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TRMEAT 2 1Al Z A A A AR X B2 A BRSO AL A, D, Al AT 7 Bl i A rp 2 B PR ML R A
A FEBA WAL R BUR M A E AL Z 8, AR — S Gl 5 BRXGHEAT 53 20T, AT B Aol A e
SR R AHSR BT A ok B Al ML TR 4 M 405 B A T4 2R Al R E B O RE 0 1A A B A
B TE, IR, Al US9BR3 1 B Y XU o AT 48T, AS SCRY BRI R SEIE T 8 B AR 51 Al &K
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FEABUEIR T 2% 2R LA 2o 52 0 N 7 308 A 7K P fe 52 ) AR Aol P9 6 B0 A R AR B ( Weaver & Agle, 20025
Kennedy & Lawton,1998 ; Giacalone & Jurkiewicz,2003 ; Miller 25,2007 ; Lambert, 2009 ) , M i {di {i~ b A& 0 55 &2
425 93E: (Agle & Buren, 1999) o F& [ 2% 8 X 53 05 Ak & RABFFEWAS T 2RI 4518 (bR o,
2010) o BRILLAS, 76 1 ) 3 B 0 S BOM AP BIFFE b 27 B AT DG 1 52 B0 A0 55 Al 52 XU 0 3k fi 1] (i
JEHAE 20165 {5 HDEAF 2016 ) (Rl A (F 54,2016 ) 55 7 Y [A) R

FEXT RN I B 8 S BT AR B D o R BIFTE T , S8 B0 B3 2l 552 e 32 2R A LA PR J5 T

(1) ST LA ia s s me Mk 1 e (W0 S e HRE 5 3l 55, SR B 9L s o s v 2 5 Bl —
AN NI ISR B AN BV , DA T 532 1 X 57 Bl 19 285 B ( Collins, 1997 5 Audretsch 45,2007 ; Dana, 2009 ) , H o
B AR BB Y RS SR AR R F RS 1 BUE A S e R R U, e
AP AE R —Ft B AT A HE ™ LU B 2 TR & 3, AP B I BOER B 55 i a0, IRtk 5
MEZCE BN E SRS EA TR . Giimiisay (2015 ) A4 th T OH 2 HA S S AT BB L2 IF &4 A
TR 2 AL 2RI TF AR P (F T 2= 202 B 0 ANTTR B ) o HER, 5% #0d 2 5 B8 38 i i
A S 1 Bl b 1) S RUR 2 i o) 5 55 ( Balog 45,2014 ) , Dodd & Gotsis (2007 ) fIF 58N 768 >4t
SHRIN R BRI R I IREE T, Bl 2 e T SR Bk T8 5 B O AT O Do, B itk 3R
S E BN R R 25

(2) ST LAIE 3 2 A i ke 25 06 RS IRR S B 1% 3l o VR —Fh SCARTE =X, S 30T LU Bl
AT SN GE R 0O BRI AR, DTS A5 A0 2 B0 25 I R AR 5% 280N I 5ty R B AL 23 0 FR FIAL 23 B U8, X b %
PRASRIBCAL I I 1 Al AT THEAT €0l 49 7T REE ( Beckford & Luckman, 1989) o 553 A5 M2 7 @1 5 s T AR
F O R B 2 I 28 R 5 B Al AR 75 5 2 AL 2 BEAS, 4@ T+ 5 A Al (] A7 4k 2 B B A AT BEE . Dana
(2009) $5 H , FEHCH A 1Y R 28 BAR 2t B AL 25 AH 2, AN [A) 553 0015 I 5 19 B 2 1) A 36 A [] 19 52
Wi, Audretsch 55 (2007 ) fdf JH 3 EE (B8 AT SEE T4 , A BP0 22 ORI 0o 240 ATt ok B A R L
SR, IITTARHE AT TR, 17 B B2 2000 S R 1) 45 GO0 2 oA 1 A 25 2% el oy, BELAS T A1 o
e T8 1] 3 B % S A58 b, 52 B0 52 AL A BR8], BoorF- (X 77 (2014 ) A 3 5% 2002 i Al
(1) S5 R T3 L — - M i AR A B 5K, S U5 A RN R AR 2252 19 TE XU H IR A — 2 1 DX, BRI, 3
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DY ; B BE T8 (2016 ) U] BE 28 55 2% 1) £ B8 i 8 17 A 3R 1 A AT S 0o A ) T D 35 3 1 I 8, A AT TIA
N SRBOIOR T ROV BT, 5 T R A AL 2 R 9 58 2 AR 1 b T, i aak 1 Sy S BON A 25 )
2ei Ty AR T AR AR #E T AT BN 1% 3)

2. A SCHRAR DT
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() T 7 FEATYSRAR /N FERIY 7 T B A 9 S B0/ 1 FEX U5 v, B PE A 93 1 B8 J R T SR AR Y
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SRBER A ARTF . P72 N , OL# RAH , H 2 VA BB, 55 0 B RO R
L G 2 A B 1D S+ 5 (A1 S A M T e 0T X % 1 46 1 T B
W 96 TR E S ARG 2 th TR B 10 H BRI Al . (FL7E B o, IR — A5 B A 0
2 AAEAE R IE 2 5%, K005 SR ) R S RLALIK. £ [ 0 SCH 7S B F 2ok, i
VSRR A AR 5 5 U A RO 7 19 152 2% ( Cavaleanti %,2007) o IR i, A~ 155
AT W B T 0 20 506 A AR RO B, 35— TR R 9 e

SEUR, PR ST T IR B B SN BL AEGE T P67 6 5 5 02 0 5, o 0 3 3 0
Fly 9P SCIERUHE ST D350 0 T P RS AR HToR F-2 FAFAE 26 (B, 2011) V500
P B AR SR IR I 0 5 P 238 1055 R 1 AT AR 0, T A
S A L B O B, X e A BB A 5 2 R B (3 OB R0 — T, A
F A B HLIK V25 2 B0 B3 00 I 530 0 BB — B 7 SO kM B S 500 1 74 1K 43
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YO A 0 ZUIE SR AT A5t O BB O [, b o L A0 550 R QL AT 5 BP9, 7
I 538 5 ORI I SUF R B AL AT A MBI 5 e P AP P L0 B L
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AT AR SR EAR T o SR BRI SR BT W, P BRI b, 53T e X
S LB M TIOR3, 1 SR AR BT 280 3 I A A2 % (S
ler & Benson,2009) . fELf& 5T 7E I AT 47 5 FAMIRAA R IR OASAE., 5104 0 003 0 4 A T 45
AT ISEAUEXBE2011) FF FLAR 2 05300 o 5 HLA 00 DT B0 6 R— TR R 0 53 00
I AT LT 52 (23, 1% ) BRI (5 2 O /0 (5248,2008) o JC 00 I AR RE 227
SHCBIAT M T2 S0 5 65 O 7, SR 501 H 26T S A T TR 8 2 2
Py THTRIE 8 SRR T LI9SR RS G, 2012) , A SCAERFSE bR FH R B3t 52
ST W I T2 R HEE S 2016) | BIRIK 504V 454 Bk 13 0 , (LS BLI 753847 T S0 5%
SOBMATY , ASCZ L E BT R W7y RO 5 AR 2 0 5 R I 68 G 0 40T 2
A BT 940 5 M 135 0 0 0 G064 5 7 Oy (B R4 ,2016) o 6 TP, 1 55 05
FY S92 S 2 W T e 5 AR 4T ELAS {2 i

FEMREESEBORMT 0 5 LI 0 R A SCR AR ST M TG 3T . 203 T8 i
SR B R )M, Langer & Roth (1975) i A2 h 3 | 2L TTA S o, 015 A
FTRCAAT N I TR 5 T ERe  J6 4/ H 22A I006, T 6 11 C R B 7 A 1
[T 45 20 S B DL Alloy %, 1981) P A HERY I R 222 LI MRy st ) 1y 2
S ELR T2 IA S 1 G % S 9 0 MR T, T et R R 92630, Vyse (1997 ) i 5250 BF S U
U AR A AT A RO 522 WAR £ 11 0400 08 1A OB 7,6 4 B0 DA 1 20 T I 3 —
WoAT IS R ST R A i B0 SR T BN % 2 — . Kramer & Block (2008 ) (1 F 5% % 31
OMTTEHERT 580 I (T 5 5 8O 3 BOIR ) 20 [ AT INEE , I b S5 7T
A 1B | TSR 1307 S B 00

P ST LT O DO B, UM 3 ELAT VORISR B T %5 4 Schumpeter &
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g B TR 3. BRI, 5 W58 0 7= Az FRE Wi 77 A6 PR 2R B AR

B, Mk 2B 25 R S AL 0 T — SO, AR 0 0 A, B B i LT AR AR T Ok
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TR MEE R Z BB R o 5 PR 2R R e S0 A4 00 0 1) FNIDE R ), Bt vl BB R4 ™= AR s il 40t . A6 3R
F], S U A A 0 2 32 S ) (A 5 7R S AR AT o rp AR AR SR iz X R i B Ak 3
X} EARSEBAE ] o YR BT R R AT NG , B B SRR d s FIT A C AR A R . ki
ST 3 e N B E B LI A< N il o el < 0 0 el 311 007 - = 2 S o G U s P i
(R r=r o FEP= w5 e, Bk 25 55 A0 A JH T T 1 B4 XURS: ( Schwenk , 1986) , i 4 [ 2L W3R 1, T ) 1 g
PR XA AEAT R b 2 B Ry ik, Jf i T A B 2 AT AR IER H B ) BE J1 (Langer & Roth,
1975) o FEA V2, % Rt i R I 2 — 2 B 3 7R 31 T 2% BUR W 5 AN Al B

5 S S A R S0 WA — B R TR E B, MR RS S AT R Bl R R R AR 4D
B¢ (Langens ,2007 ) , A5 SR I JECEL A AR O EEAS B B 45 S OCHE £, QiR 3 R s A 25 21
S A IE W R SO, BD S OR B E 2 45 A A X FOR RS O, R AE A Ok 2 T X 45 R g %
il TEANLE AT EIR AT NG, R &R BT — 2 50 & A —BUn 45 5% I8 4k &
A ERAE R A DL, BIENE & AR AN SRR R T ACR N AR = AR, EXFER T, 4l
HOMREHIE F AR A ORI 587 o Y45 3 B, ) 2 2 B e fe- 485 S 0 96 1, IFJE ik 8
SRR T A I EE R Z AR AR . P, X A O T, Al A5 8RB0 7= Ak 45 il 40 b, AT [ 3] 56 —
FRBgAR T AR B AW TR Al BB,

ARSI LIS S AR WA AT A A A Qb £ M RS fr) i PRI A8 o, T A 2R S, 2 PR S AR G A ol 1
U L T PR 0 15 380 B S ELAARA T sl 1 s e, S AR A7 S B e T AR N C/NE ) X 5%
AR IME AL, X PP 22 B2 R K Y RSO 19, S PR R — (R, IR 5% S 4R (1 4 7% (Landis,
1935) o LT R (AP 5K ) R LUZ AR AT h R BE . S I N I AL 2245 sh AV R s i A
PSR B AR o i i DR AR AR MEA DR T o R, — B o B & X T A 40T sl B 3 SR, Ak
AR A A A A 52 ) 4 20 A i A I PR AR R 3 0 ) A 9 3 3K ( Mullins, 1996 5 B 57 5, 2010 5 B = 41 %,
2014) . Db ASCHR S R ARG

H, < SRS T Ry 8 22 (%) A b 3 At o) 801 5 5 RS il

2. AV B BRIl S St R I 1 VR

Thompson (1999 ) 7& {if AAF5T AYFEAE 1O B4 526G UE B T 45 1 £ 58 B4 56 B =8 2232 A ARRAE FN 3R 5%
FRIERFZM . Thompson $§ Hi | BEAE 520044 1 X 5850 B 1A N ARFAEAL 8 AR 9O 5 RN A28 1 0 7 22 S F8 4 o

AR SCHIFGE A S L A2 T BME AT 3N, 78 A AR RRAE T T 75 22 26 T 5 R AR 1L BRURRAIE (1) 5 ), S0 f5 1) A8
N2 3 T R Z 5 N AN &4 VE R (Alloy 45 ,1981) , S IUAERE 1284k, IIE , AR SO A GO .
T RO AT EAE AN G Sh AL 5T v B HE A% (McClelland , 1987 ; Khan 45,2015 ) A8 SCH OIS 2444 A
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AT W =BG AT B AR
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land ,1962) , BTG 2 HAT BRI ARE T, B TR BIFEIA R HA K 0 5 45 B A4 5 M AR 1 ol ok 75 22
(Hansemark ,1998) . & UK 75 28 B9 ATE TAE th Ay R R BLAY S 4F, I J S 78 TR 58 vh SR Aifk e [ JE ) 7 ( L
45,2010) o TiAN MR —Fh R SR B A PR AT 3l ( Yamakawa 45 ,2015) , PRI, X6 T /8 O 5 22
AR, AT 25 AR A3 B ( Baum, 2004 ) o B Y RS 25 45 4 vk B vh 4
) A AR e 1 DR o 4 T A T 2 S B b S A AT JH Al - 45 SR 9 1 75 #2 FE ( Thompson , 1999) | 12 7B 75
SRR AP A5 . X TR O TR ST R, S A R A5 SR T D2 At AT R B A R Rk (Me-
Clelland , 1962 ; Hansemark ,2003 ) , 15,275 3 X5} T 55 4 i) 45 1 /8% ( Phillips & Gully, 1997 ; Hansemark ,2003 ) ,
WG T A R () Ve B S B b S 4 O T A B R — B0 . R IR LT A EIE , AR A R A o
g N W AT o i [ AL E o8 B2 B P N1 5 =R e | e 2l o B 0 Y =

AN B R BRI T A A H £ 6e , IF AR B C B A5 45 T S AR Y Al B, Bl 75 2% T
2 T 20 9 PR R A A AR Bl 2 3 B 0 e Ry 5 2R O B T OB ) il >R ik B A C i B 0 S 2048
TR 2" e H SR BUE . BRI, DL & B0 TAE S RFREE B kAl BRAR . BRIt , A< SCHe
A ik

H, Al & Ot 2 m 1R G0 T, HER AR S AT R X sl A b FUASE () 52w 5K

Pl 2 ) v e vh S M A LT R B R AR AR R R S M ARTE BRI BREE  oR B 2 SR, SRR
TR RN PN 2540 L AR, Bl DR M 25 SR LA 25 & WU, 9 HL 22 1 e 3R R ) 1) T et 6 v 1), IS 4 ™
AT LT e BE R K o B Al 2 Al 2 St AN A T 3l 1 A SN B L A2 Al 35 5 i £ 5 7 A i AR IR
B XHBFEELRMIASESPE, Al Sesh k& 5w iy — D REE, Ak T 1] 52 Al 1Y GG ) 2k
AN R A M T ] 23 A A i B AN (] A e 58 LA L =, O EL S e ok 30 ) St il 2 . 7R S ad # v,
b i S sh Ve Fe Ak AE T e G rh R B A —Fh 32 sh B0 17 3555 K I AT Sh 28, S s Pk v () 4k AH
X 3a g5 M WA 5 A% e 2h 3 (Lumpkin & Dess,1996) .

FERDE T 10 25 AR B v, Se sl PR R AR AR AR b X RE AR SR (AR FE RN U i F b o 5 A0 19 st w5
BB, Ak 1 e S PEARER AR AL A S — AR TE 2 KRR BE FARME A & AT DA, B KR TR A
F W7 A 2 R AR AR 1977 8l ( Wiklund & Shepherd ,2003 ) . SE 8l s SR Al % AR R A T AN SR 0L o

TESCBIPEAR SR A Al 9, Bk 5 2577 AR s 3 il £ o, 3= PR R S s M R Al R T AR KR 3035 21
By se g, TN ) T 0 Ak i B AR e 7 e B IR A ¢ (Slater & Narver,2015) . ik S8 5% 23 fifi )
M AL AT DS - 3b 52 e J& R R 358 ( Barney , 1986 ; Eisenhardt & Martin,2000) 244 lbeRe 3 5 4
TEAAAT BB LB, Bl 5 B 25 5 77 A AT SR RN SR B R R, 11717 7™ A= T 58 114 9% 4 41 58 ( Thompson ,1999)
BRI Z AN, Je B0 i i A lb o T 1 R AR 25 B U %) R 4 06, (A5 Bk 2 i 2 SRR 5Kk A7 sh HA T
Ttk IXEEERHETR T AN E 5 Lo B, Ak SE Sl XT T4 i X0 0k (% 3 2 /R A 45 St s BB e 1 oh 2
S BB 2 TG [ T N RS EE R  Aall o PRI, AR SR M AN R ARG
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(1) Bk, o 1 HRWIARSCHE B IR, AR ST 2016 4F 9 A AR T 0 i i i X A Jb 5t R LT
AR R AL TS TR A T 429 (0 RN, il A1) IR) 1 AT 69 5% R M8 A7 8 LA R Al i 7 v A A
FKAG B o T PRIERE A R, A SCHIBR T AL — AR LU B ARARS , 245 21 389 A RUEA B

ARSCR A BB MY B £ AT 204, 22 B D O mp AR (BB B [ A 20 A BRY 80% ity
(H 3R, 2015) | SR O AR E 2 K R S i 28 0 35 R T IR0 OB VR 58,2010 ) o A Y5 20
F ST 15 B R B BOR AN R BRI o AR T30 15 2808, A (R o TR A S 5 20 S H] 32 SUfit
[ o A 0 S A B SR O SR I R MM B, 23 280 B Y A — Rt M AR S 2 (R L SRk, 2005)
XA T2 SRR 2 2 IR TE Al i R B BT R I

W 1 PR AR SCERAR BIREA 364 289 24 TEEL K 100 44 Lot s BNV (P 29471 0 38.79 %5 Al
SRR 2. 90 B Al P44 5 08 14,22 A BE#E E—ARRE T IS EERMAT A RBCE 0 0.35 Tk, B
A 60. 4% (R4 lb #RER TR FEAARBOEY. 3 Bt R T =Tl b o REASE N 34 50 B4 03 A R R
WX P TAE D

*1 HAHIE
FEAREAE ¥ Frifi 2 LIRS
AR (4F) 38.79 7.26 39
AR (4E) 2.90 1.747 2
RN AGN) 14.22 15.02 10
TEEARIAT R (K) 0.35 0.76 0
FEAEAE ARIR FEASRIE ARIR
AR 95 JexT 79
fit R B 85 L7 71
il 1l 55 K 79
H Al AT 154 e 80
FE 289 A& 80
pegis 100
A 389

BORBR IR : A A

(2) 22t ASCHy i ERAUE ARG | {728 S A A

A - B Al ) 5% T2k (LnPeople) , Sl T 0 4 1 B Ai ol FRTAY 53 T 80RE R IO
VR A AR A HE AR o BARIRLE A “ SR Al H R 2 /0 44 B 77 AR SCHEF O3 T MU I AR 55 7= HLA
FEREMTMAEIE, —ZASCHINTTE H A8 TR G 2 0 o= ER IS AT N2 5 25 Al KURE, I A
SRl 4 ) S P L HEA T AR o AU T B BT 55, Al B9 B TR e — A O B R AR, B T
AUBLIE MR PR ZR B0 TR 0 S, T — DR 3 A e Bt 1 Bl 25 A P R A R KT 5, PRIk, 3 T
N il S RE AR B R Bl 2 (52 ) 4513 J1 (Scherer, 1965 ) o R A AN K A lb A 2545 LU, 18 11 B
AR i A MV B AR B A2 SEUE AT I ] ABRATAR A 1 4598 (Scherer, 1965 ) o O 1 4 b S 4% A
LY BEXS Ay UL A0, AR SCREFE A2 T LA E LA 21 ) 51 T8 A D e Al A o B 2 il RE T 19
fitro

AR SR BERIGAT O (RDA) I BINY 25 7 26 —4F v BEAT 23 2R W 5 YR D i i HESR BUR AT
HRFERR o R 2 —AF RS BRI AT o RE AR ] L DX 73 P A8 kA6 PR AR ) S8 5 IDURP i 25 —4F i 8 2L
TAMETT 9o A AR, BEAE RST8] i) Al AR D AR i, T US4 (Y B AR SCHZ AR 3
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P AL B RSO 1 Liu 6 (2010) JF & 89— 5 73 09 HL se i R i A 25 1) Uit 28 (NFA) |,
1 RS RANRIRE,S e e ZIE AR R RS - 1) FRE N kA 2) S TS BL H AR, RIE S E
W53 ) Fefis B G T AT B H AR T SEBUE 34) A B 58 WA M B2 AT 55 R AR A /2 2o THIRF I 8005 Al
B B UM AR B b ) U 5 BB . R R B R R, IR RS (2016) BORTSE
Hh RV P2 R DN B T A B ARSI L, AR SO ] T Covin & Slevin(1989) i =4 B2 A1
ST R S 23 By R T A S s (EO-P) 3845, 48 bR & A = A1 AR 0 58 4 %) T 75
T, T A 1) 1 R B PR SE S T 473, 5 AR EIE 2540 T ATAFT3h:2) 1 7300
AR SE T | B ™ i s iR 55 BRI BOR A, 5 oAU fe Je 5 | T 7™ i sl e 55 A L AR R 45
VEEOARSE;3) 1 3 AUSR I R s A v 58 JERR I FIPE LA™ RYZS LS AU 5 R AR R ey g 18
THKFEHET BT R o ARSCRA =R bR A8 R i Al e sh P e b, BOE s ACER Bk Al 19
FeshMhEes . R N C 80T IZ R AL, AR50 5E (2008 ) i B A5 (2014 ) 552 S 7E AT 58 bR X
e

LRI AR S N B3R, NI, FE XA EAT GE T 0 B Z BT, 8 ST I e L A B RS BEAT TR
Bro AR EEAERARUNGE 2 Fs , QDL U T 2/ o RECRT 0.7, W A A 1F B2 s iAol e sh PR o
B, AR SCN T JE PR AR SCR I SE Sl I 48 i DB S i 18 =428 vl g R Y, AR 1]
BRI iR bR, OF HiZ i R R, EA5 B R AR TR AR e (LZ EAIAK T 0. 6, 7E 7] LA
B2 TE RN o RUERI AL A T IR T A AR UEPE D 120 Mr , 25 2R 03K 3 Fizs , KMO Al Bartlett BRIE
K W N AR ROl A A TR R LN T b o IR AL T 45 R R W 2598 AR B0 3T &1, 2 Il T W]
REERARCR o BAEPE R 045 R 2 W Bt 75 2L S U A ROR RAF, i TRk Al 4 Se s v il
A =AYERE , BASSOR AT A A G2, DRI, X8 A AN AT B b R 20

x2 EERBER
A EEACES 9
Al 35 Bk 5 2 0.705
b ek 0. 620

FORBRIR AR A B

*3 HMEWBER
N, KMO Fi N5 25 BTk R/ et T
=1 % . i
kit 2% Bardew BOEHGH D0 PN MBUREGHCR(%) MR
Need for Achievement 1 0.738 X /df=4.115,
.. Need for Achievement 2 KMO =0. 732 0.747 CFI=0.976
= ’
P % Need for Achievement 3 p =0. 000 0. 705 53.274 GFI=0.990,
Need for Achievement 4 0.729 RMSEA =0. 089
EO Proactiveness 1 0. 624
Al S sh i EO Proactiveness 2 kMO =0.592 0.746 56. 894 /

p=0.000

EO Proactiveness 3 0. 744

BORBR IR : A A

AR . Tk E B 5098 A 2 ALY 478 ( Yang 45,2000 ; Powell & Greenhaus,2010 ; Constan-
tinidis , 2011 ) , PRtk , A SCEE ] 1T ALY & B9 — 28 N DTG F 2200 E B 28 7 DL K A 2 5 4 25 X 26 1 5% i ¢
FRE N TR A RRAE XTI 9T 45 SR 52 ), AR SRR T — 2640k B SR RRIE . BLRAR B0 LNk 4
Ve

OFEAREN 1 o ZECH 0. 789, /R VBT ML . TF LA MR 367843
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%4 TEEN
AR 4B AR B E X
P S & LA B THE  LnPeople Bl A 3 A 5L TR0 Y SRR B
] 75 SEHAE TR RDA Al 75 A P T S O I VR
N Al 5 1 B NFA A ) I )
fll S stk EO-P A ) 5] 2 0
5 Gender BHYERO, A1
AR Age A 1 B AR
B 1 K B Family A 5] 2 0
FRREREE FI 0 WA RE LA, 1 AR
Bl 22 157 Exp Al 22 B ) U
AL H EE 0 WA HEZ AN HE 1 W HEZ i
i A b €[N wee 10 0 SRk # AT AR IER 4148, 1 A A
Sl % FN Al 5 P R A A A LA R R 9
f AR Time 2016 Ul 2 s b Bl o7 AT (3 £ 51228 i
SRR T Ml I A H 91 5 725 (19 = A7 Ll B0 A b il
RA Industry (Ind1) 3 (Ind2) Rt % 2Bl (Ind3 ) 1 H9 07
() HEADLE 5t , TR A B Tl Gl Hofl A7l
HbIX. Region 0 AR EHET 1 R HEET

BORBR IR : AR B

2. T*i_ﬁ?ﬁiir
AR B A FIRTEGETH A SC R BGERE NGRS Frzs o MAHSCHERE M i) RLFE HY , AR SCAY 8 S ] A S
Eﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ*ﬁﬂ@%;&jﬁ:ﬁ 0. 1 (4RFRIITE p <0.05 MBS X AN L . LnPeople 5 RDA i p <0.05 /K- I
IEAA S, R AP RS B S8 BRI AT A B35 B IEARSCIC R ; LnPeople 5 NFA (EO-P [RAH K Z 4L
DIEAHAN 25, W15 B W] Bl 3 1 et o 2 A il SE 3 i'ﬁﬁ'Jlk{Eik%M%ZlEﬂE’Jﬂé%TﬁamLLﬁcEﬁfﬁﬁ
PR, BRTRIE , P AL B LnPeople B FR U TR IA . HeAb, i 3 X A8 i JE AT VIF #5460, HAE Y
AT 1 ~2 Z[8], BUE R RIA e T ILANE & & R 2 onge it A

e X REIERE
Mean  Std. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
LnPeople 2.396 0.656 1.000
Gender  0.257 0.438 -0.049 1.000
Age  38.794 7.259 0.146 -0.132 1.000
Time 2.895 1.747 0.074 0.032 -0.089 1.000
10 0.010 0.072 0.117 -0.042 0.017 0.025 1.000
FN  0.430 0.672 0.127 -0.054 0.069 0.015 -0.046 1.000
Region  0.406 0.492 -0.028 0.041 0.041 -0.013 -0.059 0.271 1.000
Indl  0.244 0.430 0.027 -0.088 0.154 -0.096 -0.041 0.035 0.005 1.000
Ind2  0.141 0.349 0.114 0.048 0.070 0.016 0.074 0.113 -0.080 -0.231 1.000
Ind3  0.219 0.414 -0.165 0.002 -0.145 0.028 -0.038 -0.081 0.082 -0.301 -0.215 1.000
Exp  0.375 0.628 -0.062-0.042 0.286 -0.079 0.014 -0.086 -0.244 -0.035 0.016 -0.019 1.000
EE  0.240 0.429 0.060 0.017 -0.111 0.027 -0.031 0.075 0.238 -0.054 0.011 0.065 -0.256 1.000
Family 0.671 0.470 0.022 -0.113 0.173 0.113 -0.117 0.110 0.440 0.091 -0.010-0.021 -0.005 0.052 1. 000
FI 0.648 0.603 -0.093 -0.064 -0.196 0.127 -0.026 -0. 185 -0.290 0.003 -0.093 0.026 0.175 -0.200 -0. 194 1. 000
RDA  0.350 0.764 0.110 -0.040 0.067 0.086 0.061 -0.021-0.279 -0.011 0.064 -0.057 0.202 -0.238 -0.069 0.137 1.000
NFA  3.819 0.606 0.053 -0.046 0.138 -0.003 -0.142 0.154 0.361 0.002 -0.016 -0.097 -0.045 0.092 0.398 -0.166 -0.014 1.000
EO-P  3.660 0.644 0.057 -0.030 0.088 0.050 0.001 0.128 0.228 -0.053 0.039 0.031 0.023 -0.030 0.279 -0.039 -0.002 0.270 1.000

R R B ER T 0. 1 YI7E p <0. 05 AYE(F XA B 3%
BORBRIR AR A B
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3. SEUESMAT

(D) ZA B, ARICE S QDL R AR AT A AT 1 o0 LA S0, RIVE T 80N 2K 7 22 70 B (9 7 ik
567 G2 AR WG A7 O B B M 7 Al MRS (B A7 R E PR 22 5 0 ANk 6 Piom , A oR BRI AT o Y
B B A A b AR S 25 T 0 o BOR WG AT D B Ak & BT fE B Aol , HAE p < 0. 1 AYEAE X 8] 4 {2
F o WL ULIIZE BRI AT o B 2> ATl 2 i - U S R A Aol o BRI, A TG SR R G AT 0 i Bk
A8 O A A Al SE S PR RS AL IR (R A 035 9 22 5, U DX 467 i 5 R ORI AT 0 e LG &R
PRI , AR SCAN R A DA 52 3 5% R WS AT 52 i 14 DR S, TR AR D 139 72 B A A 3800, A S e A

=6 AERBEEITARRNERRMARZR T ESH

A LnPeople NFA EO-P
Mean 2.513 3.804 3.651
BB T R Std. 0.679 0. 633 0. 637

N 87 87 87
Mean 2.363 3.824 3. 662
TR 1T R Std. 0. 646 0.599 0. 648

N 302 302 302
p 0. 061 0. 796 0. 890

GORBRIR AR R

(2) A5 Hr o [IAHTAS SR AN 7 Pz R (2) MY (3) Hh Bl 2 A 53 AR I AT S R Al AR
AR 42 35 A IEAR GG AR (B2 (2) :b =0. 089,p =0. 051 ;Model 3:b =0.107,p =0. 021) , Bi B BIL F #9253 2
TRMEFT ] DL AR LY 5k AT, X — S5 R0 UE 1 ik H1 o SR RIS TT o MY i e 2 (19
SECH IR BOE W E B (B (3) :b =0. 147 ,p = 0. 049 ) , SR FARMEAT 0y A4l 56 Bl M 1) 52 HL 0 28 S0 ot =
B (FERL(3) ;b =0. 108 ,p =0. 091) , BRI (2) FIALHL (3) (9 R* JL 0. 109 [ 7+ 0. 125, 3 v B, 8k & 9 il
s 2D AR MY A e SV ERR G 58 T B 2% BRI AT 3 B A AU A 2 R o TR, AR S i B, A
fBLisE Hy 1525k

=7 HEIE 345 R
. (0 2) (3)
R LnPeople LnPeople LnPeople
0.089 " 0.107™
RDA
(1.956) (2.326)
0.023 0.028
NFA
(0.370) (0.984)
0.147™
RDA x NFA
(1.972)
0. 049 0. 053
EO-P
(0.913) (0.984)
0.108"
RDA x EO-P
(1.696)
-0.041 -0.038 -0.049
Gender
(-0.537) (-0.497) (-0.642)
0.014 ™ 0.013 ™ 0.013™
Age
(2.708) (2.577) (2.609)
. 0. 029 0. 026 0. 028
Time
(1.531) (1.346) (1.468)

108



AZ B ZE e s

. (1) (2) (3)
e LnPeople LnPeople LnPeople
10 0.972™ 0.938" 1.042™
(2.217) (2.039) (2.256)
0.106 0.096 " 0.100"
FN
(2.083) (1.871) (1.952)
) -0.132 -0.116 -0.099
Region
(-1.615) (-1.360) (-1.163)
-0.030 -0.020 -0.020
Indl
(-0.355) (-0.233) (-0.237)
0.077 0. 070 0.070
Ind2
(0.754) (0.686) (0.692)
-0.200" -0.195™ -0.187™"
Ind3
(-2.318) (-2.240) (-2.158)
-0.099 " -0.111° -0.116™
Exp
(-1.712) (-1.917) (-2.016)
i 0. 095 0.122 0.125"
(1.275) (1.606) (1.658)
) 0.016 -0.004 -0.011
Family
(0.266) ( -0.068) (-0.180)
i -0.058 -0. 066 -0.081
(-0.746) (-0.855) (-1.055)
1.853 ™ 1.973 1.996
Constant
(6.188) (6.306) (6.413)
N-1 388 388 388
R-square 0.097 0. 109 0.125
AR-square 0. 097 0.012 0.015
AF 3.100 1.729 3.255™
AR LR AR 1% 5% A1 10% AT L

ORI AR A B

P2 FE 3 e 5 B I AN Al S8 S S BOR AT R AR AP R 5K AT Ry Z ] O R Y

VTVER .

2.4 24
23+ 2.3
2.2+ 2.2F

N 2.1+ 2.1

& 20 20

H #1.9-

3 19 b 1.9
1.8+ 1.8F
L7 —— I L7r —— e
L6 - BT L6r —a— B

iSeEEiE] feges cizl s €=l f=as 6=l

B2 gllEMHAEZHETIER
BORBR IR : A SO A

B3 gl EshEaiETER
BORBRIR AR A B
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() FRf@vErE s . 7 AIESIE R ATRETE , AR SCR AN i 2 —AE N B R BURIE 28U (MD) " 18 H
AR RS HARIGAT N A AL AT AR A AR SR . SEIRANER 8 TR AL (4) P, 4R R 1 R RO 1) 45 AT
SCASIR—E, B T RV ORE 5 22 1 38 HLIUA b 35 Ak, FLAR AR 1 b 38 PR A AR A, (R A ] 45 A2 A
o ARSCIA , Bl -5 4R 8 B A0 22 B IS 25 i DL R ol T 98 A R R I i E A 22—,
b B SE BRI B R Al e I T A R R B . 7R QL A RO 5 R R TE O0 R, S8 Y
TG S AL TRAROKFI 3 2 AN R R i - — 7 i, Bk A BT AR &, A SRS S AF a0 45 2R
I3 —J7 L, AT SCAESRIE 7 TR BT G AN JE o A0 o A% AR W A7 DA T ok 42 20 58 32 B I 553, PR TR ARG T
SEH IR K

H1 TR SC AP e S PR RS BRI, AR SCHE QR HAL AR B AV RO TS B0, R Il 5 1] B AR 48 7 ( En-
trepreneurial Orientation , EO) " YE ¥ 15728 g AL ARl e sh PR R B AR i, AT AR PEAR B0 . 25 2R ANEE 8 Py
BT (S) Fros , BR T2 bR B PR A T RS, B A AL ) 2R 807 [0 R S R AR o

(RIS, AR SCHE AR A 728 0 R 1 AR i AR B O T, T Al BB 7 3G 4 38 (Asset Increase , AT " QA
A, M AV AT 9k o SR A0SR 8 A AYRREL (6) FT /i, B A7 72 B 1 R B0 [ ¥ R R A8l BR T
AR RN A0, R R i BV A A AL . AR SCIA A 2 A 35 1 D PR AR SOR T 97 3 K
FRARR AR 25 =AF BT BRI AR E] S B0 R SR BRI AT A —E R E S Ak
PEAT AT O i 77 A 4 4 ) o 305 W A KA ) 3 R A A — S O i, PRI SR P e 2 A Ml g 1 77 49
Bt R ARt AR G WA T R, AR B TR R FE IS (B, 38 B 2L [ AR AT SR 2
B, VLA SO 458 BA B R

*8 MR AR
4 5 6
e LnI(Dejple ekt Ln;e(zple Ak (A[)
MD 0.000™ RDA 0.105™ RDA 0.304
(2.341) (2.282) (0.407)
NFA 0. 023 NFA 0.038 NFA 3.196™
(0.353) (0.585) (3.124)
MD x NFA 0. 148 RDA x NFA 0.126" RDA x NFA 2.815™
(0.599) (1.656) (2.296)
EO-P 0.012 EO 0. 001 EO-P 0.376
(0.224) (0.014) (0.341)
MD x EO-P 0.325™ RDA x EO 0.114" RDA x EO-P 2.688"
(2.175) (1.708) (1.857)
P A B il Pl A il P A B il
N-1 388 N-1 388 N-1 388
R-square 0.199 R-square 0.120 R-square 0. 499
TE ARSI fH; ™ 7T MERAE 1% 5% A1 10% K L 3%

BRI A ST

. &R 5iFie

1. W5Eshie

FRAEG T SCHY [NA AT 25 5 AR SCRT LIS LAF 4598 55 — AR SCHIF e 25 1 s T A 3 S5 R 114
XAV ZH U 3 4 S 5 ) AR 4 T L0 HHE , A 3 A T S R AT R e A e AR R XD
N B O A e AR R il , DT B JBE B R AT Al A RIS ke o BRI, Bl 25 19 S 384 R S 47K g
S AR AR S B Al A L U2 T, X2 22 1 9 AR e AR L N B AR SO T R I e T B
Al PSSR XTI — S (R VR R, 45 AR o, A F B 4R A Al 28 2 XU 3 3 5 B o
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FAR G AT R 0 28 FAE FHSE A Al RSS2 B s st 5 R A Al S 2 M T s B, Bl 2 T SRR R
YLV, X RS B 0 = BER AT A e QDY 5% BB R 2R T, LA S Al Al 5 Stk B, BB A%
A o T g 25 ) Al RS BRSO

2. BB TR

e, A F AN A AT A T SCRR AT BE BTER . AR SO0 B o s o 4D v BE
WFFE T Y2 A S R 8 15 o0 AR 21 2RSS 22 [R) () S5 PE OC 3R o SR SR AT o0 X 41 21 RS (1) 5% i)
BURITE T2 BOR G AT 8 ik 25 Al 7 ok a8 7 458 O LRGSR AR T4 2058 , NI A & A H
ORI RE g, FE R h W ST e . L, SO S PR b s TR T 4T 0 0 A o\ A e
ALV HESE , & A 5RO T 35 47 S 1) FNAT 2l RRAE A BIF 98 R 22 02 5 Tl 25 19 I & 0 A
ST, AR SO ST PAE SRS BR_EIA R A 3 IR T B I N — g 5 S 0 45 RO A G o AE
DI EHUS LT W SRS AR S B L AL F 1Tl I, SCEFEE T B FALL F AT R
I PREHESE

FEUR AR SO FA B AR 7 1 SRt A 5Tk o 30T 5C T B A b B i F 5% K 2 2 2 FAilk
il 45 % ( Liability of Smallness ) ), W2 , il ALY 7k 2R T s IRIX AR RIS 0F . 30T DR B
— B Sl R it o AR ST ST 1 TR R L) S QDA T S HESR , SCBR - B QD RS T A Bk
FIEERAGTHR B E B A5 I T 00 =S ALY 5Kk . BRI, B A il A BRBE R T ST Al i B vk
PRAME AR 22 B A SRS B S LA, I LA T 2 B BN & L, DL, X — B8 2% & A Bl s Fn
AL 18

B, AR 3G I (8 A AP A RO UEA T 9T, wRkh T R 2 RN B 2 v i = S R A T
T EE S AR AL E AR, B B — B 5 86 R i SR, B B SO 22 B I R B R
HEAR S AR B/ TR =BG M N, — LE (53 [ BHE A 2 A3 3, X R RR IR 1Y BRBE AT 45 5%
O PRS2 5 74 7 [ O[], AR SCRF 9% 1 S A 7 7 T 1 50 2800 A 2 1 AR 6 e v 1 ik iy L, i
P LT PR X H AR WA T A AT AR R . AR SCRORIF G kAR T 2 B A 2 OB R 2 00 T Ak 45 P R
i) Sy BIF S AR T, ELA — 2 1 BRAE TRk

3. FHE R

58, AR SR DAHE B Al SR AR BT R o SR BT R AT LA Al G RO 3 B 22 it DL K
“Ufia” HAC SR b R B BB B IE R . ARIEAS SCRIIF IR A58, R AT S T R Al 3 T R
AT FA R P 5K o X — 5K B AR A TR R S A b & R 1) B, AN XU KT 458 18 Bl £l T
TR KRR AR R BRI AR o 2 ZT 00 B AR 2 38 Bk & % B B B 0 (80, AN S BLOE
ISR H B RE T o WAL AR B T AR N A RE ) Z BTSSR B T RO I B, AR A1 S A5 Al 7E Aok
(1 2238 v JC VA I B R A BE 7 RS AR DT JC , DT 0 T 2 TR JRURS: o T B AR S AT Sl 4 5 ) ] LA
B A B2 5 A S PAATE R, R E B Ik AT o8 o TR H TR 200 200 A b KB G in, an ey
Gl AT A B X RR SRBOA” R B AT B AR UL — AN R, AR SCRT DL B AR B SR A — i 1Y
B HEA

FLWR, T R T 2 A A 2 DU T S 5 T A AR AR, Bl 3 7 S B 58 T B B 6k ) 1 S Bl 1 B
JGUFI T F ) LR HE o Ot 2R X A S BE ) AR PE Ao BCRE T 22 I B TRl ok B A
2 (A K 1) TE B R E X 85I 5% > (Hansemark , 1998) | B0 S il H T i 8L, A2 5 rh gk
FRAHDEIINT o FESC R B & T DABEREAS [ () 2 2] i 42 A7 =X, B4R TH5 B 3 sl A G 1 i 4 B
FZE SR, W EE T By vl e

e A A Se s bt 2 AL & 75 BRI O M BB R . fEid K WFoE v, ik i Je sh e N
BT [ 8 — AN HERE , Y SR 5K HAE B 3 308 48 B B2 e R AP TE . TEASCRIESE Al
145G Bl U BE S B B A A BRI 3 A0 2 20T A ALY Al B 9 56 22 v, IRk, 22l L 5 AR 1) 32 Bl 1k
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PASZ M RT3 AR AR o T — DGR, B AT RUAE SO = 1, ol DUAE SCAL I ZH U (E 0
J7Ir, AR 5 | AR Tl iy e st kT HE R TG S 1 kR

ARSCHIREAR B ARIEAR BB EFFE A AT IR BAT — 2 (8 e - — T 1T, 38 1) 5% 215 A0 2 35 3 L
A T SCBGRBARRAE 3 — FFHE A SCHEA T 22 B0 A B 2, HLOX — R ik I F AR A R AL & B AT, A
I, AR SCRARBEHE T A RANE F D IR A X 5, X AUSUR D 18 T4l BUR R WS 47 o B0 i QML F AR A H
Hor M2 B HAT B0 B4 5 55— O T, AR SO AR B BT E S BUR IS Al MR st 5 22 | Al e sh ik
AR B 22 8] Y 5 R A I F AN SRR T A RO — 4 WE SIS SR T A B AG o A RBIY 2 A T AR 2R Al
HAE S HARWEAT O b 5 g B B (AN [R) A o 1) 5 AR AN DG T B0 % AT AR, 3 TR S AT

4. JRFRIERIR AT B

ARSCHIREAS Z2 4 e v [E AR DX, R r ] A9 7 b 25 S 80K, Pl O 3t XN ) 5% AR AR AR S5 A8 D7
TERAFEAR KRB o — e =, B 1l e 07 i X Bl 2 5 5 g Bl R, £ A0 % 200 ) Lo 491 5 ey (o el S5 A
H,2015) , PRI, AR R ZERE T [ g 77 M XA e R AN AT ST o e Ah , AR SCAUAUR AR 1 Pl i 42 il
LITERI RN DR 2, R A OB R ZEAN Aok S s P, (B, AR X0 5 RIS 14 £ BE SRR, 320 HL ™ AR i
JERIN R IEARZL , WD ARG 00 548 BRAA AU ES 5, T 4 1 58 BLA5 B FIAR R A b, 2 AR BIF T 2 5C
LERTT IR T EL, H B AR — S B AU 4 2 8 v [ SR A7 A ) 5, (U, A SR AE AR OIS PP E
A THA7 A Y 2 JRE P ) SRR AR X2 ) AR A T 1 — 2 B U BERIT 5, ] AR A B A T SCRY B8 BT Rk B Sy ]
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Religious Donation Activity and Enterprise Scale
—— An Explanation Based on the Theory of Illusion of Control
LIN Song, XU Zheng-da
( Business School , Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing, 100081 , China)

Abstract ;: Nowadays a lot of Chinese successful entrepreneurs begin to admit their religious belief and donate
their assets to temples. Based on the China’s Religion Report, nearly 240 million people in China believe in reli-
gions. How religious donation activity affects people’s behavior has become the current popular topic of management
and religious interdisciplinary ,and there are already many studies have proved that religion will affect the entrepre-
neurial tendencies of entrepreneurs. But whether the religious donation activity of entrepreneurs will have an impact
on enterprise behavior, this issue has not been concerned about. Besides, current studies in our country usually fol-
low the western patterns,, which are giving the explanation from the religious doctrine. These patterns are not only in-
consistent with our country’s context,but also not scientific and not admitted by the major management scholars. This
paper uses the theory of illusion of control in psychology to explain the relationship between the strength of the reli-
gious donation activity of the entrepreneur and the expansion of the enterprise.

This paper uses the data of entrepreneurs in the Bohai Rim region of China to analyze the influence of entrepre-
neurial religious donation activity. The article takes the illusion of control theory in the field of psychology as the
theoretical basis,the entrepreneur’s religious donation behavior as the pre-variable influencing the expansion of the
start-up enterprise,and the need for achievement of the entrepreneur himself and the proactiveness of the enterprise
as the moderate variable. This paper is an interdisciplinary study of religion and management,which establishes an
analytical framework for the relationship between religious donation activity and organizational behavior, that is, the
effect of religious donation activity on organizational behavior is achieved by making the entrepreneurs get the illu-
sion that they can control the development path of the enterprise. Control of hallucinations as a member of the organ-
ization does not consciously produce psychological phenomena,in their unconscious circumstances affect their be-
havior, change their decision making within the organization,thus affecting the organizational behavior. In addition,
this article also provides a new perspective to explain the expansion of start-up enterprises,the article believes that
the entrepreneur’s religious activity will lead to their illusion of control,and thus more willing to expand the scale of
business. When the entrepreneur’s need for achievement and EO proactiveness are higher, the intensity of religious
activity has a stronger impact on the expansion of the enterprises.

The inspiration of the study is that illusion of control is one of the important characteristics of entrepreneurs
who conduct religious donation activity. It can be inferred that entrepreneurs who conduct religious activities are op-
erating in comparison with those who do not conduct religious activities. They are more confident in making deci-
sions, so they are more likely to produce a phenomenon that expansion of the scale of enterprises. This means that
now many of our country’ s successful entrepreneurs’ religious propaganda may attract some entrepreneurs to follow
the religious activity. Thus, the scale expansion of enterprise is too fast,resulting in the development of China’s small
and medium enterprises thriving illusion. As the illusion of control after the entrepreneur’s religious activity will not
really improve their true control ability , therefore , blindly expand the scale of enterprises not only does not mean that
the success of the enterprise , but increased the probability of business failure. By revealing the mechanism of the in-
fluence of religious activity on the expansion of the enterprise, it is hoped that the entrepreneur can face up to his
own ability and make reasonable decision in the operation of the enterprise. What’ s more , entrepreneurs can pur-
poseful training their need for achievement and the proactiveness of the enterprise to increase their confidence, so
that enterprises would get more robust and rapid development based on this paper’ s conclusion.
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