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Research on Influence Factors Model of Teachers’ Academic Entrepreneurship
in Research Universities

An Exploratory Research Based on Grounded Theory

Su Yang Zhao Wenhua
(Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai ~ 200240)

Abstract: Based on the theory of planned behavior, this study conducts in —depth interviews with 20
university teachers, utilizing research methods of the grounded theory to build a conceptual theoretical model. The
results show that academic entrepreneurship attitude and subjective norm indirectly influence academic
entrepreneurship behavior by affecting academic entrepreneurship behavior. Perceived behavioral control not only
directly affect academic entrepreneurship, but also indirectly influences academic entrepreneurship by affecting
academic entrepreneurship intention. The research also approves that behavior outcome expectations, human
capital, reference group, social networks and conflict factors are antecedent variables. Situational factor is the
moderating variable between academic entrepreneurship intention and academic entrepreneurship behavior.

Key words: teachers in research university; academic entrepreneurship; influence factors; the theory of

planned behavior; the theory of planned behavior; grounded theory
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( 16 )

The Enlightenment of Academic Quality Evaluation of World-class
Universities to the Construction of “Double First Class”

Liu Chengbo
(National Center for Education Development Research, Ministry of Education P.R., Beijing 100816)

Abstract: In the construction of “Double First Class”, the ranking of world —class universities has an
important guiding role. Through the analysis of the existence of methodological deficiencies of world —class
university assessment, academic quality is the common cornerstone to establish world —class university
assessment of the of the rankings should be realized ,and academic quality should be the orientation of world—
class university rank which has important implications to construct “Double First Class”, University external
operable measurement indicators to the forefront of the world is easier to achieve, however, improving academic
quality is the university’s long—term pursuit. The orientation of academic quality assessment helps universities to
clearly understand their quality progress and position in world —class universities jungles in advancing the
school’s overall or discipline.

Key words: “Double First Class” construction; world—class university ranking; academic quality assessment



