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Effect of entrepreneurs’” metacognitive monitoring on entrepreneurial

success: Error learning as an intermediary
XUE Xianfang » GUO Han, LU Xiaoying » MENG Qian
(School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: In the related researches on entrepreneurs’ metacognition, it becomes popular that
entrepreneurs use metacognitive monitoring to improve entrepreneurial effect. Based on social cognition
theory and entrepreneurial learning theory, this paper constructs a research model of entrepreneurs’
metacognitive monitoring and error learning on entrepreneurial success through the research paradigm of
" cognition-learning-success' . Through the data analysis of 250 enterprises, the relationship among the
three is discussed from an individual level. The results show that: entrepreneurs’ metacognitive monitoring
level has a significant positive impact on entrepreneurs’ error learning ability and entrepreneurial success;
error learning has a positive impact on the entrepreneurial success of entrepreneurs; error learning plays an
intermediary role in the relationship between entrepreneurs’ metacognitive monitoring and entrepreneurial
success. The research results enrich the relevant theories of entrepreneurs’ metacognitive monitoring and
provide important guidance for entrepreneurs in the process of enterprise establishment and development.

Key words: entrepreneur; metacognitive monitoring; error learning; entrepreneurial success;
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