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Abstract

With the increasing employment pressure in China, there are a lot of college students feel anxious
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about employment. This study aims to explore the situation and differences of college students in
achievement motivation, perceived behavior control, entrepreneurial intention, and epidemic risk
perception. It is of practical significance to establish a moderated mediation model to investigate
the influence mechanism among the four factors. The results show that: 1) The entrepreneurial in-
tention of college students has significant differences in gender and grade; 2) Achievement motiva-
tion can significantly positively predict entrepreneurial intention; 3) College students’ perceptual
behavioral control played a complete mediating role in the relationship between achievement mo-
tivation and entrepreneurial intention; 4) Both the first half and the second half of the indirect effect
of achievement motivation on entrepreneurial intention through perceived behavioral control are
affected by the level of risk perception.
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1. 3]

B B EIE R, 2024 54 [ s R E AR BB TIUT Ak 1179 73, FRA B s (R S AT
2024). HATHOW T ARG, R AATT A 0T 3R N 2 Jo A iy sl 7 e AN AE R sl E 7
WENAEGTIE S BB, SIS FIZZ MR AL 20 JE S8 A B2 L. 2021 4F (KTt —50FF
KEFAERFADL TR SR , BRSO TG IA I, RS B8 R 3 & Je
ERES I E B . DR A, DR RN R BN AT A A R Fe AR GE TS T, KL, 2020),
I, A I ARG RS R AR B ) A DG R R A gL, R R A AN AT A TT R S
W

B R QD& ) () B NMAAR B, B LR R MA R ST NS A B AR %5, FF
BAEAT S 3R1E RN B (McClelland & Burnham, 1976), XHATARA MK . AERAE T 1EH . Y%
R, AL N E E Ak & B (McClelland & Burnham, 1982; Karabulut, 2016; #5111,
FAil, 20105 FhERAE, 2011; [EI5UHr. 2020). CAWFFEERM, RUEtahHLE TN A b A& 1) () 25 BEPR 2 (T 4
A, 2015; IHAE, 2016). P, $EHMERB 1. st BhALEE S IE A Tk e .

AT REEH], R H CREA AR S 4% X 2 2 B 1) PPl (Ajzen, 1991) 0 s ZNHLIE N —Fh IR )=
RINTRS) T, W AMERRREAT MR G & AR R, BA&EmBURsiLAME, B 3RAEE
TSRS A, 2015), X EH CEAETIMRRKITA, VONE AR NERA — @ RS S IR IR K
I, W E AT NGRS, Bk, RO s L e RE IE A TN AT AR . 4T 8T RIER S (Ajzen, 1991)
P TR NE RN A ER, SARSE BRI R o, AT A
A [ R K (Ajzen & Fishbein, 2005) . A RAAT AEHIMERT 5E BB LB, HAFHHAES) (U
L) AT e A AR R . BT o i T R A S R B I R BRI, SRR 20 K
AT RS AT BRAE BUR S-S KA Gk m) (A & 3 A AEH

PAS BN BT RE S b dd A AL R — AN T AR B KU T T DA SR A A o 4/ SR (1 J8 e
FRAR, BT AME LI 4%, 2020). AR RGHEB NN, BT AR MER K SHEEELEH

][l
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YER 145 $ (Bronfenbrenner, 1989). G EIA BB E, AMTRAADFAREEVIAR 8 A A 52 H,
AR AR AR S AR T ) — R B 2 R e, A7) T e A 2 Jd e BIAS [R)FE B2 (1 O B ) (R4 72, 2020),
I HAR KL |32 3 AR AFIE 820 (Franke & Lithje, 2004). AWFFIAN, BB HBEHMERAMEED
R E AEAKE, BT E R, DUBSREI)(FLEE, 22D, 2020). Rk, B & ROl sl e A
ATRE N AT S B Pk, RIUH B AP 1 B W BB IR IE DA A 30T, MM REkTh, 724
AR, DARRAS S 1) F IR AR SR, LB BN, BT R A, AT RE TR AU IR
WETARIKPRS, PR SR A AL SR, PR T i H R R IR S I B W I [RIRE, TR AEIAT N
P AN AR SR, RS IR R 2 e LR %5 U SR L. (Rt Bk 3. KU AIZE “ sk 2L
—BHAT R AN R 7 X — AR DR BU s a7 X — B AR R TR

g LRATR, AU LLR AR, R Ok sh L G s, DRI ENAT i )
HHAE P RNEE R S R R o BRI, B FORR T R ) 8

1) BRI G R m g s 2) AT e U SN S G A A R R A ER s 3) KU
JERNTE B AL BN AT sl 2 B BT AR F B AT Jods i) 5 Bl 2 17 22 18] 8 75 8 FH DA R B8l
WU Al 2 8] (8 /R T (B an 1] 1 o)

AT 9
AR |

Jt AL eINA=N

Figure 1. Diagram of the hypothesised model
1 RRERE

2. NRE5F*
2.1 W&,

A T 2% A R 3, 1) L 2R VTR S K2R AR R R T 231 4 el A, 59 B T R ek 8 e 2= H e
BRABRFBNE 217 1, BRERN 93.94%. FAHF 42 N, 5L 19.4%; «H4FH 175 N, Sk 80.6%.
AHAN, K—FEH 54 N, KFEHST N, K=FZ31 N, KNUEL64 N, HFRAERLL 11 A

22. TH

2.2.1. EEHLESR

AHF TR Gjesme I Nygard il , A 8558 A BH 14 s 3L & 38 (The Achievement Motive Scale,
AR AMS) (M8, Hagtvet, 1992). SR NG, 75218 R8I (Ms) k5 i (Maf) . 3£ 30
TERE, BNERE 15088, R 4 5000, R0l R R AR . S BRI o A A
(Ma = Ms — Maf). 183K s Th Ak 5 2 M Cronbach’s o %073 %) 0.904. 0.905, & &% Cronbach’s a
F474 0.866.

2.2.2. LR EER

AW FF Chen 25 A\ T 1998 gl 8% (Chenetal., 1998), 3t 5 MEH, Bl “IREEEI R E K
k7 o R A LRI E ORI L “IFE O A R ARIREIERDGEBATE” o “FRXTFIp
HOMARE L RGRAKIEE” | “BOHFHECHAFTCEHM T ROoKHES” o /5 mitaik.
%) Cronbach’s o %5 0.915.
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2.2.3. BENITAIZHIRR

JERENAT Al (o m] DU I Y B FRACR BRI . A 7R H Lucas 5 Cooper Zwiil, % BET 1)
ANl B R ABERER (AW, 2009), ZERARE T HAYEE: —LA0H8EE, RN B RAH )G e
JIHRRE R R NG ARIE, 48 M H CAERDETE 3 R F1 R SZRE IR O =ML IR A, FRRIIL
ML, I EHLE O DR RE, FEAMRTEQDL I FE RS A PR K RGO TR A LUK,
SEFRAMANT B ORI RO EZ S LR . JE 22 AMEH, o 7. 8. 100 22 NRIAESTTH . &
1) Cronbach’s a £ 0.879.

224, REERMEBR

SR FH T Jo8 2 R0 % 5 N s ) 1 0 M 228 2 15 RIS SR R B 2 (PRCPS) (05 J £ 4%, 2020), iR A6 =
ANVEAGJZ I, 5302 AR T 4 B2« DA ) I AUAS ] 5 P B ) O BRERAE . o, 5T AR E
(Napper et al., 2012), #HEIEFE A Likert 4~6 fiit4y, HAEE 4 BN ATH5r . 8K Cronbach’s o 5%

4 0.814.
2.3. BURSHT

K SPSS21.0 J H 7227 PROCESS U A 1 i) 45 1k A7 Hd AL FLAN G v 4347 o
3. &R

3.1. ERFZERERE

T HIF T 3 R A A TR S A TR, PTRE R B R IA R ZE N . TR R R, At A idE i
BEAHE . R SRR T 7 — & fHl. thah, H Harman B8R ZAG I VEIG T & A7 AR 3L [F 7
P ZE(Podsakoff et al., 2003). 45BN, RHEE KT 1 WETIE 134, HPE—AAHFRm S
SN 20.65%, /NTIGFARTE 40%, FRBHAH FUAAFEAE ™ B (W)L R 7 i 22 (S 0, s, 2004).

3.2. BLEHWAMETTMEX S

X B A AT IR VE ST T T A Pearson ARG AT, S5 RN 1 TR SRR S AMY R ) 2 U
Ky BEAIHLE BNV . AT s 8 AR, 5SRO B2 AR R 5T
PR F IR, 5 XSEAIAR AR .

Table 1. Description of each variable statistical correlation analysis results

# 1 ELXEMNHERRITEXINER

1 2 3 4 5 6
1) 5 —
2) FH 0.052 —
3) HuHEhHL -0.125 -0.021 —
4) Ak = -0.132 -0.176™ 0.290™ —
5) AT Az -0.121 0.042 0.539" 0.373" —
6) SRR N 0.019 —0.050 -0.121 —0.025 -0.121 —
M ~1.406 70.636 11.811 19.212
SD 10.412 11.201 4,765 5.510

FE: *p<0.001; “p<0.01; p<0.05 FH.
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3.3. BHIT AR P A B ERLE

N8 BN AT R I TE A S5 R 2 AR B 1) 2 TR 5 R B A AR A, AR I A A T 4
(2014) W pi s ASHIEFU R Hayes 1K 1) SPSS % #%2 /7 PROCESS H'[¥] Model 4 4% (Hayes et al., 1996),
FEAEH] T YRR AL N, 3 B ENAT Jada il 26 Ut S LAT G b 2 i [ F) A 2808

Table 2. Regression analysis in mediation effect analysis

= 2. PR HFFHEYFSHT

=] 3 77 7% EYEEY - #vE2 s AR FR bR
g B T AR B t R R2 F

45 -0.25 -1.49

LINS=3 0.31 0.94 11.06
ELBIHL 0.27 4.24™
45 -0.14 -0.95

JRENAT Al 0.54 0.29 44.44
BB 0.53 9.19™*
4 5] -0.21 -1.28

NG Bt 0.12 1.59 0.40 0.16 13.22
JRINAT Mgl 0.30 4,00

T B AR B R A E AN AT RS, 1A

GER L 2, FEEEE] TR RIS, Bk s LR IE B m (B = 0.27, t = 4.24, p < 0.001),
B AL R 2 1E ) TR R AT 4281 (B = 053, t = 9.19, p < 0.001), K mh ShHLAIEEIAT Jyds il [ Ik 4 A
[ 7 FRET BT Bl ) ) 1 ) TR F AN 5235 (B = 0.12, t = 1.59, p > 0.05), Gk H FRALRERES
3 T A S AE 2 1 (B = 0.30, t = 4.00, p < 0.001).

KW ZE 47 1E 1 434 Bootstrap 7 v2:HE 7 (il A8 B, 5 A4S, W, RRPHZIIE, 2022), @A HEUE
A 5000 &%, Attt 95% M EASIX (A, S5 R WA 3, SFVAELE RN S BIMLE R TR R /AR
ab =0.16, Boot SE =0.06, 95%ff & 15X /8] 5[0.06,0.30], L. FIRBIAME 0. AR G BN L
1 ab/(ab + ¢’) = 50.14%.

Table 3. Mediating effect size analyses for total effect, direct effect and intermediate effect

F3 BWN. EERMNEPNYN S HER

BNAE SE Boot CL TR Boot CL R AR % N AE
RN 0.28 0.07 0.15 0.41
BHERN 0.12 0.07 -0.03 0.27
JRENAT )
9 0.16 0.06 0.06 0.30 50.14%
1A R °

3.4. R ETYHRAEE

5, K6 ML I BN AT R T R 2 A ) 1 ) A RO SR 7 52 B KR S R, A
W5t K H Hayes JF & 1) SPSS %25 PROCESS H i) Model 59 (Model 59 {55 th AR AU (a2 BE . e 2B
DL B AR 2 2T, 54 UL —E0) (Hayes et al., 1996).

SERANTE 4 Fon, EEH TS RREGLR, Bl sh AL A8 2 1E R TN 4T NI (P = 0.33, t =
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9.18,p <0.001); FELENHLAN XU RN 1t A2 BTG b 2% 1) F 1 i) T 2% B 32 2 (B = 0.15, 1 =2.79, p < 0.01),
DRI, BB ML 22 3 B AT g g DT G b 2 1 Py i A4 P I 4 3 A0 52 380 XU i o (R TR 1 o RINE,  JRRRNAT
Pl e B3 1E [ FU L Z (B = 0.33, t = 4.33, p < 0.001), BREN4T A il A0 XK 4R £ 58 5. 35 % )
V7 1 I ) R R B 2 (B = 0.15, 1 =2.79, p < 0.01), [EIitt, XU 505 78 BN 47 a2 1) 5 )b 25 i) 22 )
RCVIAEF o st AL b 35 170 11 000 RN AN 2 3 (B = 0.07, t=0.83, p > 0.05), Bk shbl-5 XU A r)
A2 EL T BMY 2 ) B RN AN B (B = —0.12, t=—1.85, p>0.05) . Z¢ b, KUK BN RS 7E AL FR) 1 B AR
JE BT E R GRS, s, 2014).

Table 4. Regression analysis in moderating effect analysis

= 4. WIS FHEYISHT

EVEppE EVEES (€TE 2 BARIA Fa bR
g B T A% B t R R2 F
o P57 -0.13 -0.88
JFNAT N FE . 0.57 0.32 25.10
B AL X 0.57 9.56™
AR50 U -0.03 -0.46
XU 0.15 2.79™
el -0.22 -1.41
Bt X 0.07 0.83
LEINS=3 0.43 0.18 7.92
KRGS0 U 0.02 0.29
XU -0.12 -1.85
JRENAT AEERI M 0.33 433"
MU 0.16 247"

T S A MO AT RS R R A P ST, SRR AR T, e USSR 22 P S8 O — At
ZEop N P ARZAL, BRSNS, SR InIE 20 & 3 R .

29

0.5

RAEAT JE

0.5 /
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= T R S5

—— RS A1 B

Figure 2. The moderating effect of risk perception on achievement motivation and perceived behavior control
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2 WY, TR XU B ZH (M — 1SD)HIAMA, sl sh LGk B nAT Dy il ) 1 1) Tl 44 FH 2 25 (B =
0.42,t=6.14,p < 0.001), T =R AIZ(M + LSD)IAMA, Bl sl AL B RN AT g il (1 1F g F000 4 FH
(B =0.72,t=7.97,p<0.001). P, AL XY =5 1 7= AR 5 e i 72 52 21 XU BN 1 1 5

] = AR
1.6 —— IR XU S0 5

144

1.2 1

U=

14

0.8 1

0.6

0.4

0.2 1

0

R ENAT o f2 1 v R GNAT D
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Figure 3. The moderating effect of risk perception on perceived behavior control and entrepreneurial intention

Bl 3. RSB RAT RiEH S e B E AT ER

Kl 3 3R, XFARRU EAIZH (M — 1SD)AMA, BT s il oG b =5 1 (19 1 ) T4 FH AN 2.3 (B
=0.17,t=1.73,p<0.05), X & RSN ZL(M + LSD)FIAMA,  JBARIAT A il ek il 2 g (49 1 fv) 93000 6 P
H58(B = 0.49, t = 4.72, p < 0.001).

G RE, B I BT A et )b 2 1 7 A S g dok R 2 B KU N B R R . SRR
BB R 224, At S L Ik B 47 g il % Qi Ml i 17) 14 A1 32 48 index = 0.07, Boot SE = 0.06, 95%
1 EAS X ] 24[-0.01, 0.22]; % Ty USR58, k[l 208 8 index = 0.35, Boot SE = 009, 95%
(1 &5 X [A]°4[0.19, 0.55]

4. ¥1ig

AL TR A AR b, R T R AE G E AL AT AR AN G A B SR AR A ST
PRUT T RS BB B 1 2 i, R RS IR AT E A A SRR SRR 2, R0 1 XU N 7E st 3L
A ) 2 TR AR, A 70T LU R S A Gl 3 i e i — e (O BRRARH, NHE TR SR
BERTAT PRI

4.1 EEREIH SRl EREX R

SR EL s MR E R N eNE &, B sl sk, 45 RE A
F—B(FrE AL 2015)0 ST RN, GNMLEON R AL Rz —, EFRBOR, a5
SR F AT QN I, Bl KT s 225 AT RIS AR — S B AT R SEEAS NN AR
. B, QIERETS SR AT DY T8 10 & ASE R B3 T A 1a], e KUz g el i, R S8 KRR E b a2 3L
JRIIER (T, 2018). Fi4b, BUREIHUECRI R4, HEAATREH ML E R ENLSE, #— PR
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], T H s S LR A, AR R A SRR S 0, A AT REE B AL (PR SE, 2011). PRI, FEGDY
HEEREY, MiZEENRAER TR s HUR SIS 78, AR EARA A et A m
ALAT A

4.2. BT HIEEIRSNER

AHFFERIL, AT s L SR Eh LS Gl 5w AR 2 76 4 rh A E T ONEEAT il e, i
AR QDY [ i AR AR AN R, TR R RE S A B 2 sl L i A LR AR AR T . Weiner O
DS, NITEE #2A 08 H QAT TG HRIE R FdE, AREEE DT S5 R sl W oNEYE
JE5 I I A 5%, RE PEAEFE S BUPARCSR I U 5%, AT E L 5 4 IR 4k 855 )1 5 1A 5K
LB LR MR AE B BRI, A FERINA O, ANRE R W USRI, IR k855 ),
FoRoir T etb s, LA EE. HEA KRS . BB 5 0 AR B R TRt
LK BRI AR, BB 5 A T4 R, BRI 5 AR T A EE, BfEOAL, JFPERE
AL, AT AR (S, 2 m el B BBk,

4.3. RERMEBATSIER

AT TER I, RS RN RE % AE AT Y I B AR MG P B AR R T . A OFEE AN, RO AT A
L NFIVEA RO T AR R AT A AN F ) SR (Z2 52462, 2005)0 BRI — AN BRI, Al
FRNAT VRN 21 B0 RS G0 5 AN ) PR T W RS S 2 R B AN [ 9 S5 N2 o A B IXURS: 200 5 A ) 156 D »
2R ER LR T, ot S AL RN AT Dy i) (0 A P SE 5 . T RE R v XU TR I L T, AR S5 SR
AHERERIE R, SOREIHVE S MAR By “ B @B, B BRmIF(FMRSE, 2011), HAEREHS
MEEC, BRWNXERSBINET R, YOV E O R RF DT, FRR 5 WL RN, Xk
ik EAES BT AR AT 22 96 M7 98 558 Sk RN AT D .70 5 70 AR sl SIATL I 388 1) R s 8] A 241 2R
B HAT IS ACT AR, SR USRI, 4T 90 54 il AT B o

RS P =/DR L SA i TV NP A /S o N R SR RIS NP £ s i NSt
Gy A S R B BN R AT s AT AR AR, X B ERE R ANS, w5
FH, RN SS RO, Ml B, AR R XU R L R S T BEE i i & M S, X AT B
T OV F RSB 6 RESERIIT T, R TA N FO T A R B Z AR . AR, Bl
W G EAT R EAERE, B0, EsRE ok, ke, BRE. .0 R (Shaver & Norman
1995),  1EFEIX A JE 1 A2 1 RS, 38 52 e XU FR) 17 0 40 e DRty 2 v SR 2 ) 0 ARk & o (HL RIS
FRAEMAT QNN ZE I, BEVER B B 1E3E Bons st S LBV AT A EE I ACFRAR I 22 AR 14T
WE L 5] T R AL, BRGNP B e, Bt Rt QL BE 58

44, BESRE

LRI, WETTEE R 1 ot ST KA 2R Il 55 1A AR 0 e SRR AT D il (6 Hh o A PR XU, g
FOREAEAE A, RO RS TN RR R R R, FE TSGR, e EER AR,
R, PERE MR MITZIZHT AT, EebEBATIA BN, AELEF3E B S, JATA e
SINE AR IR, R R AL, B H b A Ui () B 47 b R B0 2 DU AR R B S o 2 A . &
IR At BB I E E il AWFTONMIRME T e M B, ARAEMNLIR T I, SR
SRS BB AT P A AR B OTE, FE QLB A T R T S R A A A S O MR,
FUR ARG XA FRHE 22 AR BE R S ST, BSOS m i 2 A2 m] DUy L 22— ek
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FERLRI AR S5, DM HE SRR T I G B SILEUIR K 224, 7T DLk 5 e R S v (4 55, ik
TG SR, (et AR . AN, “ERAT LT R & I BINL SEBGR Sh M AZ i B 5. yr e fit
B A BNV RIS, BN e sk i . s R DR B SRR AR IR G AN R I Y
TR, B2 A e RIS T 324, SRR RS2 AR BNLAT . R UE, AR SRR, DA
W RAZAE X T B SN 1 R EII 5k B IR, 456 B S5 U i m A= .

I, ASHFFEAFAE A2 Ak B 5, EWFREATTI, BER, B tbfl Ry, polpiE
PEARXT R B HK, AW TR FBEWIETT, XPUR MRS ST 7, AORBT ST AT LRI R BE1E, 38T
PAMEIN VTR LR U7 %, i SR R RN AR IR, EE AR . 5, BHaAN R,
AR TR L3 FEPELH RS XU 150 K 22 A b A ) s A

5. &

AT H AR 458

1) KREFECNLR AR MER AR R R

2) = TERE, ot LRE S B 15 1 N AL R

3) il TERE, KRR RRREIAT R BSOSt Eh LS Bl e 2 [ 5 4 rho R

4) P 7RIS B LI B AT D s B b v PR TR S8R FR) RI 2 M 2 A T 52 38 XU
EENACTIIFEN, BB AR AN SZ R .

£ E&WA
(R EZOHET LT H EZWM ) (GZY-FJS-2024-008).
SEEk
hE, AR, e, WALEL(2016). ML S ANE MR BRI PMER. g S g, 7(1),
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HELW, £4i(2010). AN NFFEE A AW 280 Gk 3 A 85 —— B T WS G E R . B R, 7(12), 1819-
1824, 1830.

HA(2018). A4 ELZIHI -G EILAT R AR BT UFHFTE. TR, SR 2R
FW42(2005). O N DA R
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