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Abstract
Based on the research on the relationship between entrepreneurial experience and entrepre-
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neurial intention, this paper analyzes the theory that entrepreneurial experience affects entre-
preneurial willingness through entrepreneurial resilience, and explores the moderating role of
entrepreneurial families in this process. Firstly, this paper studies the mediating role theory of
entrepreneurial experience in influencing entrepreneurial intention. Secondly, the moderating
effect of entrepreneurial families on entrepreneurial intention in the direct path and the interme-
diary path was studied. Finally, the Process plug-in of SPSS20.0 is used to empirically test the me-
diating role of entrepreneurial resilience and the moderating role of entrepreneurial families. The
results show that entrepreneurial resilience plays a mediating role in the path of entrepreneurial
experience affecting entrepreneurial intention, and entrepreneurial families moderate the impact
of entrepreneurial experience on entrepreneurial resilience.
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1. 518

PR R RAE” , REH AR5 30 1R B R R E AT R SR KA, R GRS
FaE P KALSS o k) SR 24 S BRI OCE H A, B RGN, JiARG#E” #RH Bk, 200
MBAEY Rtk SEBUE IR ZIE IR AR . SRR AGNE A T8 5T TR m R “RE” .

T S RAGNY, BUFEIT T AFEGR, Wi AL bR . RO R R EOR . R AL
BRI ISE . X Ee28HE 1) H EE N Tl o ek SR, ahlkEEE— N REEER, eleE T
HRBBEIE BN E—P[1]. X—BERERZEZMERERNZm, G MWAEFE R, TE2
. FEEY SRS WIS R, GNEE AR S WAERKREE F3E T — /M ARG EIE[2]. 4
M AN NG5 4T R0 R Dy e = #4 mT AR Za0 b sz e Atk A7 165 B ol A 26 B R R B2 3]

Br T RN E iz 4h, OB A BDNAT NS Aoy B X2 RN ANAT AR B 7S T AN E
P, BHRERS S BP0 KBS B R, OB B ARLE AN R IY st 72 9 A
BLER A B B [4] [5]-

A B RV EDLZ ek =B sem, HEE RO EAR——CNL M, PLEANE R EL st
R IERIER .

2. [EIREHEL
2.1. Sl HBS5aLERE

VFZ2 SRR e T AL B A AN E TR R, EEK . MRS RER T TR 4RZ2H0C
MRESUE B T & A OCHE, itk IEA AN & Ik R, —RATRAT AR = E R —PA
B BTG, BT NI ——RIEAT fERE6]

F—, ADkE e LIS MARTONE S BRI AL A58 Re AR MAXH NV RFRRARGESE, AR
BNV AREEW S RS, Ntk &R, 5, @il ehkgns, METREZ Bt AN KFem, mx A,

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.131084 618 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.131084
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wt

R AN S ITAR AR (0 B 2256 7T B3 5 WS, SN 2 M SCREODL RS [ 7], 3=, Ahk&Een]
PAFE X R FE Y R A S O, R AR AT BELE AT A {5 O O Bk RN T AR S, SR AL AT
B ENAT A I[8] .

gr b, R

H1: G2 Ry & I A .
2.2. gkEZ /R 5e s

Duchek (2018)Rfidt 25 ) Gl 22 B AL GV A 1 ¥ EERIR[O] o XA BRI — ANt 2 28 Iy ik 8- A XU )
N B FEINRGE XML, AN BH T R R RS0 AL 7OR, Z MRS TR O E R
I NIHRESE . 5346, R AR ESA T RN IR R R, BB & R EINA A F1R,
FEAEARATTAS PR AER R (1 R [10]

ek, fR BB

H2: k2 pr 5 8L TE IEAR G .

2.3. gl SeER

HAA B e G 8 I e b i, RO (SO sa R R e . 90 A AT RE A% B 4 e 20 2
We, W20y, AR . MBI LETSE 7N AR, BREFHMENLHL%. 1t
bk, FINEIEAT BT S s K O BRI, AL BE S AL BN E PR AU, 3698 T A e E[11].

Pat, fR BB

H3: AN EIEAADY = EEAE C .

MR EE, v EEEm el a g, RN, SCER e R e s .

PRIk, 5 B

H4: SDVIELE QL 22 AL S e 2 18 4% 1 o 1E

2.4. B RERETIER

Duchek (2018)f5t 1 WL PI AR EE ZORIR: USRI R MR . Kb, RIERATCFD DA
SEAR AL B LR AR, I RO IR R, XA R R FORIR A — AN LAY SRR 2%
AR ) SR E 2% A (9] BNV SR BE T SR A 17 oK B SRR AN QMY AR A 2 SHE AN AT RATE SXBE H 73 2 1% UK
SR MESZZR, XM SR AL R e 2 R EE[11]. fEADNLFREEF, CREXT 7 B8 B R SCRE, M
TR 7 (9 SR ROR AR AR M A e AT R stk — S AN RIIPE[12] - 534F, Duchek (2018) % T3 Gk 42 56
ANABER 28 5 — k2Rl 73 9 B ML K ORI, — AR REA R s AL A NI BRI

ESN: 7K 44

H5a: Sk RE T 5 1E [F) 3 15 GV 28 oot GBI PR 2 o BUAREL T-50A QML X8 S Ak, £l
NZZlRpo s R KON 22y pod iU PN N 7/ e el A DL PN

FREE QN 2 Fir LA 25 )b, i 5L 22 00 SR DAL 2 AT — AN B ACBE[13] [14] Gk Prid i A NS
FWRE AL FIAT bl g h A s @b S R . i EME 5K 5 2 s A Qb 22 e X = A/ AS
s, HERKYEZ: Hoffmann (2015)KF Gk K EE b @b AT A B AR BR & AR SRIE A G N =Rl 2235¢
IRIE . N B UR SEIE M i B SR [15] . il e B i S RELE BNV SR 2 rhBR A% 3 . FE AL S RE T = b
KT LEG P ERWFKFOINE, MEKKIE, N7 RS N R R, R0 A5k Hx
ik,

R R :
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Figure 1. Overall structure
E 1 BAEZRE

3. SGIESHR
31 MIRER

ARSI FE G IEAE AL DL, AEAR EER A O Qi o EX “V + HN Gk
KEFMKEX “HEANA L7

e AR I 58 B + BHEET R, S R E SRR ANE . Wk BT
VR/IAR. EREHTE. KEWE. SUF B Sk, RO E A ST B s P e L G ik 5 7
Wb X 2 —. Zg a2 KRG A, GhAT AR IR, “V + SN SR ERRE
X “HFENA L7 WAEEVF 2 AT Il R RIS N 5, S SR REA AT & .

3.2. TENE

3.2.1. &R

2R RO L AN, 2 — N — R R ORI LAY & 2L, K HAE R R,
BEHE: ZRTRAGA, S 1, BN 0. E AR EE 7 ik — B T 8% P4 060 R
FEH AR GRS, W E AR R AR

N T ORAE BRI RE I BE AR 1 AR, AR R TN 45 SR AT S, FE TR R B T AN A
O B XA AL L F ML 56 BTy R BIME IR, IX — 5 8 10 00 H A 2 Tk 75 1k 45 (2017) [16], FZR
FARIE GE & A 50 R R A 1.

Table 1. Entrepreneurial experience scale
F= 1 thlEREx

A H TG
EE1 FXF a1 3z — A4l L SR CR A Likert T3] 4342)
Nz EE2 B XAk AN 5320 e A E i B CR A Likert 102 4T 5015)

EE3 Jx Aol I AR HE R e ke EE AR CR A Likert TL4RAT 305)
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3.2.2. SRR
SNLE R ENR E 2L 2% T Lifan and Chen et al. (2009) [17]137¥% i1 EIQ &%, iX &L A Fylpr
A N SN T T 2 () — il BE B T A (R 2):

Table 2. Entrepreneurial intention scale

F2 REEER

AR IR Likert T AT 7015)
Ell KON SIS T
EI2 BN — 4% Al 5O F i A
N9 ERB KA REEREZANLT

El4 e i Z ANV A5 A T iR T8 2 &
EI5 BAEAH— HEAE — e THRA KMk

3.2.3. ldk#E
SR, R AN R UL i 2 Sinclair and Wallston (2004) [14]1ATHF R HIIRI T, 21X — ]
B AT VE O 2 e 1552 (4 3):

Table 3. Entrepreneurial resilience scale
= 3.t ER

AR BRIR(RFH Likert TL423T405)
ER1 F7 T R HME I 2128 P 5 e i 4%
ER2 RNigRAEMH 4, REARE A INER R
Bk B 1

ER3 HAE F T LU v e — T3 PR L SE B a5 28
ERA AT H BRI L S5, TSR AIHAM Ak

3.2.4. BLEREE

T AN EERI R, AR R EAER N, R RERN— MR, A AHRE
SBR[ B BN EE . MK HE Carr and Sequeira (2007) [11]/0J73%, A 7R B2,
R FE) R DA BR300 3 e 5% R S 35 () = AN P 0o 36 = A0 T P 45 2 A R I 32 0 5% JRE S 45 () B
(# 4):

Table 4. Entrepreneurial family scale
4. B RESER

%

EI(EHE R S T

EFL RSB 2 5 s ?

BN B EF2 RS2 A S REAR DABLAE S 8 250 — K )2
EF3 {1 9 75 YR BE B e T {32

teim

3.2.5. EHITE
EREF, BT HENNEREBIE A, EEL RS RN E, ASCRR TR, FER Mz
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HEBEEERAR R, HERENES:

Table 5. Control variable scale
5 THTEER

AR IR “R7 BH “B7)

P R ? (Bk)

GRS ISR R ? (25 % LLT/26~35 £//36~45 2145 S L) I)
RHERRE T ZEE R ? (b B AR AR & R i 70 AR M R U A S LA L)

3.3. ZENNEMEE S

52 N AR (SR YR % VR A BRI R IR A LA 6. AR HE T AT S AN AR 3 ek 7y A T
e, DUE 4 AR S R 5 B DI S . o el g GDlg . B SR A likert
ZMET, 1~5 KIKERMN “SEEARFZ” [ “ERFER” &3 ADEFKENRH =4 &7 8“5
e TS P

A - EE IR Cronbach’s Alpha R E(7E 0.7 LA b, AR 5 h 1) AN I H (090 52 545 48 [R) R AH
ARIREE, AEIFMER. R4, ARBEERENEE, RIEFEDHSHK R, B CITC REMK
F 0.5, I HAHRHE MHIER I 0 & 37 = f¥) Cronbach’s Alpha {& (Cronbach’s Alpha if Item Deleted) 4235/, {55
R g Ranse 6, KIEERITHME IR M. WESEENEEA RIFIERE.

Table 6. Reliability and validity test of measure items
= 6. METENERE

T A T3

A5 B 4 R W FE 13 SKJE  CITC &% Cronbach’s Csnﬁ:c{hﬁ’s
Alpha g P
EEL Bt ] ] 37— A alk b A 34 % 0.83 0.73
(R Likert FLZAT 7015) ' '
EE2 T Alk N 51 43 e AR b s sk
Bldb 2 (FH Likert TLZAT 4300E) 0.81 0.7 0.91
EE3 FXF Aol I IR X 4D it e L s s % 0.83 0.77
(R Likert HAT 5015) ' '
ER1 & 7E T s [ XS 2038 ) 23 iR 42 0.90 0.80
ER2 N REM 4, REMIE DA IriEmk 0.79 0.79
Bk )1 0.87
ER3 FAHE T AT L@ i 7 AR — 18 18 A A DA S BN ot AR 0.84 0.79
ER4 MEAE G EE RN L 5, RESFMMFANER 0.87 0.81
Ell e NNk ES T 0.78 0.71
E12 BiA— &AL 52 FEAR 0.83 0.76
NIy EI3 ZKOE e kE LA T 0.85 0.75 0.82
El4 & LB BN IR FEA i e 0.76 0.78
EI5s ZRAEGEA—HRSHE KB TRA At 0.61 0.84
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3.4. FiRRE

T 0] 28 | AV G Y 3 B B T BA RS A 5E R, R — MRS A R G T BT SR F IR R ZE . DRIk,
ELZE FH Haman B9 5 R MR 22 A 06 R VR R 2= il Be e FEFT A B b, o — R R R T KT R,
M F P 22 ] REAF L. B EZMENTERR TR RREFE —FRTFHRET SERM
21.6%. ] W o — R FIiE MR R AR 5, X FEANTEAE A B 1 R JR R 2 0] L
3.5. SEIF4RLS

3.5.1. FAHRKIE
AR AR S TR W3 7

Table 7. Descriptive statistical tables

=7 R MRI R

Bl ¥ ik X1 Y1 Xa Y2 X3 Xy X5
x1 B2 s 2.946 2.494 1
yo B 3.277 1.848  0.651™ 1
Xo BV 5K BE 1.561 0271 05927  0.644™ 1
yo BNE IR 3.163 1.889 05027 049" 0379”7 1

X3 L5 1.781 0.171 0.018  0.62°  0.107 0.089 1
Xq ZHERE 1.896 0594  -0.034 -0.053 -0.132  0.085 -0.187" 1

X5 FF- 1% 37.192 33671 02597  0.244™ 0198 01977 -0521  0.453" 1

H: Tp<0.01, S,

A% 7, WTULEHSMENEETIE N AR DB/ RAR R, AL 21 E I R 5% =
0.502%%), #, H1iE9CAREZ.

FIFEt, MONETEABEE, GO NEARER, AL E TR R EOR E (B = 0.651%%),
H2 15 FHIE S .

WA Hayes /R AG 56 754, 24T Spss20.0 ) Process it Modeld, wJ LRI 8): GLIE
L IE 1A S Al B R (5 = 0.28577), H3 SR

g LRTR, Ak P RE @ L R L R, W15 AT DU R A SRR . R T 2B )
UESERE I, Pt B AR rh GV 228 07 PR A KON B KON R ) B2 2N R 4T T Bootstrap A58, 3% — R RN
(1) Clgsys X [B]EEAELEE O (ML 9), PRIUL P LRGN HF AN RO, HA £33 3 FF.

3.5.2. AHPABNERLE

JE1T Hayes 1 Preacher $& H (1185 5 208253 #7 7 7% (Hayes, 2013), 7 Spss20.0 ()24l 13247 Process
) Model8 FETT & R 404, FEACEEIE$E 5000, BEFEEIEFEN 95%.

X TR AN, Ak ST B2 7 R RN R LA 10, H T3 RN 1Y) 95% B 15 A i
XA KT 0 (LLCI = 0.115, ULCI = 0.285), Jf HAVELE 0, Fr PLBINY SR B AE 31X — i 2 rh R 8 I [v) 8715 2408
H5a %37 o

SFFRARE AN IR, Bk S EERT T2 I3 M T8N 2% 11, F TR AR08 95% B 15 K 56 X
i) /& (LLCI = —0.198, ULCI = 0.030), {2 0, fT LA M 5% i 75 31X — ik A2 A f0 1 45 %008 AN BT, HBb ANl AT o
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Table 8. Mediator effect test

8. PNAMRARLE

,E61799 LILET9 ,..295°08 LLLT06Y d
£€98°0 6TL°0 SHL0 €19°0 A
8€v'0  €E1°0 LLOO ,,.S8T0 TR '
R A
UY0  1L10 9L00 ,,,.TTE0 120 €S0 €500 ,,.S19°0 BN
“HaH
LLTO  9S0°0— 6500 900  LETO TEOD0— 8900 €010 8YTO  +HO'0  TSOO L 9VI'0 LLTO  LIOO 9900 ,L¥TO iy
STI'0  TPI'0— 8900 8000— H#bE€'0 8¥00  SLOO 9610 LETO 1000 900 6110 €40 LS80 €00 . €60 XHHHE@EE
¥STO  900°0— 9900  vTI'0 9910 SEI'0— 9L0°0  SI00  8S00 FLI'O— 6S0°0 8S0'0— 9T00— LIE0— YLOO TLIO- 6
TIr0  TLLO— LSOO 0000  TEL'0  TEL'O— £90°0 0000 6T1°0 601°0— 1S0°0 0000 LTI'O LZI'O— S90°0 0000 (F)
TS [t
110810 WS (0 8 & SEN: B g DIN D11 F'S q 110810 WD 08 {6 SN B g DIN 10711 9SS g .

(B EARE L FHILN) v 7

(B EANE L FEIN) €

(FAIARNG 'K E ) T iy

CATCY NI

“HI) 1
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Table 9. Total, direct and mediating effects
O BHE. BEMIMEPNBN SRR

Effect BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI FHRF R N AE
PV 0.431 0.051 0.330 0.532
HAEN 0.266 0.639 0.140 0.392 61.761%
BNV 1 A R 0.165 0.566 0.103 0.284 38.243%

Table 10. Moderating effect of entrepreneurial families (dependent variable: entrepreneurial resilience)

= 10. QP RERIFETHN(EEE: 2lit)
Ay, G

Vi SE. t LLCI ULCI

(F &) -0.118" 0.051 —-2.299 -0.217 -0.017

X B2 1 0.356™" 0.057 6.214 0.243 0.469
%o BN K g2 0.36™" 0.057 6.346 0.248 0.472
X1 X Xp 0.199™" 0.043 4.634 0.115 0.285
5 -0.006 0.052 -0.109 -0.109 0.097
THERE 0.069 0.053 1.29 -0.036 0.173
R 0.099" 0.046 2.178 0.009 0.19

*

¥: "p<0.05; “p<0.01; Tp<0.001, HIHXUMKLS.

Table 11. Moderating effect of entrepreneurial families (dependent variable: entrepreneurial intention)

F 11 AP REMETHN(EEE: SWER)

AR S y, Ak R

Vi SE. t LLCI ULCI

(H & 0.050 0.066 0.748 —0.081 0.180

X BML 22 7 0.318™ 0.080 3.981 0.160 0.475
y1 BINE I 0.311™ 0.089 3.518 0.137 0.486
X BIMK K 2 0.024 0.079 0.297 -0.133 0.182
X1 X Xp -0.084 0.058 -1.453 -0.198 0.030
51 0.131 0.067 1.958 -0.001 0.263
THERE -0.013 0.068 -0.189 -0.147 0.121
RS 0.063 0.059 1.065 -0.054 0.180

*

¥: "p<0.05; “p<0.01; Tp<0.001, HIHXUMKLE.

AT CARE— DR AT R A KT S AR R R AN R, AR TN E DI TR, R
R R I, AR ER T HME— AN riE 2R, g simple slope x, = M — 1SD = 0.157 (t = 2.007, p = 0.035,
95% CI = [0.003, 0.310]); 1M 4l 5K e & T ¥ME— M r#EZRF, B simple slope X, = M + 1SD = 0.556 (t =
8.575, p = 0.000, 95% CI = [0.428, 0.684]), ¥ 1 AN EEIEMHT /X —id (% 12), 5 Hea W& .
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Table 12. Moderating effects of different values of moderating variables
= 12. AN EEFRRE TR

Xo BV ZK i Effect S.E. t p LLCI ULCI
M - 1SD =-0.271 0.157 0.078 2.007 0.035 0.003 0.310
M = 0.000 0.356 0.057 6.214 0.000 0.243 0.469
M +1SD =0.271 0.556 0.065 8.575 0.000 0.428 0.684

4. B 5EBER
4.1. &

F—, A& e EEEmMA AN EE, 200k N AR A SR, R A
AT BN X — 3G A i, ARG A R TN & AR F 55, 1o ELARA R i AR
FEABATTON o IR TEA ST R EHE A5 2 T RS ——HL $E Ry B2 .

B, AV SR T T AR B0 [ 5 A A4 [R]85S (T 15 2808 95% B AS K 4% X A KT 0 (LLCI =
0.115, ULCI = 0.285), FF HAVELE 0), 117545 2% 1t B 80N PR 52 0 DA 35k 2 (U 55 280 2 1) 95% 45 A 3 [X [
#&(LLCI = -0.198, ULCI = 0.030), % 0). Rk, v LAAIE AL K EEL 5t R 2 5a b Gk 2 i x Gk FE
VRN AR LI 2:

Y,=0.356+0.199X,

e S
------- SHEHL R

0.2 Y,~0.318+0.024X,

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
@l B, (A1

Figure 2. Changes in conditional direct and indirect effects with moderating
variables

B 2. FHEESNMEE N EENTL

F=, GNLEIPEE DL M ENLE B Z FLER TR, HA BB TR HAESE, W T ekt
Doz Hi ek 2 prmifs 25aik,  Hax Sl e g™ A2 IR i g2 .

42. MRBTEEINL

F—, MSRERTINE HIIEBE DL AR . AW 1 ahlkge po Gk s i i, DU aNE
EE (IR A P o R, SO 1 DA g A T LA AT« BSORT A 11T A 0 4k M 12 2 R 3o 2 ) R N (B
HAREERAE T N E VRN B, 8 A 12 nE Ik sl Al AR S R Qb e 2% 3, X RERT
DMEASIE B ARG R AT DA 0 Pt a4 B SR BE T S 2R L B 2 R LS A A 8] 1) o b (e mT
LS il 5 AR I EL AR 22 AT R BINL R, X AT AR m ALtk T MR, EREZ M AE
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A JE e FE L AN, AEREIR m AR . X EDLAR S HU (BN IIHURE . AL as. Sl AR BT A 5F)
R, EHEAENHERIAENEZE S, B ORI RSS A W RERE% 2 [16]

S O BB QML R K S AR ] T EAS R E AL WEFCESRUESE 1ML BIE R R 1R
QPR —Fh e A E PRI R, AHCERTT 7R 2 S AR SIS O BV SR, [FIHB R i e Qk # 4R
BHE Lo SR DA =R — R RGN, CLRAR AN E PR R ) T RIRALL IS, R
QML AP RO R A OB R s =2 3R ENLE I, AERIEE RN R IR B . X = A AT
LSR il A2 QDL I RE AL, AEARATTSE R SR K2 RE AT, TG INAS AR . 0 T2 ROk, #8
AR ONLBE R, ZRA DB R BB b SR AL B E 25 Ak DU AR SRR SD,
DAt sEitt, A TR B LN A, BV GNLE S A RETEFE e, FR, AR
ML FCE AR PR T2 A5, T N2 17 B A ST T K A SR AR B 2 BT AE BIE B N LA [17]
4.3. WsEER

ARCAFAE—E R RIRE: 55, ASCHIWEFREA LI R B0 T AN F T b A A s 22 B A
PPN ZE A, B R HOVE B A ) R ATES B EE b, DAIR R A 1R )

Fok, B2 Py s Gl JE Y R A T R A LGNV, B AR AR S AR . AR T
B 22 g it o0 B B AR BV ) S o B R i S5 A ST RT PLigtE — PR R LB R R A X — i AR i A

YEH.

SE 3k
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