitates their intrinsic motivation for self-development and learning.

H2c: The growth and development perceptions of the employees in the Z generation differ significantly
from the Y generation employees.

Methodology and research methods. Concerning intergenerational innovation, this research investigates
the associations between the objective and subjective career success of employees belonging to the Z and Y
generations. To achieve this aim, a survey questionnaire was employed to gather pertinent data from a sample
of employees. The questionnaire comprised items relating to objective career success, such as income and job
status, as well as the subjective career success scale and demographic information. The psychometric
soundness of the subjective career achievement scale has been previously examined in numerous studies. This
research employed quantitative research methods. The theoretical foundation of the study is outlined in the
literature review section. Drawing upon this theoretical foundation, research hypotheses were formulated.

The study's participants were comprised of employees belonging to the Z and Y generations who are
currently employed in Istanbul, Turkey. Data collection was carried out through online questionnaires. There
were 916 online survey returns. It was noticed that 27 of them were not filled out properly, and these
questionnaires were excluded from the research. The research examined 419 employees from the Z generation
and 470 individuals from the Y generation. There are various rationales for selecting Istanbul as the sample
group in this study. Firstly, Istanbul was chosen due to its prominence as a city with a substantial
representation of the Generation Z population in the workforce. Secondly, Istanbul stands out as a city with a
high concentration of universities and a large student population, thereby offering a rich pool of potential
participants for the study. Lastly, Istanbul is recognized as a city where the labour market demonstrates a
significant convergence of supply and demand, making it an ideal setting to explore the research objectives
related to the employment dynamics of the Z generation.

The objective career success of participants was measured through income and status questions, which
encompassed their current income and status. A 24-item and 8-dimensional scale, developed by Shockley et
al. (2016) and adapted into Turkish by Budak and Gurbuz (2017), evaluated subjective perceptions of career
success. Three sub-dimensions of subjective career success were selected for analysis. The scale was
administered as a 5-point Likert-type scale, ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). The
Turkish version of the scale demonstrated acceptable psychometric properties (Budak and Gurbuz, 2017). An
example item from the scale is «I can allocate sufficient time for my family and friends».

This study is limited to Z and Y-generation employees working in Istanbul. It is accepted that the
employees participating in the research sincerely express their true views, thoughts and perceptions. This
study has no generalization concerns.

Results. Of the people surveyed, 419 are Z generation, and 470 are Y generation. Detailed information on
other demographic variables is shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Demographic Characteristics of the Participants
GenZ GenY

Variable Frequency (n) Percent (%) Frequency (n) Percent (%)
Gender
Female 223 53,2 280 59,6
Male 196 46,8 190 40,4
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Continued Table 3
Variable Gen Z Gen ¥
Frequency (n)  Percent (%) Frequency (n) Percent (%0)
Marital Status
Single 415 99,0 402 85,5
Married 4 1,0 68 14,5
Status
Employee 418 99,8 401 85,3
Manager 1 0,2 69 14,7
How Many Years in Your Company
Less than 1 Year 362 86,4 296 63,0
1-2 year 46 11,0 75 16,0
3-5 year 11 2,6 50 10,6
6-8 year 0 0 41 8,7
9-10 year 0 0 5 1,1
More than 10 year 0 0 3 0,6
Income b
Less than 1500 212 50,6 43 9,1
1501-3000 92 22,0 36 7,7
3001-4253 33 7,9 40 8,5
4254-5000 62 14,8 214 455
5001-6000 5 1,2 39 8,3
6001-7000 6 14 49 10,4
7001-8000 7 1,7 14 3,0
More than 8000 2 0,5 35 7,4

Sources: developed by the authors.

Table 3 presents an overview of the demographic features of the participants. The study included 419
participants belonging to the Z generation, out of which 53.2% (n=223) were female and 46.8% (n=196) were
male. The majority of the participants were single and employed as workers. Notably, a vast majority of
employees in the Z generation had a working tenure of fewer than two years in the same company. Regarding
the income of the participants, half of the respondents reported a monthly salary of less than 1500 TL, and
95.2% received wages that were at or below the minimum wage limit.

The present study aims to provide a demographic profile of the Y-generation participants based on gender,
marital status, employment status, job position, and income level. The sample consisted of 470 Y -generation
participants, comprising 280 females (59.6%) and 190 males (40.4%). In terms of marital status, the majority
of the participants were single (85.5%, n=402), whereas a minority were married (14.5%, n=68). Regarding
employment status, most participants were employees (85.3%, n=401), and the remaining were managers
(14.7%, n=69). Regarding the duration of employment, the study found that 63% of the Y generation
participants (n=296) worked for less than one year, whereas 16% (n=75), 10.6% (n=50), and 8.7% (n=41) of
the participants worked for 1-2 years, 3-5 years, and 6-8 years, respectively. Concerning income level, the
study found that 9.1% (n=43) of the Y generation participants worked below 1500 TL, and 45.5% (n=214)
worked at the minimum wage level.

The present study employed various statistical techniques to assess the scale's internal consistency, factor
structure, and descriptive characteristics. In particular, the reliability coefficients of the scale were calculated,
and all scales demonstrated good internal consistency, as indicated by scores above the conventional threshold
of 0.70. Additionally, an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) was conducted to examine the underlying factor
structure of the scale. The results of the EFA indicated that the scales effectively captured the intended latent
structure, thereby supporting the instrument's validity. Consequently, the measurement instrument used in the
study possesses sound psychometric properties and is a reliable and valid tool for assessing the targeted
constructs.

The suitability of the subjective career success scale for factor analysis was assessed based on the Kaiser-
Meyer-Olkin (KMO) measure of sampling adequacy, which yielded a value of 0.911, and a statistically
significant p-value of 0.000 (<0.05). Subsequently, a factor analysis was conducted, revealing an eight-factor
structure for the scale. The cumulative percentage of explained variance accounted for by the scale was
76.64%. Examination of the factor loadings of the individual items indicated a range of values between 0.575
and 0.910.
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A Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to examine the potential relationship between the variables,
given the normal distribution of the data. The analysis was performed using the SPSS 26 statistical software
package. Table 4 presents the statistical findings of the study, which indicate a significant and affirmative
association between several variables, namely, generation and status, years of employment, and income within
the company (p<0.001). Furthermore, the correlation matrix shows a significant positive relationship between
the generation gap and subjective career success (p<0.001).

Table 4. Correlation Table

Generation Status Years in your company  Income  Subjective
Generation 1
Status 0,268** 1
Years in your company 0,306** 0,353** 1
Income 0,540** 0,450** 0,389** 1
Subjective 0,119** 0,161** 0,153** 0,248** 1

Note. N = 889. ** p <0 .001
Sources: developed by the authors.

An investigation was conducted to compare the objective career success of Generation Z and Generation
Y individuals based on their years of service in their current organization, job status, and income levels. The
mean for Generation Z was 1.16, while that of Generation Y was 1.70 concerning the years spent in their
current company. Regarding job status, the average number of managers was 0.2 for Generation Z and 14.7
for Generation Y. Regarding income levels, the average income for Generation Z was 2.07, whereas that for
Generation Y was 4.16. These mean differences were statistically significant (p=0.000<0.05), suggesting a
significant difference in objective career success between the two generations.

To evaluate the subjective career success of individuals belonging to Generation Z and Generation Y, an
independent t-test was performed. A significance level of 5% was employed as the margin of error to ascertain
statistical significance in the study.

Table 5. Comparison of Subjective career success of Z and Y generations
Subjective Career Success

. . Generations N Means S.D. t sig (2-tailed)
and Sub-dimension
Subjective Career Success Z Gen 419 3,7613 0,55738 -3,569 0,000
Y Gen 470 3,8969 0,57232
Recognition Z Gen 419 4,1289 0,67644 -5,455 0,000
Y Gen 470 4,3695 0,63825
Personal Life Z Gen 419 3,6563 0,93269 3,136 0,002
Y Gen 470 3,5411 1,00971
Growth and Development Z Gen 419 4,0151 0,71517 -4,148 0,000
Y Gen 470 4,2128 0,70375

Sources: developed by the authors.

Based on the data presented in Table 5, it is evident that there exist significant differences in subjective
career success perceptions between the Z and Y generations. The average scores indicate that the Y generation
(m=3.89) perceives subjective career success more than the Z generation (m=3.76). Further analysis reveals
notable differences in the perceptions of the two generations' sub-dimensions of subjective career success.
Specifically, the Y generation (m=4.36) exhibits a higher perception of Recognition than the Z generation
(m=4.12). Additionally, the Y generation (m=4.21) shows a higher perception of Growth and Development
than the Z generation (m=4.01). However, it is worth noting that the Z generation (m=3.65) has a higher
personnel life perception than the Y generation (m=3.54).

Table 6. Hypothesis Tests
H1 Hla Hib H2 H2a H2b H2c
Accept Accept Accept Accept Accept Accept Accept
Sources: developed by the authors.
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Conclusion. The Generation Z cohort is considered the final generation in the dynamic and evolving
succession of generations in the business. Distinguished from previous generations, Generation Z displays
distinct and exceptional characteristics in terms of their values, thoughts, and advancements. The influence of
these factors extends to the overall attributes of the generation. Despite the notable disparities, the Generation
Z group remains a complex and enigmatic cohort yet to be fully comprehended. Furthermore, the percentage
of Generation Z members in the workforce is steadily increasing, prompting a significant research inquiry
regarding innovation in the employment structure.

Based on the present study's findings, it can be inferred that the Y generation surpasses the Z generation
regarding objective career success, as evidenced by their higher income levels. This outcome aligns with
previous research, suggesting that the Y generation is more susceptible to being motivated by monetary
incentives and promotions (Smola and Sutton, 2002). In contrast, the Z generation tends to be less financially
driven (Dan Schawbel, 2014). Another factor that accounts for the income differential between these two
cohorts is their respective employment status. Consistent with prior literature, our study demonstrates that
career advancement and professional growth are paramount to the Y generation (Parry et al., 2012). Generally,
the Y generation's subjective perception of career success differs considerably from that of the Z generation.
Specifically, while the Z generation emphasizes personal branding and self-promotion (Vitelear, 2019), the Y
generation values recognition and acknowledgement more highly. Overall, our research findings suggest that
the Y generation's perception of recognition is significantly greater than that of the Z generation. This
difference can be attributed to a variety of factors.

According to the results, the perception of growth and development is markedly higher among individuals
from the Z generation (m = 4.01) than those from the Y generation (m = 4.21). Despite those as mentioned
above high mean scores, it is noteworthy that the perception of growth and development among individuals
of the Z generation leads to an increase in their intrinsic motivation, as evidenced by Fodor and Jaeckel's study
(2018). Conversely, individuals of the Y generation exhibit significantly higher levels of intrinsic motivation.
Additionally, regarding the dimensions of meaningfulness, quality of work, and impact, the Y generation's
perception levels are significantly higher than those of the Z generation.

Based on the study's findings, the perception of work-life balance among individuals belonging to the Z
generation appears to be greater than those from the Y generation. This phenomenon has been extensively
explored in existing literature, which has consistently reported on the Z generation's desire for leisure time,
their need for flexibility in their work schedules to accommodate familial obligations, and their prioritization
of work-life balance (Kirchmayer and Fratricova, 2017; Bohdziewicz, 2016; Fodor and Jaeckel, 2018; Arar
and Oneren, 2018; Hampton and Welsh, 2019; Barhate and Dirani, 2021). The present study corroborates
these existing findings and highlights the significance of work-life balance, particularly in the context of
intergenerational innovation.

Overall, the Z generation strongly emphasizes work-life balance compared to the Y generation prioritizes
subjective career success innovation. However, the Y generation values recognition and personal growth and
development perceptions. It is worth noting that there is no definitive contrast between the two generations in
terms of objective and subjective career achievements. This phenomenon can be clarified by recognizing that
objective and subjective career achievements are not mutually exclusive. That objective career success
remains relevant despite evolving innovations in this domain (Chudzikowski, 2011).

The majority of Generation Z is still hesitant and needs clarification about the choices they will make in
the future (Yulianto, 2012). Besides, they are dreamers (Kemp, 2014). The characteristics and tendencies of
Generation Z still need to be more adequately understood and mapped. Therefore, it is recommended that
additional quantitative and qualitative research be conducted within the framework of existing literature and
research outcomes, particularly concerning the career aspirations of this innovative cohort.

The research findings show that distinct variations exist in the subjective career success perceptions of the
Y and Z generations. Given this divergence, organizations should acknowledge and account for this
dissimilarity when formulating career development plans or undertaking recruitment processes within their
human resources departments. Companies can potentially enhance their effectiveness in managing a
multigenerational workforce by tailoring their policies to accommodate the disparities in subjective career
success perceptions across generations.
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OuiHOBaHHS CTaBJeHHS NMOKOJIiHHA Z 10 iHHOBaWiii Ta IX BIJIMB HAa Kap'e€pHHUIl ycmix: KoMIapaTHUBHUI
aHaJIi3 3 MOKOJiHHAM Y

I'mobanizauiiiHi npouecy, €BOJIOLIS 1HHOBAIIMHOIO PO3BUTKY NPOBOKYE TpaHc(hOpMalliifHi 3pyLIeHHS Ha BCiX
CEKTOpax EKOHOMIKM Ta piBHSAX. Tak, Ile NPH3BOJNIM [0 BINNOBIAHMX 3MIH Ha PUHKY IIpali, Mojesiedl MOBeAiHKH
TIPaIiBHUKIB. ABTOpaMH BU3HA4€HO, 1110 CTABJICHHS 10 IHHOBALIHOTO PO3BUTKY Ta Kap €PHOTO 3POCTAHHS BapiIOIOTHCS
3aJIeKHO BiJ| TIOKOJIHHS, @ TAKOX JOMIHAHTHUX (akTopiB iX moBeaiHKH. lle CBIIUMTH MPO BAXIIMBY PI3HHULIO MiX
MOKOMIHHAMHU Z Ta Y 1 MiIKPECTIoe HeOOXiqHICTh MOCTIKCHHS crenn(ik iX MOBEIIHKH TOKOJIHHI Ta Kap €PHOTO
3pOCTaHH 3 aKIIEHTOM Ha iX CTaBJICHHS 10 iIHHOBalild. ABTOpaMH HaroJoIeHo, 0 Ha Kap'epHe 3pOCTaHHs MpalliBHUKA
BIDIMBA€ HU3KA 00'€KTUBHUX Ta Cy0'€KTHBHUX (HaKTOPIB. Y CTATTi MPOaHATIi30BAHO Pi3HUIO Y CIIPUUHATTI Cy0'€KTHBHUX
Ta 00’€KTHBHUX (PaKTOPIiB Kap'epHOTO 3POCTAHHSI MiXK MOKOMHHAMHU Z Ta Y. O0'eKTHBHE Kap'epHE 3pOCTAaHHS O3HAYAE
JIOCATHEHHS KpPUTEpiiB, MOB'I3aHUX 3 Kap'eporo, sSKi MOXIJIHMBO OIIHUTH 3a YHi(iKoBaHOIO mmKajoro. Ilpu 1mpomy,
cyO'eKTHBHHI Kap'epHUIl yCIiX BiTHOCHUTBCSA IO CHPHHAHATTS 0COOOI0 CBOTO Kap'€pHOTO 3POCTAHHS 3 IEPCOHAIBHOI
TOYKH 30py. EmmipmyaHy 6a3y mociimkeHHs c()OpMOBAHO Ha OCHOBI pe3ynbTaTiB onuTyBaHHA 419 pecnoHACHTIB 3
nokoninHs Z ta 470 oci6 3 nokomninHs Y. J[yns nepeBipky BUCYHHYTHX TilIOTE3 BUKOPUCTAHO TaKi METO/N: (haKTOPHHI
aHaJi3, KopeJsiLiiHUN aHasl3 Ta He3aleXHuil t-rect. EMnipu4Hi pe3yabTaTy J0CiPKEHHS 3aCBIAYUITH, 110 CIIPHUHSITTS
00'€KTMBHOTO Ta CYO'€KTMBHOTO Kap'€pHOrO 3pPOCTAHHS BHIIE Cepell IMOKOMIHHA Y, HDK cepel MOKOIiHHA Z.
Bcranosneno, 1o cepeqHi 3Ha4eHHs 3apOOITHOI IJIaTH, CTaTyc, BU3HAHHSI, 3pOCTAHHS Ta PO3BUTOK JUISl TIOKONIHHS Y
BUILl, HIX JUIsl TOKOJIHHSA Z. 3 iHIIoro 00Ky, CepeHill MOKa3HUK piBHs OajlaHCy poOOTH Ta 0COOMCTOTO KUTTS 3HAYHO
BUILMIH 17151 TOKOJIIHHS Z. Pe3ynbraTu TOCiPKEeHHS Ta MOKa3y0Th HE3HAYHI BIIMIHHOCTI Y CIIPUHHATTI Cy0'€KTUBHX Ta
00’exTHBHUX (paKTOPIB Kap'epHOTO yCIiXy MDK HOKOJIHHAMH Z Ta Y. Pe3ynbraT 11bOro HOCIiUKEHHSI MOXYTh OyTH
BHKOPCHUTaHI 0i3HECOM, BiIIiIaMU KaJpiB Ta MiXKIUCIIUIDTIHAPHAUMH JOCITITHHKAMHU.

KuarouoBi cjioBa: xap'epHUiA yCImix, iHHOBAI{, MOKOJTIHHA Y, MOKONiHHA Z, OalaHC MK poOOTOI0 Ta 0COOHCTHM
KUTTSIM.
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