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Abstract

This study takes rural disability entrepreneurship assistance management engineering as its entry
point and constructs a theoretical framework of “human-centered entrepreneurship-rural symbio-
sis-social integration”. Based on 592 survey questionnaires from Jiangsu Province, it employs
Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) to quantitatively test the effects of each path. In the measure-
ment model, the Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of the three latent variables all exceed 0.87, AVE val-
ues are all greater than 0.5, and CR values are all greater than 0.7. Confirmatory Factor Analysis
demonstrates excellent fit (CMIN/DF = 1.815, RMSEA = 0.037, CFI = 0.984). Structural model results
show that the standardized path coefficient from human-centered entrepreneurship to rural sym-
biosis is 0.976 (C.R. = 16.888, p < 0.001), and the path coefficient to social integration is 1.013 (C.R.
= 17.465, p < 0.001), both highly significant. The correlation coefficients among the three dimen-
sions range from 0.853 to 0.868 (p < 0.01), and the overall model fit is good (CMIN/DF = 1.832,
RMSEA = 0.038, CFI = 0.983). The findings indicate that a human-centered entrepreneurship sup-
port management system can systematically drive the formation of a rural symbiotic ecosystem and
the process of social integration for people with disabilities, providing quantifiable policy evidence
for inclusive common prosperity and the improvement of disability assistance industrial manage-
ment engineering.
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SRR FLFEE MRS T, R NG TR TR e A A0 TR, RN A K
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MILSETS 50, FRETRE N B BIE R, KA A s AR T . 2006 -4 [ 55 — IR B Nl 1 25
Bl Bon, 2 75%HIRIR NJEAEE R AT X, X — B =S R ERANEMA 1], #ZE 2024 4, &FEFHE
BRI NBCEE IS 3700 75, Fr RO B N TG A AME (5 S A SE . 412 SCRFM 28 5545 2 s 45 i 1 A
Bi[2], BARWNKT- 542258 BB T IWEFEREE . TLOMERARMIG B, SRbE )L # 5k
TREREREME. 2023 FABFHERE A EEOE 40.7 JIN, Hd 9.2 75 NNERNFIAE . F258 K
Tolk, Al 3.4 Ji N T PUHR” BRI ARBERIR IR ¥eE 2025 48 R G & s A Gk
Wk N 3 AL LR HbR. TLIRE (REBEHRE Nk =447 3 )7 %8(2022-2024 4F)) BLE 7 75 Nk fe
Sl VG S R Nk R A AL AR [3].

MBURIE KR, RE RGO AONBERZ D TN “CHEAERER” 2] “Reimae” rvei% 4],
2016 £ (BRI NBOLE RER FHTRI(2016-2020 4E)) [5]. 2022 4F  “A-PUH” e NARRAAR & HE]D
[6]5% 2023 4 (T IRX A 5 NRiolk 355k TAE Sy B sy (7], 154408 5 O WS Budh i )
FENONESCHRE, HE IR LRI - PR - #E SRS MG EBORRR. AR, 28
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2. BiSFE SRR
2.1. ASEREAE: AXENl, 2HEESHIFHME

AT T SEAR AT RN G A = BT AR ARGk A% e G MERIIE S 1, DR N SEBR
RGBT NI, AR S 2 NP FE7]; 2 R B AR, X EZ R
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Figure 1. Example of a four-dimensional collaborative framework for Jiangsu
Province
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Table 1. Comparison of international and domestic progress

%= 1. EfritRSERFEREITEE

idi s I BRIt 7E AT 5L
BNz ATERRE), Fh TR, FLE MR IE” Fea “AN{E SR
T E G RESIARE . MABEHERF . LR BRIl ARG iR/ 2 IR TR
FEth B - BUR) - AR Z4ENRRE, sRIAT RO TTRE

Parin “ E= ” a “ A‘AE” N
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2.3. BAWRTEE

WA SCERE SRS . BUREAE . B lis. 2SR R EHN, EFEESAER: 7
FEAARCNE. SRIEA . HEREINGE S OITHELE, B Efe SREAR,; 2 LUEEZRIR
NE, GO RPEARBEASIE S, MU TR TREEN S, = RINES R NEZ %
HIFRAEALIAT T . BTIAMF RGO, ACMAIEIS. FiE. L= ERmalE: W =% A58 s
FEBHEZE, ARATLILIR 592 4y i) 5T & SEM ALK L, 45 A WA - i 70 224 58 i Ak 5 5 1 XL ) EALE
PEIAIRAL L A XAk 5 2 AT A2 ] B 1) b v AR
3. SCiIES#

AR LA 13 TERMNRRANCNEE 22 Z M BHmEE, 75 7. b ZBUREE S
Wi ELI, IRFEIREE AL AR FREURE, 2024 4 7~9 HEN AR 678 13, B TER00 4 56 RkE A
592 11, A REECR 87.3%. WMEREFLTATLIL, KA 1~5 IEM Likert 45, B ARSG . BEAE.
FHME . SEM T FEAR ARG 3G A Al SHLH, AT R “ NARIREY - JLAE S0 - A sEal” BIVE % .
3.1. #ERM ST

FEA N CVRE L 22 2, 205 obEh 54.20%, 31~60 & HHEFESTF 61.5%, 85.6% 1AM EULT,
N A RAEARM B 21 0L E, FKEEEWA 10 7t b 68.4%, FEAREAGM AT R RE NG
B, AREMERL, FEARZHEIEE LK 2.

Table 2. Descriptive distribution of basic demographic characteristics among survey respondents

= 2. FENREFHELEBHES ik

A 1T D Hrkl
5 271 45.80%

14 5]
& 321 54.20%
20 % KULR 34 5.70%

g
21~30 % 130 22%
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31~45 % 191 32.30%
S 46~60 % 173 29.20%
61 % KUk 64 10.80%
N AT 205 34.60%

B 302 51%
SCAFRRE R 24 4.10%
Kt 33 5.60%
AR 28 4.70%

SR R FE TR 28R FTZR%) 160 27%
ESIE NN 79 13.30%
TRV £ £ R 2l 5 112 18.90%
5 R TR 145 24.50%
FoAth 96 16.20%

S5ERUF 53 9%

fEA R (R & o107 > >
11~20 4 134 22.60%
21 R LR 352 59.50%
5 IR 33 5.60%

—— 5~10 7575 154 26%
10~20 J37G 287 48.50%
20 oAt 118 19.90%

STHRSEBIE
=
W
REHE
Figure 2. Sample structural characteristics radar chart
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TERYE A, BRI R SE i SR AT I, DR o T S 25 3R A0 50 o &2 AT A 56 2
TR G 2 B SR E BT HE . o o id v B R R U BRI 5 VR 0 b A 4 B 1 P 3 — B
o b AR RBUDEIEHEIAE 0~1 2 (0], Fiess R REUEMm, FREBE. —RUCHEREREAE 0.6 LA
AIE, TEE BT A5 B SR E R R W AT T . (S RBTE 0.6~0.7 RIS, 1E
0.7~0.8 ZIAALLELATAE, 7£ 0.8~0.9 Z[AAMRAIE, 7£ 0.9~1 Z[AAdEH {5 .

TERPG T, B BT R wE 3 For, &AM R RECHTE 0.8 DL L. RIL U B A it 7t
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Table 3. Reliability test
3. FERE

RIS B CITC I 3% 0 ) 5 P 2L Alpha JERL
RBI 0.704 0.853
RB2 0.712 0.851
e RB3 0.663 0.86 0877
RB4 0.665 0.859
RB5 0.692 0.855
RB6 0.66 0.86
XCl1 0.656 0.861
ZRIAE XC2 0.722 0.85 0.878
XC3 0.708 0.853
XC4 0.634 0.865
SR XC5 0.68 0.857 0.878
XC6 0.701 0.854
SHI1 0.679 0.867
SH2 0.703 0.863
NPT SH3 0.685 0.866 0.884
SH4 0.695 0.864
SH5 0.736 0.857
SH6 0.676 0.867
3.3. BESH

3.3.1. CFA HRRER ERIE

RYE R 4 REALER R4 Rl LA, CMIN/DF (K7 HBER) = 1.815, £ 1~3 KEEN,
EMSEA (iRZ¥J7R) = 0.037, 7£<0.05 MLFHTEHE N . FI4ME IFL, TLI BL A CFI (s ie g 5k 3] 1
0.9 DL EMIRFE KT R, ZREARRMI T R T AU, 12488 B B RE AR

Table 4. CFA model fit test
%% 4. CFA BEIER BRI

Ei=pan S FRifE S £ 5t
CMIN/DF 1~3 NILFE, 3~5 NRIF 1.815
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RMSEA <0.05 T, <0.08 HR4F 0.037
IFI >0.9 T, >0.8 NRLF 0.984
TLI >0.9 T, >0.8 R LT 0.981
CFI >0.9 T, >0.8 NRLF 0.984

33.2. RSB FIAA B RS

76 CFA Faeht B BTG TR 0 T e — R B AN OSSO (AVEY R
S 1ERE(CR). B IRLEI R A CPA SR 5L th 54 BT A 6] R B b BOARHEAL IR 4000 A0S
it AVE Fl CR HIH A RSt AN KSR R AL (5 R, bR, AVE (IR
BF) 0.5, CRLBIRESRIAT] 0.7, A B AR RIT MBS R FIAL & (55 .

AVE=(X27)[n
7 AR T 5 RO A B V45 B PR A, n 2 A R T MRS AR A
CR=(22) [[(Z2) +Lrar(E)]

Var )3 52 7 2L AS FL 5 2 07 92 ), 303603 OV TR 26 40 W7 (CP A SR 45 77 R SEM)

37

Table 5. Convergence degree and combined reliability test across dimensions

5 BMEERNBSSENEAEERR

BRI ER Estimate AVE > 0.5 CR>0.7
Q7 < AAGNE 0.745
0.545 0.878
Q3 <--- AAEIE 0.757
Q9 <--- AABIE 0.718
Q10 < NABN, 0.745
0.545 0.878
Q11 < NABN, 0.743
Q12 < AAENE 0.721
Q13 <--- SR 0.711
Q14 <--- S 0.789
Q15 <--- SR 0.76
0.546 0.878
Q16 <--- SR 0.701
Q17 <--- SR 0.725
Q18 <--- ZRFA 0.745
Q19 <ee- s 0.732
Q20 <ee- s 0.742
Q21 <--- s 0.725
_ 0.56 0.884
Q22 <--- s 0.774
Q23 <ee- s 0.791
Q24 <--- P 0.722
AR AR Estimate AVE > 0.5 CR>0.7
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K3 BRI T AARENYE. oI Hais = MR RS % B IIEEI(Q7~Q24) Z A K &,
TR T AR X A R I AT R AT, RUSIAUE . H A5 RV IR P R I A AT AL S AL, ED
UE AR 25 o P58 TN B AU A ) EEAE
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Figure 3. Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) model diagram
& 3. BEMETF 247 CFA HEE

3.4. RS R IESEHE

LUR R 6 A Bt R s BUIR FAR GETH o AN IR S VAR SR 25 3, . WRAE HAR GE v X 70 4 R vl
DEH, B MNZEESDTEE 3~4 200, BRI 1~5 IERTHr, IR LA H AT
FHERAENAQDL, 2 FIEA R 2Rl bR AT AR 25 K1 DA .

A5 B R 14 1 2 A B0 A 6 R i JBE AN e AT A 96, AR TR Kline (1998)4 HH UFRHEIN A, i 5
FRELERHMEAE 3 LA, VR REAOEAE 8 LA, TIAT A B i S LIRS 0 A IO 2R . ARFEE 6 (1
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Table 6. Descriptive statistics by dimension and normality tests for measurement items

= 6. BNEEIARG RN EMBUE S Y

idis N2 R T M SD i 5 e SfEM &k SD
Q1 3.54 1.247 —0.565 —0.635
Q2 3.5 1.253 —0.558 —0.657
Q3 3.53 1.277 —0.566 —0.698
AAAD 3.5273 0.98225
Q4 3.53 1.271 —0.561 —0.698
Q5 3.54 1.262 —0.569 —0.67
Q6 3.53 1.271 —0.554 -0.717
Q7 3.53 1.271 —0.538 -0.717
Q8 3.5 1.291 —0.501 —0.825
Q9 3.65 1.287 —0.697 —0.628
ZFIE 3.5427 0.99741
Q10 3.54 1.287 —0.542 —0.752
Q11 3.51 1.267 —0.545 -0.7
Q12 3.52 1.274 —0.531 —0.734
Q13 3.55 1.274 —0.56 -0.711
Q14 3.55 1.285 —0.538 —0.759
Q15 3.55 1.281 —0.565 —0.71
ey 3.565 1.01473
Ql6 3.53 1.298 —0.581 —0.703
Q17 3.65 1.279 —0.751 —0.532
Q18 3.57 1.308 —0.562 —0.781
3.5. XML
Table 7. Correlation relationships among dimensions
7. BHEEEEXXR
Yeps AABII 4 2 R oA
NA BNV ZERE
SN ILYERE
IR A Y 1

e TE 0.01 ZUE), MRMERE.

FEARR M iEIE Pearson AHIC AT 2 3N R Z AR R RBATIR R IE A (A 7), I AR
BT SR LA 4), WRIED A RATLLE 1, AR b AR 2 R B F MK R, IF
HARAE 9% BEMACT ERZE . RIEMRXABMLRTUE L, S MREZAEMRRES r KT

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2026.155104

1076

BB S TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2026.155104

TEY, T

0, PLZRE W IBHIEAR R T, BN R Z BN EZF PIEMRKR, NAKRGNS 2 M IES
MR BN TS Bt 11D B OGS

ZERXZERS

1.00
AZ 0.853 0.856 0.95
0.90
SRHAE 1 L 0.85
- 0.80
HERE 0.868 -0.75
ik —- 0.70

)\73?@\\)\!’ LR w5 }t%%%%

Figure 4. Variable correlation coefficient heatmap

4. BERXRBANE

3.6. ZHFERIFERKE

3.6.1. SEM 1= &SR B 4T

MY 8 MR ALE R I 45 el AE H, CMIN/DF (K7 B HEL) = 1.832, £ 1~3 KGN,
RMSEA (i#Z¥)771R) = 0.038, 1£<0.05 MLFETEHE N . 74 M IFT, TLI BAK CFI pfede 45 a5k 3]
0.9 LA EMIRFE K. Bk, LA RIS BT e R AU, A B RIFRIERCE .

WG IR B F 73 BT (CFA) 5 S5 44 )7 AR Y (SEM) 1A% L A0 G FR AR EAT X LU T RAL . &) 5, 25 R R,
CMIN/DF. RMSEA. IFI. TLI. CFI Z&4a#5¥00 @ L F5AniE, CFA MIEALY SEM Z5i i B R
UFHPREARIE R, HE 5HER LR i m, Tk — D IT R R AR AR 5

Table 8. SEM model fit test
# 8. SEM 1REVEFL E 0T

EEL AN S H bRk ERIEEES
CMIN/DF 1~3 NLF5, 3~5 NREF 1.832
RMSEA <0.05 ALF5, <0.08 HR4F 0.038
IFI >0.9 T, >0.8 HREF 0.983
TLI >0.9 T, >0.8 NRLF 0.981
CFI >0.9 FF5, >0.8 HRLF 0.983
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Figure 5. Comparison of fit indices for CFA and SEM models
[ 5. CFA 5 SEM 1REH S RFRATEL

3.6.2. SEM =R RE X R R

AR EE R 9 Bon, AARGDEXT 2 A LA R RECH 0.976 (S.E. = 0.058, C.R. = 16.888, P <
0.001), RH-<xfh & HIE% R 50N 1.013 (S.E. = 0.058, C.R. = 17.465, P < 0.001), HIHZES i w83,
KR ARG 2 R34 A 3 2 B IR, MR E 275 3R

Table 9. SEM path relationship test results
# 9. SEM BZ X RIINLER

BEER Estimate S.E. CR. P
2RI <een NAE, 0.976 0.058 16.888 ok
haE G < AAEIE 1.013 0.058 17.465 ok

3.6.3. SEM iR 8E
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Figure 6. SEM analysis model diagram
6. SEM & RIE
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Koo ATAMEZIL T AARGNE. oA Hafild = MR RE MR R, TEW R TAARENEAE
NHTAAZ R, 73R 2 WA i S L IR R A BR AR, [R5 B R I0U(Q7~Q24) 5 0] Rk
RIS R, BEDVLEMIE T SEM B ) G5 M HE 52 K AR AGL 06 225 SR 1 A 1k

4. BB

T EGRER A AT 2024 SRR AN R RS AR EoR: 2 EI 2 Bl FHERE AL 51.2 73
KA 372 TN, SRR AL ANEL 914.4 TTANTH 419.0 AT FFEM: AR
T PRIXES 5 NS BRI H $h5F 26.6 75 NIRERZIE, 2941 AN Nl H TR 22 B 3.9 T3
N IR 3 6.9 T3 P IR N SR BER (3], Hrp BAT JAUCR I R BT

4.1. 4 ‘M7 MIFER

AR O LA QDY e R FaAn « T AT AR 5ER(0.745) 7, BadR R AL BRI T T, e
2024 4 7489 Ak “REIED 54”7 AL 2 MR RIHEAT B - 4L - =088, Jeskdilk 5%
RIS T+ 3 KK, SLBEER “@IHELE0.711)7 ; HSEKIE 15 2% gl isl. Iz
AR, RTF CHXANFE©0.791)7 , HIX AT AR T B 42%.

4.2. Fk “BERIG” REZREADIIEETR

TLIR4E FE s T K XA BT TE S SE AT AL XL 14 AN BN FRIFFRZE N 185 4. 2022 4F, HHXAK
ARG TR A &, KR E R, B “ 8L R BHIRNE R, 2023 F3IF “4
BMFHHETAEZRG)” [10][11]. RIHLVNRTHER . & H 2 DI ERAE LSRR NG 3R E S, R AA
Ak “ IR AT EA2(0.721) 7 5 KRGS AU + XKIEEEW 20, HERER T IE RIS, ¥
Mo BRI N I T Ok BE . B ] T AR RN AL A A, ORI SR T A DR PP A
4.3. REIXR: E—HBINTRIRERR

W 10, PISRBRAR AT, HrHIE “ TR AR “rtDXIN[RD " S SR BT fie e 10 00 B i L
RIS FFRITE AR “REIIRD L5 7 P, mE A SEIALIX VRO i “ 2B 57 B0y “ A=Ak pE”
HNA - I - hE R A > 0.97 19 SEM S5 R ILENIE, NBCRBGHR M 7“5 “HXA” X
BB -

Table 10. High adaptation degree mechanism comparison table

= 10. BEMRENHIXER

SREEHL FhIRINCE) ZERIZIN) SLUEE AT Top AT
NAAGNE 23 i LJF <30 min T <2 h AR SR ¥ A AL 0.745
SRIA B - PERYA 5% AEE + XEEELIK + 5% BIFILFE 0.711
o 15 Sy e AETERE + AJFREHL T B + HATSE + 208 FEIXIAIF 0.791

5. G EEN

A FIEFILIFA 592 ARSI NCNLIHE S, HE ARG - 2RIE - Haia” 84
TIREMY, ERR = F R RIS 5NN, RS CRIRINT MR SEOK “C mERST X
SR HEAT EVIE
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5.1. fAREiS

LI 592 RN AQNL &S SEM BRI, S5&MRA RO LIRS OHE®: 5§
s ANARGDEXS 2 FIEA L AR SRl S AR SR I [ A% 3 RN, B AR R E 0N 0.976+ 1.013, LURA AT
RO B EDL PR REERERSE 2 M 2 uhRIAR, EREmAUEME T, A an e s T
PV ENE: 55T, 4R e S ORI, SR IR AL Rl A Ok R R 5(0.868), TEHE I 2 A BEUR T
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