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Abstract

Based on the environmental background of the digital economy era, this paper discusses the mech-
anism of the impact of entrepreneurial environment perception on the entrepreneurial performance
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of the new generation of e-commerce entrepreneurs. Through the empirical study on the entrepre-
neurial data of 318 new generation e-commerce entrepreneurs, it is found that the entrepreneurial
environment perception ability has a significant positive impact on entrepreneurial performance;
The subjective dynamic response plays a partially positive moderating role between entrepreneur-
ial environment perception and entrepreneurial performance. There are significant differences in
entrepreneurial environment perception ability and entrepreneurial performance among the new
generation entrepreneurs with different gender, age, educational background and entrepreneurial
frequency.
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Figure 1. Theoretical model
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Table 1. Measurement of entrepreneurial environment perception
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I e N EIN T T e 1203 4 5
- NP3 ARV SRR B AR A 1 23 4 s
Table 2. Measurement of proactive agentic response
F* 2. ERBEEIR RINE
&4 eyl 7 POy
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NEMI Ak 32 B 5 A B AN A5 A O (SR A BCR 1 2 3 45
W Ary s Hgegn  NEM2 Ak 3 S BUR S H AL B R 1 2 3 4 5
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Table 3. Measurement of entrepreneurial performance
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ST, KPR FRARBEHEATIE G Ben, I Step [BIVA, X3 T AR BESh SN A0 T 5 %R Bk AT AR 5

I R R 22 5, BRI SR R S P YRS . 0, SRS ) A TS AR A I
ERERIGEE RN, 8 =R TOE S S AE SRR 515 S A TC R A B SR E e
& 351 1y, ZRIFIEA G ERE SR G IL 318 4, A AR 90.59%

4.1. RS 4r

SR A FT AR N OG5 R WAl R, ANEE BEH TR G T, S5
R APFUR. WHNE, FERRNFMERRILLGIESE. WFERE, 21~26 & FHEN R S SN 67.6%, B
BRI 27~37 SHBNZH 62 4, (HE AK 19.5%; 38 ZLLEAI 20 & KU F N b. M
PG, RURRBERARETIARZ, G 67.9%; UKL, HE21.1%; T4 G 10.1%; &
Jarm P RULE, BB RA 3 AN NI SCRE, VIRIHEUEEREL, G 33.6%: HKIKKH
PR, NSCHRIZE, B A, 2955 24.5%. 18.9%. 17.3%. FEMIAEH 318 fL A, H 1
KON N %, fE 42.8%; GL 0 I, (B TAREWICI AR E 59 7, Gk 2 IR A& LA B 123 fi,

Table 4. Descriptive analysis summary table

4. RO —RR

i H Bl BT i Eb(%) 0t i (%)
% 168 52.8 52.8
451
E'e 150 472 100.0
20 % KUF 10 3.1 3.1
21~26 % 215 67.6 70.8
RS
27~37 % 62 19.5 90.3
38 KU LE 31 9.7 100.0
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BT 3 0.9 0.9
RE 67 21.1 22.0
SCALFRFE

AR 216 67.9 89.9
AR b 32 10.1 100.0

HTE 78 24.5 24.5

ZE R 107 33.6 58.2

Ll 5 I TR 60 18.9 77.0
S 55 17.3 94.3
HAth 18 5.7 100.0

0K 59 18.6 18.6

EINI27€ 4 1k 136 42.8 61.3
2 IRKULE 123 38.7 100.0

4.2. EIEEHE DT

EERREGRIAIERE, ASCRA “ Cronbach’s Alpha” 75 20 @0 ) A& A7 B (1 — 2bk, LRSS
Rtz 5 Pron. =rELK LA Cronbach’s Alpha REGEIE 1 0.9, F4EEIHIT 0.8, FEAFEFLE, A
M EE AR R

Table 5. Reliability test
5. FEKRE

B fides I 4R Alpha SAE Alpha

NS R S 3 0.857
AR R 3 0.833

QLIRS AL SRR 4 0.870 0.965
i 3% M 4 KA 4 0.878
Ak T 17 P 45 J 3 0.844
(NS The 4 0.874

FARRES) 2 B NIE=370 4 0.833 0.903
W 2 Fh i 5 Y4 4 0.812

.~ G 3 0.802 0022
RIS TH 5 0.927

RUEARH AR, R ESE R A B AR, — A KMO BT TR BRIP4 561 W (5
fE. Hi KMO H KT 0.8 ARLF, EFFFIBEIEAL P < 0.05, UiMASER B . Y5 SPSS /i, &%
& KMO fE4 0.863, EAFFIEKIEATL MEIA R R E KT, HRMER . —28ERK KMO H7370h8
0.972. 0.915. 0.943, p=0.000, ¥JitFEEKF.
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Table 6. Goodness of fit of the three-variable model
F 6. ZTEMEBESHE

it X2/df GFI NFI CFI RMSEA RMR
BV A <3 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.08 <0.08
AR 1.618 0.940 0.961 0.984 0.044 0.027
FARRES) S B 2.006 0.949 0.952 0.949 0.056 0.044
NI &5% 1.257 0.982 0.985 0.982 0.028 0.022

SRIGE A AMOS24.0 AT 5 R RIIGAE, 25 W5E 6 Fin. =/ &R XYA(R7 A B/
3, GFICH AL AT %50). NFIGRTERL AT %) CRI(LLEL AT X0 KT 0.9, RMSEAGE LR Z 5 HR).
RMR ¥J/NF 0.08, EWZEER G AEF BAR, it mldEtton, MERE & .

4.3. EHIZEF MR

W, ATET MMM A ¢ 5, BN AN SE M 2 R G T IR
BRI TR ¢ RS0 B RSN 0.000, AFAER 2 5. 11 HL 5 B A m i AD R SER AR, 4211
MISE R T Ltk 3.695, BDNLERLIRIRE & B i BA S mKF, $5ME 4.169 KT Lotk 3.668.

WRIG, BHATHE TR 200, T st OV IRE SRR 2 07 ZE R . AERRS TR R B R, 4 (A
FEMEIN 0,000, /NT0.05, BIAERS RGBT AN IR SRR G SO T 1 R = R, Hoh, IR TE
38 UL BN E To IR 2 DV 2 I i, IR 27~37 &, BIRUE 21~26 &, BN 20 B %
PAR o R TE 27~37 & HIANLFE 7E BN G805 THE R IUE I, HUOR 38 % ) UL b [FIFEFE2EDT Bl 5
B IR AR 3 R, AR AR DA SR RGN SO R AR B 2 5, Rk H3. HY Ko7,
4.4. BEDHT

B HTIE, R B R oA 8T, e QDL IRET BN 5 A4 FaL Sk 2 AN4ERE 2 T8 1)
KFR. B, AT BARMLERAST, AL SR AT S A 47530 Pearson 24 0.911 H p=0.000, {77E %
E RS IEAHX KR,

IINTRNEIRES 5 4ERERMAAF GRS, RIAFSU S AR Bl SRR, T M
LRI ARTI S W48 B = BEAE 0%, ABINE SO AR AR DG . JoHR, B SRR AN F R 5 1 e e 1
K.

Table 7. Examining the correlation: entrepreneurial environment perception and venture performance

F 7. B IR RS G SRz BRI R M
A A (IR A% S UINS-ES RS 37 100 255 SR AE 17 37 W 2% Sk S

N 0.659 0.847 0.853 0.821 0.777
. N 0.686 0.838 0.850 0.878 0.785
e *RE 0.01 ZRIR), MRMERZE .

4.5. [EVFS 4T

K HI 2 TO AN I H 5 A B PR AT, BUE BB BRUK P2 B AR X, B SIROE R R Y,
A DA 3 [0 U 75 A S ST AR A ) M P SR AN P 2y 5 ML SR AN A RO RE R . RIS B F AR
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BT RT3, SRR IR SRS . 4 70 P I U R
Y, =B+ BX + B X, + B X, + B X, + B X +¢ (i =1 2)

Po /T BN fi~Ps BB R Xi~Xs AR AN IAB SN A4S, 3 ECP (X1). EIP (X))« ESP
(X3)~ NP (Xy)FI NNP (Xs); Y =2k 5iak, wIELAr 2 SP (Y)F GP (Y2)s & VSR ZE T

T e R BN IR BB EN A A AR SR (R AR A, @i SPSS [mIH AT, BLAY AT DL EEA -

G = DL RT*0.356 + BIML ST FRIEAN*0.375 + TI7 4B A1%0.084 + 1 TIT 7 4% I S
*0.092 — Ak AL B E1%0.032 + 0.474.

BNV IRE BN TN B O RS IR R T AR50 77.1% 75 278 5% . F = 210.503, Sig = 0.000 <
0.05, A2 Ui IZ B2 [m] U5 42 2 o 8 BH B SOARER B 46 LA SCHE O BDIR S SF AR A7 S AR A DT R LK,
T ARG RN R 2%, AT DME AR A SR TR 1) TR 5 o

[ B 51 b A SR i 6o S A S 850 1 [ U S 2 T DA 3

KSR = B A*0.141 + BMLSZRRECI*0.253 + T ML IERA1%0.499 + AT 37 WA 4% 81
*#0.066 — BV ALK F1*0.02 + 0.206

B RAT A, AR A A O O BRI RE T AEE ST 79.8% 17 248 5. F = 245.806,
Sig=0.000<0.05, tHHE VLA AR . UL FAN O BRI X T A A7 S AR b sT ko,
TAAFGUR R B3, T DA N R S8 04 1 1] T i 4

4.6. EEEERR NERETIERQRE

T TR R B B AT R S, SR 2 R AP I B AR A AR AR A
AR A HIRCGRA) BT R4S 2 0 BB « S ORAIESE S LA, #EAT 1 25O AR FRAN Step 3Z 5 [E1H .

4.6.1. EHEERNR B3 QML IR AN 5 £ F M AIBT

o7 PR ORISR 20 AN 3 RARAY 4. AREAL S FIRAY 6. B 7 FIAREAL 8. A 9 R 10 43
ROV ST ENZERE . QDU B ENZ4E B2 . BNV SCRFBONZERE . 3748 AR R . A 1T 3 W 26 I S
Y g F R A ARAINY 3 A A7 B A BN AG IR AR A, ] LBEIE AR 8l S BLAE AN R4 FE F A A7 Sl
(] () R R

Table 8. The moderating role of proactive agentic response in the relationship between entrepreneurial environment perception
and survival performance

= 8. EMBERNN N QIR R S & FEURIET

N AARE R I
LS SRR B T Sig. F R?
B FRAfEiRZE
(HH’) 0.504 0.197 2.552 0.011
1 ECP 0.456 0.040 0.502 11.533 0.000 23519 0.599
SP 0.416 0.053 0.344 7.893 0.000
(W) -0.351 0.509 -0.690 0.491
ECP 0.710 0.145 0.782 4.896 0.000
2 151'88 0.601
SP 0.678 0.153 0.560 4422 0.000
ECP*SP -0.074 0.041 -0.431 -1.821 0.070
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() 0.299 0.147 2.032 0.043
3 EIP 0.746 0.034 0.767 21.808 0.000 43206 0.732
SP 0.174 0.043 0.144 4.085 0.000
(&) -0.702 0.401 -1.750 0.081
A EIP 1.045 0.117 1.075 8.954 0.000 59541 0738
SP 0.489 0.125 0.404 3.917 0.000 9
EIP*SP -0.089 0.033 -0.508  —2.681 0.008
() 0.298 0.144 2.068 0.039
5 ESP 0.739 0.033 0.770 22.646 0.000 45379 0.741
SP 0.184 0.041 0.152 4.462 0.000
(&) -0.902 0.391 -2.304 0.022
] ESP 1.102 0.115 1.148 9.590 0.000 37808 0753
SP 0.550 0.119 0.454 4.639 0.000 9
ESP*SP -0.105 0.032 -0.607  —3.288 0.001
(&) 0.447 0.156 2.859 0.005
7 NP 0.680 0.035 0.727 19.403 0.000 35227 0.694
SP 0.204 0.045 0.169 4.504 0.000
(H &) -0.602 0.406 ~1.482 0.139
. NP 0.997 0.119 1.066 8.404 0.000 54509 0701
SP 0.535 0.127 0.442 4223 0.000 5
NP*SP -0.094 0.034 -0.547  -2.791 0.006
(&) 0.330 0.170 1.944 0.053
9 NNP 0.606 0.036 0.653 16.974 0.000 29248 0.649
SP 0.300 0.047 0.248 6.432 0.000
(H &) -1.038 0.461 —2.252 0.025
0 NNP 1.016 0.134 1.096 7.610 0.000 50335 0660
SP 0.711 0.137 0.587 5.192 0.000 7
NNP*SP -0.117 0.037 -0.687  —3.187 0.002

7 PR 2 B B E VR T 0.05, UL AARRES SN QK SR BRI ZE AN A AF ST TR
ARARAER, BB RAE.

4.6.2. EMEERNR B3 QML IR RN 5 A K SR BT

8 A 11 ASIAY 12, BEAY 13 NSEAY 14, BEAY 15 MY 16, BEAY 17 AIBLHY 18, BEAY 19 A
B 20 4 ARG AN SCA N4 B2 . QNSRBI AE BE . BV SCRFIRENAERE . T IR 4EE . BT
R 286 % SR A4 FE o T AR ARG & K SR A8 SN R B A Y, T LSS IE = A4 B 3 s I 1 A [R] 4% FE AR
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Table 9. The moderating role of proactive agentic response in the relationship between entrepreneurial environment perception
and growth performance

9. EMEERNR R B EME RN S K SR E T

. RAFMEIL R
7Y RPN B T Sig. F R2
B PR iRz
(HH) 0.207 0.206 1.005 0.315
11 ECP 0.524 0.041 0.539 12.720  0.000 194718 0.553
GP 0.418 0.055 0.322 7.606 0.000
(H ) -0.118 0.533 -0.220  0.826
ECP 0.620 0.152 0.638 4.086 0.000
12 129.725 0.553
GP 0.518 0.161 0.399 3.221 0.001
ECP*SP -0.028 0.043 -0.153 -0.660  0.510
() 0.056 0.163 0.347 0.729
13 EIP 0.788 0.038 0.757 20.901  0.000  397.911 0.716
GP 0.188 0.047 0.145 4.001 0.000
(H&) -0.736 0.445 -1.655  0.099
EIP 1.025 0.129 0.984 7.920 0.000
14 268.736 0.720
GP 0.437 0.138 0.337 3.159 0.002
EIP*SP -0.071 0.037 -0.375 -1.914  0.057
(H&) 0.043 0.156 0.275 0.784
15 ESP 0.791 0.035 0.769 22326 0.000  443.425 0.738
GP 0.192 0.045 0.148 4.293 0.000
(F&) -1.073 0.426 -2.516  0.012
ESP 1.128 0.125 1.097 9.009 0.000
16 304.698 0.744
GP 0.533 0.129 0.411 4.122 0.000
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(&) 0.105 0.142 0.738 0.461
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GP 0.306 0.049 0.236 6.208 0.000
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20 206.819 0.661
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NNP*GP -0.089 0.039 —0.487 —2.274  0.024
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