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Abstract The purpose of this study is first to analyze the effects of university students' autonomous
motivations to start a business on their attitude toward entrepreneurship, subjective norms, and
perceived behavioral control, second to analyze the effect of university students' attitude toward
entrepreneurship, subjective norms, and perceived behavioral control on entrepreneurship intentions,
and third to analyze the moderating effect of entrepreneurship education for university students on
entrepreneurship intention. Based on the previous research, a research model and a research
hypothesis were established. 251 questionnaire responses were collected through a survey of university
students in Seoul and Gyeonggi Province and empirical analysis was performed using SPSS 24 and
AMOS 23. As a result of the analysis, first, the autonomous motivation was found to have a positive
effect on attitude, subjective norms, and perceived behavioral control. In addition, attitude, subjective
norms, and perceived behavioral control all showed a positive effect on entrepreneurship intention.
Entrepreneurship education for university students was found to control the effect of subjective norms
on entrepreneurship intention and the effect of perceived behavioral control on entrepreneurship
intention in the positive direction. The results of this study can contribute to the establishment of more
effective educational policies and startup support program planning that can increase the
entrepreneurial intention of university students.
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Grade Third Grade 114 4_19.6 SN1 578
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Table 4. Fitness of SEM

Subjective Entrepreneurial

Intention

Perceived
Behavioral
Control

** 1 p<0.01
*: p<0.05

ntrepreneurship'
Education

Fig. 2. Result of the Structural Model

A(+H)9] FEFs vAl= Aow g
A 1-2, 7Hd 1-32 BF =
7% Aol tigk A)7kE A% AT fof gk H(+)
o] Qs vHT webs] 7 2-37F A EHRAAL, 7R
2—13 714 2-2%& 7)7bE Qi)

Al 39 ool A0 e mAE Ao Y
A, webd 71 3, 7 4, 7P 5w AEE g,
A et 7} A% ATHE Table 59 k.

= =
Fitness » df p | x/df | RMR | TLI 432 2dan 7Ha HE
Result 237.187 151 .000 1.571 .085 963 ‘}c‘jﬂ%g Z\—X‘ﬂiﬁy’]’% Process 3.42 %].%3]_0;1 %:_]—/51
Fitness RMSEA GFI AGFI NFI CFI AIC - - - _ - -
sloTE 3 A el tigk Blert ] o eel mA=
Result .050 .909 874 924 971 355.187 B e g orol
FaFoll A FHuSS Folgh =d gt v A 9F %k
a1, 7Hd 6-12 717 A0
Table 5. Result of Causal Hypothesis Tests
. Path
Hypothesis Path Coefficient S.E. C.R. D Result
H1-1 Autonomous Motivation — Attitude 0.658 0.066 6.946 .000 Accept
H1-2 Autonomous Motivation — Subjective Norms 0.466 0.057 5.362 .000 Accept
H1-3 Autonomous Motivation — Perceived Behavioral Control 0.533 0.062 7.46 .000 Accept
H2-1 Controlled Motivation — Attitude 0.043 0.052 0.625 532 Reject
H2-2 Controlled Motivation — Subjective Norms —0.047 0.052 —0.654 513 Reject
H2-3 Controlled Motivation — Perceived Behavioral Control 0.242 0.062 3.703 .000 Accept
H3 Attitude — Entrepreneurial Intention 0.412 0.122 4.945 .000 Accept
H4 Subjective Norms — Entrepreneurial Intention 0.115 0.079 2.261 .024 Accept
H5 Perceived Behavioral Control — Entrepreneurial Intention 0.457 0.091 5.892 .000 Accept

¥2 = 237.187, df = 151, p = .000, */df = 1.571, RMR = .085, RMSEA = .050, GFI = .909, AGFI = .874, NFI = .924, CFI = .971
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Table 6. Result of Moderating Effect Hypothesis Tests
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Constant ~.14 ~.60 -.63 33
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Constant 21 69 -39 82
N et - AR® = 013
2| e enion [ rrereeia b | st | it | as [ s ] B | e
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Constant 62 3.55 27 96
Perceived Behavioral Perceived Behavioral 73 11.10 64 92 AR = 010
H6-3 Control — Entrepreneurial Control ] ' ] ' F = 4.465 Accept
Intention Entrepreneurial Education | —.76 | -1.55 -1.74 20 p =.035
Interaction Term 35 2.11 .02 68
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