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Abstract

The concept of corruption of university students is an important content of integrity education. As
an important participant in the current and future anti-corruption work, understanding universi-
ty students’ cognition and attitude toward micro corruption are helpful to carry out source go-
vernance. Based on the empirical investigation, this paper deeply analyzes the micro corruption
tolerance of university students from the basic cognition of micro corruption, the acceptance of
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specific forms, and the impact of micro corruption. The study found that college students generally
showed a trend of zero tolerance of corruption and were not optimistic about the future of the an-
ti-corruption struggle; there are significant differences in tolerance for the specific forms of micro
corruption, and micro corruption that violates the purpose of student cadres (serving students)
and involves economic factors cannot be tolerated. Based on this, it is proposed to build a diversi-
fied anti-corruption environment for individuals, schools, and society.
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Figure 1. Measurement of micro corruption tolerance
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Table 2. Paired sample t-test of specific form tolerance of micro corruption
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