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Abstract

Flow is a kind of spiritual experience in which individuals can concentrate on an activity to achieve
selflessness. Entering the state of flow can improve the learning effect of students. Through im-
mersion and situational teaching, virtual simulation experiment teaching makes it easier for stu-
dents to enter the state of flow. Based on the quasi-experimental questionnaire survey of 125 un-
dergraduate students participating in the virtual simulation experiment of entrepreneurial deci-
sion-making, this paper empirically analyzes the four influencing factors of students’ flow expe-
rience in the virtual simulation experiment learning with structural equation model: perceived

XEFIF: R, ETE. BT ORI E SIS EE SR ). #E B, 2023, 13(1): 159-165.
DOI: 10.12677/ae.2023.131025


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ae
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.131025
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.131025
https://www.hanspub.org/

ki, HPE

challenge, perceived ability, feedback timeliness and goal clarity. The research found that stu-
dents’ perceived curriculum challenges, ability to cope with challenges, timely feedback and clear
goals all have a significant positive impact on students’ flow experience, which is of guiding signi-
ficance to better develop and utilize virtual simulation resources and improve teaching quality.
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Figure 1. Empirical research model chart
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Table 1. Analysis table of reliability, convergence validity and discrimination validity
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Table 2. Structural equation model analysis and test results
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