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Abstract

Under the environment of promoting innovation and entrepreneurship among college students,
colleges and universities promote innovation and entrepreneurship education. The emergence of
entrepreneurial behavior can be influenced by the willingness to start a business in the theory of
planned behavior. College students are willing to start a business after receiving higher education.
Based on the theory of planned behavior, this paper conducts an empirical study on the entrepre-
neurial will of college students, and understands the impact of innovation and entrepreneurship
education in Hefei University on the entrepreneurial will of college students.
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1. 5|8

AER,  FEE A A SRl ™0, AR B R TR oL, T2 B AL AR L
Ao BEEREFRRYTHE, KRS BRI, J55001: 2018 fEaEmi A NEUEF] 820 75
Ao SURI K IO Sk AR R A5 K2 AR T 3L ™08, T ) Ml U A — 1) ) A 2 T B, B
Il MRS N TR, SCRESR B TE 2 Btk b Ar . Dt SERITURBIR,  BLAJEE T A %G i 5
RACQVHRAE E FOR R A R RO B, RN S BT SRS A R A, SRR B 7E 4 i 8K b ) 5
SERT, RAHESIR ARG JTARBIHT, BIREE “ i EfIE 20257 “TIRK+” AT3hitRl, Bl a6
BEANWTIRIL, B R IR S PR A, B IHBhRE N Fe i, @R b ARt Rarh mar A RE BT
SRENENTT . T SRTEARRRN ARG LB, IR TEAERR A A B R A A SR R 3K

2. XEkEFiR
2.1. IBigLRAR

AU RGN BT, TR H I RIAT ABE TPB. 1HRIAT HEIR 2 Ieek Ajzen 7E Ajzen
1 Fishbein (1975, 1980) 3L [F]#2 Hi U HL P4 47 N1 (Theory of Reasoned Action, TRA) 4k /K KBS H, R
Ajzen I HF LRI, NABATNIEAR B T HIE, MALESESHZT, Bk, ik TRA 7Y
76, BT I EE A7 AEHIAE” (Perceived Behavior Control) (K HERy, MM R & AT AT N
BRI AR A ——11 %47 A28 (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB) [1]. 11 XIAT NEISIEAKRIIT NE R
FAMERAT AR RAE T —E, VO MEMERREE 5T, W4 7 R s ) MEA7 o R R
ARAT 9 = A e 3 B A

THRIAT N HE 1R (Theory of planned behavior) & FE AT 10 B GE A, 78 I ZEAl B3I 1 — 000k B 3%
AT REEE BRTES FIRER VM I S bR AT NAE — e AR R ER AT AR PGE R, AT A
BB CRENEGITASES UG . T AREIER RN AN T REGEDUT ) MM E, &
BT A AR R R EETT A B AT ABEERIEAN ANHZ AT A M, B IR A 4 T
IVEAT, e BRI AR N X AT 4l IR R 2 Bl v A AT N S5 R B S e 1) UG € X
A NAEDRSE J& 153 R IE AT NI BT B i)t o Ik 77, RISl e 1 B % 7 A= =1 B 5 0 11 A4S A k4]
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AR IR ZIMEE) R R AE AR NKIHIE . BT MBI — DA B NRHEVER, 750
RWUT NI 2T HIE SRR AR A SR EMNE L REREEMERE, RUINA 2
HOATNIIRES . 2RI, MESINFRARERA N, BT NS SEEREE 2 215N A2,
JIT DA TR S AE T FRAG B FEAIL BN — SEIRIR AR B, S AT N B RIF 5 S A U

BT ER & (Teek Aizen) A AN B CAT N IO RUEFEHI T752 — ANESRAR,  — b A 5 S 7 SR I 2 T AT
Ny T SE A AME ST AT N, T SERER 7 (AT i T P Z TR 2 — e TRLIE,
il 1991 SEAE (HHRIATONERS) — 3O3R T “IRRUT AR B, 2B RN NIE & a6 AT
WRIERAT, RN AR HAT AT B AR AL, 52 2R HIE & 5N B R BRI . 42 (5 & i
RAEFTADNGEST MR S AL (KN, IR 2 D8 348 (A X 3 B ZE R E ik 244
NANE OIS EBILE, FrERRIRSHIlaE2, TUMAED, XTI H ] 7o .

2.2. [EJRELRIR

BT AN — DI E S AT S S E E F AR, EEATFEAKE. R R AR E K
R BE AR L AT T I E KSR T AR KA (2018 4 [E RS A RS ) BREREE BoR
2017 fE RN AR H EENLRIEEEI N 2.9%, 52016 i, 2015 fFEARRF, ME=EEEaALEI, K
SRRV AE B DL ] R R R A, S5 REE RN A ORI A BN ER .. 1 EKBUR
RS ENHE T, RFAER PN AEEN S, 2EFNLMERE, ASCUAHRIAT NER h
Bl 5 6 R DX e R 0 3 Ml 2808 6 R 25 A il = B A 52

3. HEMESEIPRIE
3.1. TPB #8{g5E

THRAT A EE R, MARAT A . MR EIAT I HIRN AT N, QR AT .
A EERARA, VG SCREROR,  BRAT 9 i i, AT v R R, AT RER IR T 3l ,
RZ, FREMEMDN . X =AERKE CRRSAME, H=FRKIET AR E SRR, BT, X
MEEW[2]. A OB AT 2 4 W TINAT AR BE AR, TPB FLIRH 2 M T A 207
Mo 04 B ER R 22 A QL ATAT 1R 2 SRR, B8 B3 A 2 &% KRR A HERE, R E & A6
W PMEAEBFEIRG N, CEEB 7 AR RN . AFFFET TPB #ig, e#id a2t elda]
W BH BOREEA AT TERT R, BRI R 2 QR QM 2 A R 2 A BNE R B RS, 0 R 2 A BL AR FE
FMRE S EEAT NIE S = A EBATIRA M, VPR B, i 1 R,
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Figure 1. Theoretical model of the influence factors of
college students’ entrepreneurial willingness
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3.2. REERRESERSH

3.2.1. BMSE

TR AR, ATLEZEDSCAT RN W TERMAN, TAHEMH A i, 8%
AHERRE R JEta AT o g A A2 BRI BT 5RO, mTE R, JEE R .
March Van Gelderen 55 A R A iV 25 FE A 58 2 B, GIME 2 06 ) b 78 B2 1 BLHE 3R I A BV B A Bk Pk |
ML TAEERER3]. R dE NIRE RSO S5 B &R s, RN 25 FE B s a2
RN, EHNANGUESE AR 4]0 BT CASE B DL R

Hl: ERCRZFAX NI B SN, Gl s R 2 .

3.2.2. EMAE

14 % Brayfield 1 Kolvereid 75 01 Mz JE A M 55 445 284 v i SO s 52 20 Gk 25 22 WG K 52 a5 ]
Bulter & Herring [AF 58 & LU R EEAMR RIS BES N T ODLIES), A% MR AR N el & R = AR K
SZM[6]. FEHIT I SIE 3R B 2 AR BV A2 rh R AR A A BERE T AR N0 SR 7], B BASR H LA
ME:

H2: (ERRE AN RO SRR, il bk s 2

3.2.3. BT ARSI

JREMT NP — e FE T W T SRR i 2 AR IR B, Ajzen A NIBENAT N4 HIAE RV AT M 5 F2
FERIaRR, AT LAYEIT NRE S RAEDR B 4k4: . Brayfield. Krueger & Dickson i 78 & BV 5 61 b 4
Sy FE E RN S 2 52 i ) b 3 1) 5 Bk UG IR AR BE JT 0 287K a0 FRIT S8 AR IS T Gl () S84 T Sy 42 il
JIXPENY S A BR8] BT LAFR H DA ik

H3: ERRZAE PRI FIAT A filekam o, Ak &R Msm 2,
3.24. (TAERE

Thompson [ 7 & B AN M =8 55 21 B B2 i 2 AR SEitE AT Zh I mT M . Krueger 1R BLANE
F AT N RIS BT N S TR AR[9].
4. SKUES R
4.1. HEAX

TEFFGETRERT, EAREEBERA L T RS 2R AR EXN R, & 1 SRR [ A5
i, BAREAEZEAENBENL R G . R SR E, AR B R 400 43, UWEE 2004 378 177,
ARUECEREA 94.5%, % 1 AFERSAAERERER. RS L, BTEIE T RSIES W51 AL
R 2 TRBK, HAIR TR mEER, BYEf]—8 2 T Lotk, ek B R A DA TE 18~22
Bz 1], PRIEFRATN AR EFEA 2 T AN DRHIEER
4.2. BiEE

TELC A, SR SPSS 3R A4 HEAT 504 1 AL EE AN 43 4T o
4.2.1. RS R

ABEFCSARTL T 400 43, Wielel 389 6y, [BIHRIL 97.25%, SIFFRHEGACENE. SEAREMA
FEE BRI G, SERRA G 378 4y, A RUAMEIL 97.12%. FEAM RN 2 FiR:
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Table 1. Distribution of sample conditions

1. BXRERS

ANOGH A= B ARE ZitE st

A iy 279 73.8 73.8
TR 99 26.2 100.0

e 18~22 % 339 89.7 89.7
2328 % 38 10.0 99.7
29 Lk 1 0.3 100.0

E3)7] LF 8 2.1 2.1
AR 355 93.9 96.0
Wit 15 4.0 100.0

P51 5 259 68.5 68.5
e 119 315 100.0

Table 2. Sample composition table

2. BEARMIRER

GRSV KIBE TEVE: ¢ Ef H R GLIES
bR e 400 389 97.25% 378 97.12%

AT N O G 2R B BAERAE TV ST, Wk 3 fos. WS RE, BrmHEIE
K, B 68.5%, & 31.4%, (B BRI ER A S 15 L b, IR AT LA (RIE B 45
Rt ZE 5, AT AR IE 0 & B AN R A 45 R HER M. WA A B, 18~22 W2k 4k
28 WNESARE, TRAES 2.1%, ARG 93.9%, #5704 4.0%. WA Tll FoRE,
FET LA B 81.2%, AN ENEA 4.7%, SEREWFA G 12.4%, HeEl bt 1.7%.
MEEZ BN BB I E KRG, 26.9%MFE NAREZ L, 68.2%0)54 it —F T TR IREE, 4.9%1K
22 S 50NMEPHE. NSIeNEE <P, +E. WS EE, 57.4%0EE MRS, 39.6%IH)
HAEMBIRSIN, 3%MFAEL TSI, NSIENLILE &, 64.5%M%AE MRS, 31.2%M 2= EM/RS
. 43%H%ELE SN,

MEEN AR F2Est OB R AR, 14.7% 5, 748%FF L8R, 11.5% A% H. M
A TAEXSA NS AR, 30.3%MF AV NEWE 71, 44.7% M2 R LS TE, 25.0%11)
FAEVWNEERT 1. NMEAHLEMBIEFAET, DA AN S EE, 55.5%0%46 58, 27.7%
(2R EFE RIS T, 16.8%MBA IR . MBI F A NIIRIBRE, 49.3%#EUCHFIR T, 39.1%
MR TSR, 2.8% NN TRl ML E CENLEE I AER, 2.6%K%E NN E AR A bk
Bet1, 16.9%MIEA N A E CHLEH GNLAE ST, 31.2%M) AR LA, 49.3% K15 AU N E B kA 6
e ST WX AR BRI EE, 16.9% 125 E PO AER KA. —FK AT, 43.9%M5 BRI, 29.2%
AN E CARSRA T RERISL A F . WEH FEINLE T EF, 97.8%KI#ERAEMIL AR, 2.2%M%4
M A A

4.2.2. EESH

15 B 3 b SR AL 36 5 36 A9 80l 45 R 0 — B B e 1, IR e RRAGE () SR o ) i f i it
ITEIE T, 4 MR BMERNE 4 B, ERATE. GNESEMaNL BT 0.8, AT AT
AR AH NG =T 0.6. Alpha FEUR WA N 38 1) — 0, BF 3 [l T S 1R S i N g5 1),
SRS B R AE BRI KPR A AR
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Table 3. Demographic variables
3. AOgtEE

UNEE 7S B R FEAHL EP
5 5 259 68.5%
5'q 119 31.4%
i} EF 8 2.1%
AF} 355 93.9%
WA 15 4.0%
lk BT 307 81.2%
N'ES 18 4.7%
ELEES 47 12.4%
HoAthE 6 1.7%
BNV EH AR RZ 102 26.9%
BB e ERAR 258 68.2%
2% 2 50T 18 4.9%
BNV R . BT &3 MRS 217 57.4%
H/RZm 150 39.6%
ZEZM 11 3.0%
(NI MRS 244 64.5%
fH/RZm 118 31.2%
ZEZM 16 4.3%
ENL WA SR A Ok FF SCHFF 39 14.7%
LRV 283 74.8%
AN 56 11.5%
Ak ZR ¥ AR A5 L&l 130 30.3%
LRV 169 44.7%
BAWG 69 25.0%
FERHSRBIAEB T, MR BE 210 55.5%
R LRV 106 27.7%
b= Ry 63 16.8%
B A S AN A ) i FIKT B 187 49.3%
o 148 39.1%
BERTH 43 2.8%
I =RRIN A papiil:a JEH A G AE 10 2.6%
LB Bk fE 64 16.9%
LRV 118 31.2%
A ELRE 183 49.3%
XA SR R PO TEAR KA L —FKAH 64 16.9%
HiS7 166 43.9%
WA H CARRAH Bl A F 148 29.2%
S EELOIN 23731 WAL AT 370 97.8%
ML A 8 2.2%
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Table 4. Reliability analysis
F 4. BESW

B 2% H Hit B r#dr eI R
X1 FRABE R | AN 0.652

FEMHTE X2 WIARSHFR B RO 3 0.847 Alpha = 0.848
X3 LA SRR E IR AN 0.829
X4 b F ) TAE e e AW S o 0.574

. X5 AN AT TSR AR R AL A 0.723 Alpha = 0,838
X6 Al KL A KA R TR AL 0.723
X7 Jg Al R 45 3 AR K A2 1k 0.678
X8 ik E g A s 1 0.727
X9 AL BRI AL 7R 0.584

BT R X10 HERERADY, BARKIIEPL SR 5 0.618 Alpha = 0.726
X11 3T RGN TS K438 B A b 4 i) 0.661
X12 8 H B 1 UM RE 5 5 A5 ANE Y 2 A B0 ) LP A LE 0.759
X13 Y H b o — Sl 3 0.677
X14 L R—YIBF M AIEE H ORI A A 0.561

LINIA=95S X15 FPOAER KA —FH AT 5 0.760 Alpha =0.871
X16 X T RIS — 08 A R WA RN B 0.589
X17 3 FRRIERCIL—FH AR, REMRBEMEE 0.740
Y1 R BS IS OB R, PREE? 0.513

RECIONE Vo s i SN A, AL a7 3 0735 Alpha=0.692
Y3 RS 50N A KT ? 0.612

4.2.3. HXMDH

FH IR A AT FH SRR S0 AR 2 IR R AH DG FRJE , o] DR AR B N (0 2 AN BT T 40 A R FHAR DGV 20 4T,
FATAT DL T e A B T B A R B AT 3 ) S O R ARG, TR AR BT 0k 24
B =AU R, THERFOE N EE 5K AE N EMIE . BN B RT3
PSR

FEARVA T, U AN E R N 6 A R k1, St S5ahrE i, 3. &sh i
FIE k2, S SANAE KRR NI R K3; AR NTEWMNE. S0 RUEmT AR, B
ORI MR RBUEREINE 5 FivR.

AR RET, SERME. ODLAR . BT s AL & RS a RO B, X
B K 2= B B B0 7 K A P K2 A i 3R] 2 R AR b s B AN s R AR B S B e K 2 B
ONLEE WA K B K RO AN B B2 AR, AR, e E J el
BESTo SEMRTE X B S B S AEARDG, U Ml K A Qb A8 52 i N e miid 2 5ok, 13 8% Akt
(1) SRR RE R KA AN B VR R S0P RE R s M D R 2R IEMC, UK E
A, RN BL R N SRR R 85— /N 435 B S RS AAT g il 2 O s R 2 EAE G,
X T A R AR AR A R R ) E R R
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Table 5. Correlation coefficient matrix

5. AXMARRER

k1 K2 K3 TN BNV A REIAT Atz [OINI %9
k1 1.000
K2 0.445%* 1.000
K3 0.299%** 0.535%* 1.000
TR -0.032 —0.044 0.021 1.000
BNVASEE 0.067 0.044 -0.033 0.439%* 1.000
JREAT A 0.180%* 0.229%* 0.174%* 0.313%* 0.302%* 1.000
NI =g 0.156%* 0.203%* 0.097 0.343%* 0.551%+* 0.550%* 1.000

5. ARG R THE
5.1. fAREiL

MR ER b, ZMeNLEERE, SnEehkA R, HE. H3h, ZhmEahkAx
FIFERERT R AR AN R BT B BRI AT A A BORK S . EWHTE. L AE
AUREIAT il ot QM AT W s (Y, e rp BN 25 BE AR AT 93 i D 32 ZE0 i [A 3K

5.2. ¥7Hig

1) F AT BEAS GUHT BV HOE AR I B K I IR AR T2 AR SE PR P R BDNAIE S A2, SRRk
b REETRENIASE a7 SN WA S | R A RN g il NN 1 P N S S D RN AC T

2) ARAFN AR RF:, SRS K SRR, R 2 2 B E A AT QML ) 3 22
JER, RSB NRISC R . A NAZIN R QL B AL LSRRI, AR 2N T #EDl, s
EZPNEINI

3) 40%H [ 22N A 5B TAE XA RG] 775 49% IRl 2 A BN AL 50 B SRR R TR AL,
ATRAZE O RAR K 2 . RIS, 54% (A 2B AL A RIRI R T IR L AL, MK BB A
A EAE QIR AL I R Pk Z ML DL BEIR, R X 02 S BB TA R L A T R 22—

I A AP PT E RAER AL SIE T &, AT DUR B RIAT N B AER AT AR AE AR 22 A Bl i
o WETURIIAERR A A BNAT A R MoK, T LG K 27 Bl 5 e ) i G B B 3 R SR AT 9 1
(EURA= Y 2R (P14 o AN v o LT TN e v 4 T (EREIA D E SU. YD e 0= 21 R N NP 2 TR e s N e
HAMEERE T R RNIBUR Bi%Z 2 G0 K2R BN AT P BRI KA R BT B ek, Xt
HATMRIIINZR, A b RN T QIR DL, T2 R 4 #0853 B 5
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