Creative Education Studies BIFTEHHIA, 2021, 9(5), 1511-1520 Hans X0
Published Online October 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ces
https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2021.95252

fRGgEEHNERFE LT EHXRAR

A A LAAE?

DR LR B B LR, VL M
Rl N e P S S

Wk H i 2021488 H2H; A HB: 202148104 22H; KA HB: 2021410 H29H

B

SCAE R B ML IR ) B B AR 4, ELER BRI B M KR AN RUR SR B A S S 338,
BRERARZAEARAENR, KAKIEF AT ERA T EARLE U ERZEAVRERRR. SRR
B, #GRENEREEQNEE. BRsitl. BRMRMERBEEIRIEMRKR; £aAFEL
xRN R IE RS EARIEA, W USRS B RSN B AR E R RHRAEA
XKigid

FEA, AR, MERHME

A Study on the Relationship between
Traditional Filial Piety and College
Students’ Entrepreneurial Intention

Li Zhao!?, Fanzhu Kong?

'Faculty of Electronic Information Engineering, Huaiyin Institute of technology, Huai’an Jiangsu
*Business School, Huaiyin Institute of technology, Huai’an Jiangsu

Received: Aug. 2", 2021; accepted: Oct. 22™, 2021; published: Oct. 29", 2021

Abstract

As an important part of entrepreneurial environment, culture directly or indirectly affects college
students’ entrepreneurial intention. The paper uses empirical research methods to explore the rela-
tionship between traditional filial piety and college students’ entrepreneurial intention. The results
show that traditional filial piety is positively correlated with college students’ entrepreneurial in-
tention, achievement motivation, risk-taking tendency and self-efficacy; traditional filial piety not
only has a direct effect on college students’ entrepreneurial intention, but also has an indirect effect
with achievement motivation, self-efficacy and risk-taking tendency as intermediary variables.
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Table 1. Variable dimensions and measurement items
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Table 2. Questionnaire reliability test results

2. EBEEREER
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L4218 T AR REE B RAE, AL, 0.786 0.877
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— St CBE R AR I B, e R A e 0.809 0002
SER—BURA A LIE, REE/RARE. 0.757
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T3 T AF W AN IR Bk o I 22 LS TE ol 0.796

H KA BN A 177 2T A o 0.780 0.936
R FHZH N FED. 0.831
4 RS AR T AT AR L 0.844
A e FARERCIHRE S o 0.835
FoAB=RMEAT, AN R RE. 0.777
PATRETRH, FEFRA PR L, 0.806

. NT B, e TR —E K. 0.799 0022
RARENE R 0.842
S5 AR P H L AT ) o RS ) A 2 0.834
s A B AR 0.734

Ak T s Gk AR SR AR 0.771 0.865
TR EEeE N ET H ORI, 0.732
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Table 3. Validity test results of entrepreneurship willingness

=3 BB EREER

ST
—— HEE
FT 1
A Gk Ak 0.883 0.779
B SuRaIN Ay EES TN 0.902 0.814
LB RaE— N ET A ML, 0.881 0.777
RHERRAR (e % 1) 2.370
T5 Z IR Y (Jeenh) 79.004%
BB Z AR % (e i) 79.004%
RHEARE (es /) 2.370
Ti MR Y (JiERs J5) 79.004%
BRBUT R % (heke ) 79.004%
KMO {& 0.736
Bartlett BRI A5 45 392.469
R 3

KRR B B B R kAT TR IS, U0 ss RATIA R T St 2R, AR,
6. SCUFIRSER 4
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ISR Person B0 AL R (] (A SR MEREAT K06 . A5 R UL r REOR, r (BB, AARATE (A
FARNEMU R R 24 r AN U, R Z R 2 r [N IE, R EZ M IEHORR R .
R 45 SR 4 .

Table 4. Correlation test results
i< 4. HEMRIEER

g8 BB EE4EGA B Bt 1) IR
e 1
FRERBIHL 0.882%* 1
ARk 0.821** 0.911** 1
i WA 0.881** 0.860** 0.902%* 1
(NS5 0.878** 0.853** 0.879** 0.878** 1
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N TR MERIEAE AL e 00 A 5 DR I 2 MR A AE T, AR Baron A1 Kenny (1986)
B IR R A P ASLI6: 75 4206 A PEARRAIE B R A R P EEAT

6.2.1. AN EERGEESKFEWLVBEZEHPMERKRE

NETR R NAER, RSOMEGFTE . BURAIHL Gl s 8 =3 2 AT B 04 . BRI
T H AR AL G TE SO T AR S S LEEAT [ VA A BT vh /AR B st ST B A Ak
FEREAT AT e Jm I TR A B R, X E A2 A% g 22 TE AR A & b 5 B AT Bl )3 70 #r
AR 5 Pros. MBS — A )s, BgZiEx el S ERERA R, HE
FVEW RS, WIS AL G208 5 R A G s SR ) R R R 2 7 AR AT
Table 5. Regression analysis results of the mediating effect of achievement motivation between traditional filial piety and

college students’ entrepreneurial willingness

F 5 BAMINEEGZESAFEUWERZENHNEREIFSTER

[m9 1 [m)5 2 [/)9 3
B [INA=95S
BB Bl EIE
F—b b7
S 0.781** 0.877** 0.566*
R 0.652** 0.353*
R? 0.776 0.725 0.768 0.795
F 939.985** 713.830** 899.740** 528.062**

*p < 0.05, **p<0.01.

6.2.2. BRYEERZFESAZEANEEZ NPT ERRE

KHAFRETE, X BRGNS, IR IR E 6 Prn. fEMABERMEEX —F 7
)G, EaZEE AN R EH REHER I 0.877 FEC 0461, mMkKAR N2, (AIEAERIE R
HONRZEVEA R RS, U] B IR REAEAL St 2208 5 R AR B s B i 5 SR kg 2R 70 e /B
Table 6. Regression analysis results of the mediating role of self-efficacy between traditional filial piety and college students’

entrepreneurial willingness
52 6. BERMEBEERSFESAFEUEREZ BN NERRASTER

EYER EVEW] EVEK]
Bl EINA=9
EE %4 [EUNA=9
B ;7
[ ES 0.722%* 0.877** 0.461*
EE %44 0.878** 0.473*
R? 0.775 0.771 0.768 0.818
F 934.964** 912.375** 899.740** 609.490**
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N RAEE R R R A ER, ASCRAS BiA 5.2.1 MR k. ML Rk 7 fios. 7
NE R —rh A 5, A4 TExaL s R R E 0 JFOR I 0.877 PN 0.467, FEMAMKIR R
%, (AAE AR REONR E AR 2 2 A, U B e FEAR G2 2218 5 R 2R B R S 0 5% 3R v A )
A ER .
Table 7. Regression analysis results of the mediating role of risk-taking tendency between traditional filial piety and college

students’ entrepreneurial willingness
%= 7. BRI REERSFESAFEUEREZ BN NMER RS TER

EVER [=9 2 B EK]
AR Bl EIE
ElSIE] Bl EIE

i b
S 0.881** 0.877** 0.467**
B s fii ) 0.877** 0.465**
R? 0.776 0.768 0.768 0.816
F 938.018** 896.879** 899.740** 602.319%*

*p < 0.05, **p<0.01.

7. IRGRSEN

OIME IR —BUMASE RGBS, 2526 TSRS 2 AMER R .
SACAER MR e B D ANRHENL BYEB ST, RGNS A B EEH A .
[E & — M 5000 248 P SISO [, AR B LI AR R K T I SR E A WIS g e, iiE
P NBERERIAT O, SL2 b B SCA PRSI 5 v [ s i) RS B SN . BRI, A S [ 4%
G R G SO, R SRUERT FE 5 IR 1 Ho R QD B R R . e s AR,
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HXNFEAT, BTG m e . R, BgRFE s RA b mE K
AL B IR E R, BT T e R I, RGN HCE oy DO i
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