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monitor, ERENILWLES) H FE 2 AL E Al Y
M3 46 0 (CPEA) @ S 4R 43 , 8 o 11 3 43 o AR
TR PUTR ARIE AP 4 ARG, 78 b X [ )]
PSR EE 22 S ETHR T, 7E AR R IX kR bt K
HEBUM TR R X e BT, AR X
PR DRBH™ , PG & 1 DX G pUHR” (Va4 8
AN T T R A A 7R S8 R P A AT A B
2009 4£7 H ~9 A ,CPSED ¥ 54 1 8 okl
AT . 732 fih 69 990 J7 5% BE i KL a |, fi 3%
Vila) 17 22 045 ARG BT AERNE R 974 44, H
Hr 601 #4584 B 58 BUEE 1 AR MR IR, Uik
[\l %k 61.7%. 2010 4F 8 A ~9 HJa], CPSED
WEIFRE T8 2 Fe IR TR, SRR IB R T
321 NAHEA, IF 400 T 3 A aDlr gE . Horp
175 DFEAURIR AL T8 4l ZE 4IRS 529 MHEA
E 2 IANE TR A, SR T A AR S R
FA N7 ADFEAR W T R0E . A SCiE$E 2010
HEE 2 RUTRRAT R E R M E B2 TR
Mk 1938 B AR AAE R BIF SRR AAE , 5] B OC B 22

w PAEEZ )G, B3 201 ASFEAR.
2.2 TEMEAFR
22,1 REZ AL REFR

ARSI AR TR AL 5 R o, X R T
VE S ZBE RS AE RS BT AR, Bk &
oK H AR SEE PSS A (225K R AN
P B AE T e . TR 5 58 5E pho 3l 4 ]
VISR SE T i), 2 T e 7 308 3 A7 A5 = 4k
1. Ho S KRE SR AE B AT TAE B K iz th A4
s ) 22 1 T8 AT o5 — A i K &
Az G T RIS B 22 f R Bk LAY P R e
AR S T ) (%) Bk S EE v 5 Sk A A
. 2% Carlson 257 (BFST ML T 95 K K2 19
R T 1) AN IR B M LS IR AR S i
FEEWEEN 52) T KA o st 18] T8k, 8 ATE
MR BE b ] 3 /0 53 ) Al o5 4 7 R R &R 43
BF ], AN AT ST 355 3 IR 58 1.
IR S 9B e e R AT B, 1 AUER S
AR5 RFTEEFRE. 7KL Cronbach’ s
a FEGEEN0.796. A 3 A~k BSR4 41E
VA R AR 5t 975 43, B R, AR 0 38 1 Ak 5K
JiE P o Bk
222 AEEZ . #HoOLelERBEEE

CPSED WAV 2 () £f B o BE 12 97 4ol 1
TR 5 iR, S0 PSED I H it &
BERE AR TR AE B A 2 A R Al e A v AR
SN 14 52805 Bl , AL R A L, Jee
BT B 5 IR % BARI I 328 ) &
W 1, I AL & 7R 1R 26 2 & CPSED 5k
B (2010 4F) 5¢ B A BV 15 3l 5 i 4R A g 4ol
B A R A P S A

LSRENTITI=I e ol SR n i G S A N
B R AR T RS IE 3, 7E5E 2 Fe Uk SB[
ARLL |- —FE b I T 4R i35 B0 BT AR AL 58
LI R B AR 22 SRR I S R Al 7
.

@ P EAAE Al A S B AT A F R R Al Bt o BRI Iy S I R T 42 AT Bl A0 B Al K i
FHELE 3 A R HG A RLE Al OO A2t DX AR AT BBl Al B, SRS R R LI IX A (15 ~64) X B 4R
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Table 1 Start up activities
%&H B Bl %H LINIRRE)
1 2RI AT BA 8 S HT AT 00 55 IR
2 BE R 9 S TR TR
3 BEATE BT 10 | SHRAMIRRELSE
4 H LA B A] 1| BAAERS
5 R JEAA 12| FHRALNR
W 3K AL B S

6 13| JREfIRT

I~ B A )
; SR % A 14 XA oA 95 o L 1 B

P EER o0 2% 28215 22 07 5

2.2.3 ATEZ ALSXF

S [T B A 8 JF R B A LA 5T
SR IEAEAEEF Al A B % > b X PR X
BNV I B 4k 2 SCRFRR . B 56 B 3 25 R
EZ A2 (US panel study of entrepreneurial dynamic)
T AT R B R R A X T 5T, i — 2D TR
5 [ A LA (] b B 45 Bl A B 5 DT IE
W T Il 450 B £ [l — S R A A 2 5T

i ST BRI 5 (90 B2, CPSED FHH 8 4~ H
O B 12 AR Bl 5 SR 38 i 7 1 X ) M Ak 2
SCHPRESE. s R) 5 1 0] S e 22 RARJE | W) el
AN RN OC TR BT 78 b DA 23 PR Y 3Rk
OHRLE Ry 1AMk 3 32 2R 2 56 IR @
SRR NS A FIFIFA A S A @
Jak X AR Z S0 NS Sh4e 4t A R
SCRE s @RI R AL R 32 N AL s @I AR
ZINABE SN 1 ©F i 22 H AR £ 38 UE
FEANY ; DRLE B 32 51 >4 I Ak 14 470430
s @FRITTE Y b DX A R Y N S IR i )
AR AR SR AT S 90 M v R ok i X 8
ARHE R FRAEE R T 1, E 0550 ik 4
BAS T AR HA B S T 2219 75. 36 %, il
= BEAG K Cronbach’s o 2E5A%] 0. 75.
2.3 EREE

AR SCHE T AN AR M 2 T B 7T RE S AR
59 E W I A AR B 1, T2 T 1
T —FI AN E RN DG A RE A & 40
PR AR BB R, A e D 25, i
WRIR DL BRI 5T A BR, 2o T e B 22 1Y

FHES TAEMZE, M BN I 20 TAES K
JEWSE L AN AR R Rt S A 7E
T i A 55 B2 h 9 1) B S A AT R ), I
NE i TAEZ R G E ST, KA 2 8 21 £
o, [R5 Sk 1 5 22 1 wh 5 T AE XU T LA
W5 o e B AR O, S A 1.

DIFERTSE 225 3R B S a1k 2 56 202 i 1l
F A ESE A 7 3 AR 25 i A AT
BE T P 52 B A G RO IR AR SR R T Bk
FSERTE, F 1 A W72 8 R 0 2 9 17 7 2
FANE (FRich 1), i 220Dl & (Frid i
0). IeAh, B 426 18 A= Bl # b BRA L 5 22 7
MO TS ok  aw = R NTIT =R SR DR N
F 3R FRADY g5 55 A5 E 5 55 2 1) 1 ~F- A7, A2
INE VI RIRTBE 09 I , R N X AT R A B T
AR K EE R e L T A — Lol 2 fi
] Bl =5 55 A 5 — L, I e K g 45 55 |
80— 22 BAHE LR 2D SR BBOR AP AT Sy 08 A1l 25 51T
RET 1 AL ZEBE ] Y ph2E.

%% Greenhaus 257 L J Kirchmeyer[m AT
8 R 1) TR PR 1 IR I 5 0% o T A Y
AR TAERI G RE M 10, 2) Fe B T8 2R
bR BT 220 I %o AR T 58 J2E W R 0 1Y) K
3) B I i h AR RIS RE WA S b i R
X 3 5% H ok B BN XA T Ry (175 BEAG 3 Cron-
bach’s o REGLF]0.832) ;5K 1) N T A B
o, et B B RS —6,2) I T AR
B, Fes > TN R EE R, 3) S T AR,
AR B A 3 IR i 53R 1
10 FaREEAS A HARR IS G0 L va i R
i, L AURIER AR, S AERAE T R & (5
% Cronbach’s o %357 0.810).

TEAZ T, A SCHE ] 7 Al i 2 80, Bl
SERRAIBNY A Ml 3 S FEH AR ALEN Al Ky
AN ZERL B A Ml I e 204 G5 [A] 45 AHH
ZEARK LI B B A s R T X 4
i B 5 1) £ o B AR Ik g2 e 2 5 4K
JE [ p €. 2% Samuelsson 1 Davidsson' ™’ 14 iff
GT, ARANE A E FRABA T A TF AT % 3h 2
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—, BB E SO BRI B Ak, 1) 275 A B Kk
530152 27 R M B 10 7= i w555 3) AR
AR T WA BT, I FHWE AR 47 £ R B ARV AR T
N1 AREAR T AL A 0.

3 HESMESLIEER

3.1 RBEHEELRELE

A TAE S B2 W A 2 SR A
SR ) LT P 8 A T 44 18 ) JE P 7% e, Bt
FEFEAF . AR B BRI, X W2
1Y Cronbach’s a #BAT 0. 7. B 5%F ik W~ 745 HiE
HE— AT UEME R 4B, BE S AR B UL 5 4
S INIPIN

X’ =1225.63, df =603, X*/df=2.03,

p <0.001,NFI =0.908 ,NNFI =0.911,
CFI=0.930,1FI =0.929 ,RMSEA =0. 049
KRR EERLF. 2 MR AVE 5
= F 0.5, CR{EAR = F 0.8, T2 far &8 = T
0.6, BEWIAR & HA 87 1) R AR TRl b 25 42
T AVE SO ARAHE, 45 SR AR T AH G R AL, A 2
A BB R X RU%.

3.2 TEMXEKWE

R 2B T ARSCW KA A AR A IR VS
THAHTAS AL AHOCHER B0 25 2R W | A4 i A8
o FIIARR R 2 5 O firp A () A A — A A AT 56
P, (0 00 1 o e DR Y A 4 R 2 ]S
FAE R FAR SRR, — 20 1 VIF [k 7k
JEE AR o 2 [ 1) 2 AL 2k KU e B, 4 R A B
VIF {EA4E 1.09 ~2.20 Z Ja], iy g HERT 2 B L2k
(AR A ] 3252 U LA, X R i — 20 0 A2 ]
RERIC R BE5E T S

®2 WIEHEFHHLER

Table 2 Confirmatory factor analysis

A A2 o AVE CR
TAEREEHZE | 0.821,0.750,0.877 | 0.6733 | 0.953 6
FIRAS XS 0.681 -0.784 0.544 | 0.9434

3.3 SEEAER

23 HNH TASCE BB MG 3 Hr s R
Horp gAY 1 AR T A P A2 XA 5 5 E o
GEMRZ . 25 5 W R AR T AL S K
ORI k25 . R IR R REUR 0 X A7 Sy 4 A
FHETIAD 5 HKEE R EAL (B = -0.14, p <
0.05) , T R EX K 2R 11T A 1AL & 2 42 & o
RIKF-(B=0.61, p<0.001). X FhEEIR U FEH
A B A A 4 A, Ml 2 g Ak B RS A
AT AR AT A 3 ) g A R 5 i A S 1T B 3 485

R3 HRESTESEXREE

Table 3 Descriptive analysis and correlation table

- T
L Wi | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
LN S HEEZE | 2.16 | 1.00 1
2. 5 0.78 | 0.42 | 0.06 1
3. IB ARG 0.52 | 0.5 |0.14* | 0.01 1
4.4 32.56 | 11.28 |0.22** | 0.08 |0.68"" 1
5. ZHE R 2.88 | 1.13 |-0.18** -0.07 |-0.17*| -0.16 1
6. oD #H 0.72 | 0.45 | =0.09 | -=0.07 [-0.23*|-0.20**| 0.13 1
7. FARIA 0.47 | 0.5 [-0.17*|-0.12%| =0.07 [-0.20**| -0.01 | -0.01| 1
8. Al 8.43 | 2.76 0.1 0.09 | -0.08 | -0.17*]0.20*" | -0.01| -0.01| 1
9. ¥ F 0.00 | 1.00 |[-0.20**| 0.02 | -0.03| -0.09 |0.23** | 0.01 | 0.11 |0.01 1
10. B AH4THR | 3.85 | 0.70 |-0.33** -0.09 | -0.06 | —0.18* | 0.08 | 0.07 |0.12+ | 0.07 | 0.10 1
1. FRERIEATH | 2.78 | 0.72 |0.68** | 0.10 | 0.11 |0.24** |-0.20**| -0.04| —0.09| 0.03 |-0.23**|-0.30**| 1

R FHACPA p <0.10 (*p<0.05,
FERTN 2 AT BE AR X AN ARE I K

"5 <0.01) ; REAKE =201.

B 15 FEE vh o€ 2 A O e Bl AR A — K

PR U A 5 A 5 5ERE o S IE A G (B =
0.10, p <0.05). {HR&, Aiki R 3 Fron, HmA —
IR, Bl A — ORI M Y T 28 R 5

T ABCHIF HBE(B=0.51, p<0.05), ~ IR
ZH MM HBE(B=-0.42, p<0.05) ,3XESE
TR 1 TR 0, R Al B e R Y A R
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5005 G BE th 5K 2Z o] S B —FpfE] U 7Y
K F. HE—2 H AN A YR I 22 TR R A ) i
BT e BRI () L 5 Y R B T, A £
F RS IER T A RIS AR g R g
U (BRI 3F 50 18. 17,76 0.001 /KR E.2).

ARSCHE— KB T M 2R BRI AT
FHAAE I fif 8 A2 i 76 AE A B8 T LU (%) X Ja]
W 2o kA e T X R e AR B it & i, A
AFRREE X ST R 3 PR 3 e T
U 4k (9 T A5 & 28 8 4ol 58 B 14 3503 2 o i1
SSmﬁﬁiﬁﬁm&Ef*&w%EE%N
i, A5 ZREE pi o A RR B TR B T . Xt —2 3¢
Fr TR L.

R TR BRI 2, F At 2 SRR A SRR Y
— R TR Iy B, IE Qi3 3 R AT 4
FT SR 4t 23 SRR AR AR B TR 5 SE b 5
A B, [ 42 SR R S AN R — R
T () e R 5 ) b 5 SR g ih € 2 (Rl Ve A I 3 A0
et AEE 2 AL 2 SRR Ak o R kI 3R
I 5, — IR AR TAE 10 % /KT 5 A1k
HREEMRGOAI(B = -0.45, p<0.1) 7 —IK
TIEFRIGA 7 5% B G5 AKT N 50D 5K EE

RIEAHK (B =0.43, p <0.05). [FHAA DI
RIS 2 SCRE IR S5 S TR R A fi e
1 AR A T 5.

R i 20 I ARON A B A i — 2P
EHON EL IEANE 1 R B 2 S,
BN HERE S BV 5 S BE w2 (18] U B il 28 78 1k
ST A A7 P o3 AR AR 15 58 0t ~F-, [RI B T8 R
. 4563 3 M1 g Rk 2 R8T R
HE. A SCAY SEUER 36 S0 55 T Prd k.
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Fig. 1 Interaction effect of social support on the relationship between

new venture creation process and WFC

F4 R 6l 2 BE i SR

Table 4 Impact of New Venture Creation Process on WFC

PRIAR i TAE 5500 th2e
LAY
A
1 2 3 4 5 6
e -0.05 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05
A -0.02 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04
ZHERE -0.04 -0.06 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05
3 R INGTA 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.04
AR
A -0.04 -0.04 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02
HFARRAY -0.09* -0.09* -0.09* -0.09* ~0.09* ~0.09"
TR X A7 N -0.14* -0.14* -0.14* -0.14* -0.14" -0.14"
FREBIAT R 0.61 *** 0.60 *** 0.60 *** 0.59 *** 0.59 *** 0.59 ***
. Al R 0.10* 0.51°* 0.52* 0.51°* 0.47*
bt , . .
(BhEERE) 2 -0.42* -0.43* -0.43* -0.49*
AR | et -0.03 -0.03 -0.02
. AR x 1k 232 -0.03 —0.45*
BEH RN .
(BDNEHERR)? x$ha3 0.43*
% R? 0.46 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.48 0.49
FAig 21.19 *** 19.53 *** 18.17 *** 16.60 *** 15.29 *** 14,58 ***
iE: B REAREMRIAREG AR F KT p<0.10 ("p<0.05, " p<0.01, """ p<0.001) ; FEA K =201.
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3.4.1 AHAKD
TEREASHE R 43 % A 48 AE CPSED 58 4 iR

ERUARIGEER B 1 321 DB IR T3
FEDY SRR, Hor 175 DA IR AL T8 4l 55
FORZ 29 MAEA T 2 B 138 Ak, 580K
TR A AR B A s AR SO O A 2 s Y
201 MEAVENREAME (BBRSREEZ)5) . 73 A
17 AEAR I T 8L R, X ] e 51 S 77
w2, BV LE 25 4 20 Fom 18 41 22 T LA AT LAk 28
HEBES 25l BERDAA At TT8 18 Al 5 S RE ph e A

BERAR. DI, FERS A PEAS 36 58 23, A T 3B H 21
PEAT T AR, 18 321 AT BIBR T 7 4
TEOCHE AR B DA B (R A0 78 S R A% 315 A
A F 4 AT AR 5 B 5 S v e
Z I E] U 25 R AR s ] i i — 20 5 ik
ANOVA 737 & 25 4 Fliz B 4L 201 DMHEAR
IBHZHAY 117 AAEALE BT S A B -5 56 th
VA X R A A g — 2P UE ST TR
1R B AR S B 5 S RE o Z [ £ U Y iy
ER e X NTVEE

RS EHAOAFNER

Table 5 Robustness tests with full sample

AR Al 5 R 2
HELHRY
A
1 2 3 4 5 6

PRI -0.05 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02

A 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.05

ZHERE -0.05 -0.07 -0.06 -0.06 -0.06 -0.06

PSRRI 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04
2 il A5 o

A -0.01 -0.002 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

BARANE 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05

TR XS AT R 0.10* 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08*

FEER AT H 0.53* 0.52* 0.53* 0.53* 0.53*** 0.52***

Al R 0.14** 0.60** 0.60** 0.60 ** 0.58*
ERS

(BB )2 -0.47* -0.47* -0.48" -0.46"
WA R | SRR -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
| O xR -0.04 -0.37*
2 H U

(PR ) x4t 0.34*
P4 R 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.36
F {4 17.64 *** 16.97 *** 15.94 *** 14.45*** 13.27*** 12.46***

i B RMELIEIA R KL AR B MK p <0.10 (7 p<0.05,

3.4.2 #HFALEHL

Ry T AEASAS S F €02 LRI T3 AT, S BR
TR —RADL A AR T8 Al
BV NFEA (201 x 0. 72 = 145) AT T Fa (1
K 5.

32 FAEAR S 1 TR, A SCHY IS 251815 5

*p<0.01, """ p<0.001) ; FEAKE =315.

TR SRR, B R ) — R I R B I HAR
{LAE 10% 1K F B35 (8=0. 12, p <0.1),
IR LON T H 2% (B = -0.17, p <0.05). [Ali}
SR (BARL 6) ik 23 SCRFRIR AT RN A3 T 30y
(Bl = —-0.17,p <0.05; B2 = —0.17,p <0.05).

% 6 B TODL K s
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Table 6 Robustness test with novice entrepreneurs’ sample

[H7E i Al K RE phe
R
AR
1 2 3 4 5 6

e -0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
SRR 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.05
ZHERE -0.04 -0.05 -0.06 -0.05 -0.06 -0.06
AR R | IR 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04
FABANY 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.05
R X 7R 0.09* 0.08 0.08 0.05 0.08 0.06
FREBiET R 0.30 ** 0.32** 0.33** 0.33** 0.30** 0.32*
L | B 0.10 0.12° 0.12° 0.13* 0.18*
A : : ) .
(B R )2 -0.17* -0.14* ~0.18* ~0.16*
WA R ($h2 S0 -0.03 -0.03 -0.03
o Bl bR x 4h2s T HF -0.04 -0.17*

AT RN T
(BDEHERE)? x #h&30hr 0.14*
% R 0.18 0.20 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.27
F {4 14.64 ** 13.97** 12.94** 10.45 ** 10.27 ** 9.46 **

S BAEARIEAL I REG  REBEMAKTH p<0.10 (*p<0.05, **p<0.01, " p<0.001) BEASH =145,
3.4.3 F—iAERAER P AR TAE S 50E vh A R R AR 5, A AR 5
AT CSPED 45 —#REASKRAE AN, ok [ CPSED 55 A4S iMm. i i B A7 (1) /3 M
IR TAES REEZE, 0 TR T REM IR L 3R AR R0V AE T30 A5 8] T 32
2z, FIF CPSED 25— vh Qb SRR Ry H A8 i, T RE AR RS
®7 FAE—REBHEES

Table 7 Robustness test with the first wave sample

PRI A o - Al R R
- A
e 1 2 3 4 5 6
PER 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02
AL 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.03 0.03
ZHERE -0.04 -0.04 -0.03 -0.03 -0.03 -0.04
J— IS WAAR L 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.04
BTN E 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01
HARTIA 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05
U AT A 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04
FRERIEATH 0.30** 0.32** 0.33** 0.33* 0.30* 0.32*
— INBLTES 0.10* 0.20* 0.20" 0.19* 0.18*
(ANl ) -0.27" -0.24" -0.28" -0.26"
AR (AR -0.04 -0.05 -0.04
) Bl R x 4k Ik -0.23 -0.27"
BEH R :
(Bl gER)? ko dody 0.24"
P S R 0.25 0.27 0.30 0.30 0.32 0.36
FA{E 16.04 ** 15.97 ** 14.94 " 14.02 12.17** 10.46 **

i BRI BN AL TR BFHAKT 2 p<0.10 (“p<0.05, *"p<0.01, """ p<0.001) ; FeAH 4 =201.
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3.4.4  EBEEG S

AR ARZ O i BEDL TR AE T8 o 78 b A £
R 3 B B BT SR 3l i A 5 R v o, A%
FRF CPSED %ds , AR 5t B Jc 1k 1 42 00 3 3 i A~
ARt AE R ) IR 22 5] ) vk ok ) g i A
Bl R SR RN B A oMb ) ek AR P Bk 5 R E v
ZEHIRE . G Yin"" B0k, 2T B APk
B, o T SR U Y Il i = 22, AR 45 A
MV T B 8 58 B O Sk ) T EE T Ak 1) Al B Bz
B R B A R S . TR R B B S 1
P& T IS IE AL TE % By B i Ak Al 584910 5 1R
B E A 2014 45 12 H ~2015 452 A BATE], #h 52
PSS R 2016 4F 12 H . 3 86 4k 43 A T ik

i, A LA HUBIN T, T Sk AR IR AR
() A AT Al Lk DR I T, AR AR T Ak P [ 7 6 ~
12 4 H Z 8] gl & mi &, i f]4F % 1 (23 ~
38) 4 2], B T R A i Al L B R R
EAb , HA BN & 1 o © 4, 1 Bl & 1R )
P A B 477 5

TEGG B, AR SCORs H 5 S T B 1l
FEAGHERE , ff) (e B AR BIY A 19 3 2 T,
BEMG | A TARS FREE i 5¢, LK A (3G R 1 1 7
DAL EAEHLRE. Forh 3 8 REEME RS TIX 6 15
RTINS =¥ SN K g ell N3 el i TN 1= i 9
LU LN N SN R e - e Ny
IR B BB TR DL

KR8 BRUERMIESERMER

Table 8 Explanatory case study: background information

Bk o Bl - BifE | R Bl & . A
W rg | P e | O e | waomae | T o
A | 201348 H | RUE T | B | 2014410 | AL = S 35 | & J
B | 2014 46 J AHHLAR WA | 2014 4£10 A | R = LG BT 30 S Jc
C | 201345 7 | HUMTATE | 54 | 2014 4E5 A PNE = UL 34 % g
D | 201341 A I i | 2014 4E6 A KH &= P = 35 % H,—K
E | 201341 H Ak W) | 2014 4E6 A K &= A 31 % ¥
F 2013 4E12 A B W) | 2013 4E 12 7 | R b= EH A | 38 % ¥
£9 PLEREBRMEIR
Table 9 Family background of entrepreneurs
RARBARE N TR T2
P> WS AR L T i T4 4 T B2 DR B
A 5 N/A B T N/A 5
B oI HMEIR T = —4,5% Ay A B I
c o S5 P —2,6 % ke M w
D B el = —1,10 % Al BCfs w
E eI HMEERT b —1,4% Al BC A w
F eI AR e —F,9% ke i

710 MR T B T AP AR WL, BRI
1 TR A T A AR A R B B, A (5
R T o At ] BT T i ) Bl 5 B i 5 7K P A
[l e 32 5 A F0B e it £ oll Ak 7 W R 6 222 B
B, Z T LA W DR DA 2% A ol 32 A ] 504X
(2~3) A, AT 3 5 B LR, Ak
HIBTESEAT I AT VAT A kR SR
B VL S AT RN A 7= iy T . TR P ok B
RS S BT AT AT T ARYE B A, h
T W46 18 Ab A DA SR A e 5% B 07355 Al

AT BB B, — 7 T a AT ] 2 Bl R
FURESEAE B, 55— Jr T 2 AT E 1
R4S, T DG A9 B 5 ZREE h 28 i b A P 45
L] C A D g Bk AT R AE R R
PHAERY BE X Ay v E M LA (7 ~8) AN A T,
BB CAE R T WA G s, T H s i A
TR BE AR VTR TP B AR ) A O I
R B Oy BOR %, AT O EE B AR R B (B D),
A T3 TAE A )5 22 DL B SR Jak i 15 %
NANERAGE, 5 (B v 98K P48 0 6 E L F
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Work-family conflict in an entrepreneurship context: A role transition per-
spective

TIAN Li"*, ZHANG Yu-li"*
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Abstract ; This study applies a role transition approach to examine how the progress of new venture creation af-
fects work-family conflict ( WFC). The paper contends that the identity confusion accompanied by the role
transition serves as a stressor and intensifies the conflicts between family members and the focal entrepreneur,
especially when the new venture is operating at an “in-between” phase. The progress of new venture creation
therefore exhibits an inverted U-shape relationship with WFC. Moreover, the impact of role transition on WFC
varies with the level of social support to entrepreneurship. Analyses of 201 nascent entrepreneurs from China
support the hypotheses.
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