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Status Perception of Private Entrepreneurs and Corporate
Green Behavior

— Evidence from China Private Enterprise Survey (CPES) Data
XIN Da-leng

Abstract: Promotion of corporate green behavior with entrepreneurship is essential to high-quality devel-
opment of the economy. Using factor analysis method and firmrlevel survey data, this paper made theo-
retical and empirical research on the influence of private entrepreneurs’ status perception on corporate
green behavior. From the perspective of theoretical mechanism, the status perception of entrepreneurs
affects the fulfillment of corporate social responsibility by strengthening the prosocial behavior and self-
confidence of private entrepreneurs, and thus has an important impact on the corporate green
behavior. Furthermore, by using the data of the 11th China Private Enterprise Survey (CPES), and
constructing the entrepreneur’s status perception index based on the factor analysis of the principal com-
ponent method, the study empirically tests the actual impact of private entrepreneur’s status perception
on the corporate green behavior. The results show that, status perception of private entrepreneurs has
effectively promoted the scale of investment in pollution control and the possibility of investment in pol-
lution control of corporate. The mechanism test shows that the fulfillment of corporate social responsibil-
ity is the channel for private entrepreneurs’ status perception promoting corporate green
behavior. Moreover, the status perception has a heterogeneous impact on the green behavior of different
enterprises. Relatively speaking, for enterprises from politically connected, high-polluting or state —
owned industries, the status perception has a stronger role in promoting corporate green
behavior. Therefore, during the 14th Five-Year Plan period, we should continuously optimize the busi-
ness environment, release the vitality of enterprise development, increase the sense of gain and happi-
ness of private entrepreneurs, and continuously improve the status perception of private entrepreneurs,
so as to maximize the role of entrepreneurship in improving corporate green behavior.
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