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Abstract

Objective: To understand the current situation of college students’ entrepreneurial intention in
Baotou City and its relationship with psychological capital. Methods: 410 students from three uni-
versities in Baotou were investigated by using the scale of positive Psychological Capital and the
scale of College students’ Entrepreneurship intention. Conclusion: Psychological capital and en-
trepreneurial intention were at the middle level. Male students, student cadres, family members
have entrepreneurial experience, families can bear entrepreneurial funds, and individuals who
have received entrepreneurial education courses have higher entrepreneurial intentions. There is
a significant positive correlation between the dimensions of psychological capital and entrepre-
neurial intention. The level of psychological capital will affect the degree of entrepreneurial inten-
tion, and the higher the psychological capital, the higher the entrepreneurial intention.
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1. 5|8

B E R E S E BB KA, B KGR RAT RSO EEE B, 2019 FREERKEAEIE 3699 /1
N, B K2R 834 J5N, AHEL 2018 4EH9IN T 14 J5 N, $HEsE Bz, mi ks
W TE IR, RS A B NS SR 0 — AN ATAT I 757 H AT E R A Ak 2R
N 3%, AR T RIEEFKHI 25%, A LIRS A% Bl A T8 b A AN 3R [ 4 5 R B BT . gt
e 5[ 55 el FC B O T s R EE M AR K AR, SR JURIR AR SR AL Bl o R
AONEIR A ARG, (et E Bk ZRE H AL . X BE S [ R, SUAREL T SRR A
TR, B 2013 FELUK, FREM4H G T ZHENIEBCE. iR -BICE 2014 £ 51050204
FEVRI, $EH &G BAMBUNE “ AWK K& EE TGS 7). Zamt il O IR 55k R 8%,
SRR BT A A S 257 o [FIRN D IR B A — R Al AF & AT DA SR O BRRE S, O ERE
AN F AR TAESUR. 5 21 G55 7 A R[], H 2009 4k, [EHRAMEEHi6E T
FADN R, FEGR T — B A . (E2, B arer st OB AR G R m R T D>, BT AL
BT FEsE /> . BT BRI, i 3B A e T K2 AR B 1) PR BIAR I 43 BT O B B8 AR 5 Bl 35 ) 1) 56
R, R BB ALK RS A DL IS, SRR AL SK T R A IR 1 L T 3

2. iRERiE
2.1. gk ELRA

“ONl a7 R R E AR Bird (1988)42H, fliA Rl A m R fe Nk #FE R H ORER H
b, SUCFEINFEANKEER S K, FAMHE ST —fOERIRE . Bird 2 NERF 7RI
AN ) B 35 1 BN AT 9 AR SR 0 1E ) TR P 2] A 25 R IS (2018) i FU R B T 5 A= 1) 61
W B w T (3], RS AN M M S AR BOR AN R, 25 R mT RE S R KR I AR [A]
ST 5o o BRIET (2009)AF 78 & I 25 7 1 = I -5 Bl = ) S L D6 & [4]. 7R 7 TGk & 1]
FORIE 72 25 BRMAEAEIR K255, BRFPHA E ST RN2012) R IR 4 4 2520 A AL & 1) B e [ 5], Z5HE£2(2012)I0 1
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TR A AL ) s T IEEE T 2E06], PMIEQOI8) RIA M T R ATFIE R Z R [7]. EXK
FETS ST, AR 2010) N N SR I BE TS 5A F T 18 m MR B g = 8]

2.2. QSRS LEERXREGE

COHBEAR” i R HEEEHE Glodsmith S IEABEH, AATTHCHE B A ORI BE A A A
AR R ) BRARFAE - Luthans 5522 #0040 BEGE AR 43 VO /N ERE, 2350l o B IR AL AR ALAT
I BTN OO EEZEAR S QY = 1 (126 R 7 T — 2 T 7T, TAEER(2016) KL O EE B A S Gk [
HFAEH SRR R[9]. EIRBQ012)MF TR, RFA RO ZEA S HL ) 2P E M IEFE[10]. 2
FH(2012) % 7 2 i A8 R 2 A R O B AR S ANV R IE AT T 0BT, R B0 B A 2 %o Bl i J 7 A R i)
(1176 {HTE I 8 S o B M i) AT 50 A A 1) 7 THTREAT T F 9, TR A T 8 ) 7 TR BT 2. o0
PR AN — P e R S i O R, WS AR R AR R R R YR — MY R . A —
RN (00 B B BRVF B 2 0 BV 1) 75 T A AR B 51 SR o Rl st T KRR X — N RR R B A, 6
Wz WA e Rk ShZLWMEN, N E— DML B R AVE N SR . FEARSCR, BEahLE
] 43 A Ak B AR = A R AL AT = A A T T T R AT, R R AN ) R A S OB AR
MIAHR R R

3. fiRFG=E
3.1. fIREE

rise—: Bk KA G R FEA R E AR E R,
B = BSOS A A R R ) Je LA P 5 O BB AR S LA YRS EAPAE B 2 I IEAR R

3.2. W

Bk BE2ERE, ASRITVE AR, W EREIRY: 3 ArER R2EA, LRI 450 rin)d, B EE 410
fir, FRAE 147 4y, BHEK 132 4, IWBE 131 43, BRREREN 91.11%.

33. fiRI A

Ak P ER R HZE 25T 2011 T4 1R F AR R W 2R (Cronbach’s a REN 0.925), Z®
RAFEWNANLESE: Nk B AR R R MO HAT . B A 51 2 6 @B, £7 58
12 RN HAT B 4E B [12] R 7 R wfr R AT, | REBCEEAFHFE 7 2 REARFHFE” .
3T FEAFE” - 4 RE VARG SRR “FRAKFE” . 6 RF “LERFE” . 7REK “%a
FE” .

O PP B R R IK R T 2010 4E 140 'S I FR O R ¥5 A B R (Cronbach’s a REHN 0.90), ZEERE
FEOANLERE . HRA A (0 2% 0.86). W1(a %0 0.83). 7 (o 2% 0.80)FR W (a0 %7 0.76) [13]. %H&E
T 26, HAHLAH SHERPITHE. RIT7 AEFRFERBEITII S, 1 RE “BEAFET L 2REK
AR 3MRE “AREAFE” « 4K “UNE” - SRE “FA/FE” - 6 0K “E/FE” 7
RE “EEFE” .

3.4. Gt Ak

K AUTUR IR TR SPSS, K SPSS21.0 HEAT SR 270 M, Is IO REA ¢ A de, FNERTT
ZopHT,  BORIEAR ST A AT B 734
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4. 58
4.1. B AREELNEREELSER
S 3 T k2 A 0 QI B ) S L e PE AT R R G, SN 1 FTR.

Table 1. Survey and statistics of entrepreneurial intention of college students in Baotou city

F 1. BATRFENUEEFEERITR

N HfE i H )45 Pt 22 Y ON: I /M
Bk H AR 410 22.65 3.77 8.53 42.00 6.00
BNEHAT R 410 23.89 3.98 7.57 42.00 6.00
eIN A 410 46.54 3.88 14.33 84.00 12.00

M3 14350, G R FE Y 46.54, GNMLHFRR A QIMERAT R 700 22,65 23.89, kT
KAV ) SR A E S #AE A 4 DUN o 4EFERSME i KRBV MRS Bk AT &AL 8l
A HARE A

4.2. BAHRFELEFARFESER
XL ST R O BB AS S L FEEAT Rl M G v, S5 R0k 2 s

Table 2. Survey and statistics of psychological capital of college students in Baotou city

= 2. BAMARFEOEERNFESG TR

N ¥E T H )5 brifE 22 WRME LGN
B IR RE 410 32.09 4.59 5.93 49.00 7.00
Ik 410 30.25 432 6.54 49.00 7.00
A 410 31.44 5.24 5.61 42.00 16.00
S 410 30.38 5.06 537 42.00 9.00
IV il i¥N 410 124.17 4.80 18.24 182.00 41.00

FH7e 2 1550, DI AMIME N 124.17, EIRABELERE  OITELERE A5 BB 4R R L SR B 5 FA 32.09,
30.25. 31.44, 30.38, Ak KA OEHEARLHEYEY) AT E 4 DL S 4ERE R K E]
WOHES . MBS, BIRREE. Ptk RS KSR OHE AR “HE” M IR 485
KPR, TTE “PINE” 4R AKCERR.

4.3. BEHARFEYIRERFERR

43.1. GHRELEUREEY LHERER

AR SR AN ) 1 30 A P Bl 23 ) B L A P AT ST R A ¢ ARG, AR 3 TR

HEE 3 A, EvERARE b, BRI RS Z R =314, p = 0.002); Bk HFRE mA70E B E 2
F(t=4.03,p =0.000); ADNVHATEIAFAEREZF(t=1.44,p=0.152). F— BB, (EHENLE
F, SAEMGNEE R RES T 24 BAENCN AR E R B S T k.
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Table 3. Statistical table of gender differences in entrepreneurial intention (M + SD)

= 3.t EEEER EMERSITERM £ SD)

BW=177) (N =233) t p
Bk B bR 24.60 +9.07 21.16 +7.80 4,03%* 0.000
BT = A 24.51+7.76 23.42+741 1.44 0.152
By 49.11+1531 44.59 +13.26 3.14%% 0.002

43.2. BAMAFEYIETAERTAFETHHERER
A SE TN A AEF IR I — A B B A QM 2 ) & AN EBE AT IO A ¢ e, AERINE 4
PR o

Table 4. Statistical table of the difference of entrepreneurial intention among student cadres

F4. WWEREREAFE T LNERGITE

FE(N = 120) (N = 290) t p
Bl B AR 24.48 £8.25 21.89+8.55 2.83%%* 0.005
BT = A 25.02 + 8.05 23.43+733 1.94 0.053
By 49.50 + 14.62 4531+ 14.07 2.71%* 0.007

4 v, ERBNFATHNAZE L, ANk RAEREZR(=2.71,p=0.007); GDLERE
[ AFAE S 3 72 57 (t = 2.83, p = 0.005); BNVHAT B A AFEAE 3 7 F(t = 1.94, p = 0.053) . it — 20 LUBUR I,
TERBNFETEAAR L, AT R EE & TIEHE T HAE T B AR 2
FAEZEE T

4.3.3. BB AFEQUBEAERAER UL EZH EHERER

KIAEFNA TANE X —A2 & EXA b s & AN B AT O A RS, 45 Rk
5 e
Table 5. Statistical table of differences in entrepreneurial intention between families with and without entrepreneurship ex-

perience

F 5. gl EEAERABLLWER ENERSITR

H(N=223) (N =187) t p
(EINIA=E Zy=qL! 2438+ 8.87 20.58 + 7.64 4,65%* 0.000
BVAAT =W 25.39 + 7.64 22.11+7.11 4.47%* 0.000
(IR A=3E| 49.77 £ 14.64 42.69 + 13.00 5.13%* 0.000

5 aral, ERNE LN R, SRR EZ 5T (=513, p=0.000); )k HRE
) A1 d 35 72 5 (t = 4.65, p = 0.000);  BINVPAT B A A7 70 0 35 22 F(t = 4.47, p = 0.000) . 3t —20 LLER I,
TE G BE A R BCR N AR RN PiAg & b, ENE DA TR i ek m 238 & TRA R A
A2 Pt i Gl B AR & e 5 ek AT = n) B TR .
434, GEHAFE U REERECETHRIBA I EE FHERER

ASCAE G BERE TS AR A % 4rix — A8 5 B i G 2 ) B N P HEAT MO RE AR ¢ kR, S5
W 6 Fizw.
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Table 6. Statistical table of differences in entrepreneurial intention on whether families can afford entrepreneurship capital

Fo. QIIBEERERTREAIBENEE FNERFKITR

fE(N=117) T5(N =293) t P
Bk B bR 24.59£9.13 21.87+8.17 2.94%% 0.003
BV AAT = 26.20£7.76 22.97+731 3.96%* 0.000
[N =9E] 50.79 + 14.63 44.84 +13.89 3.85%* 0.000

M 6 W%, TEREEREAAMANLE &8 E B, QD 7R % 2 5 (t=3.85, p=0.000); fhLH
PR AR S 3 22 (1= 2.94, p = 0.003); AL HAT R FAIAFTE 23 2 5 (t = 3.96, p = 0.000). H—DHHEK
B, FEFRBEERA REASR AN 748 b, FBERE AR A5 £ B i Qi 2 1) 5 3 o TN RE AR AR 15
FBE REASH AN B 4 R B H AR ) 5 Gk AT 5 2 v TS REARAH 1Y
435 AEHAFEUIERNERTEIIIIHBTRENERER

ACAE R BRSO ZE HIx —A8 & EXH R G 2 ) S N R AT MO RE AR ¢ R, 53R
W= 7 Bz

Table 7. Statistical differences of entrepreneurial intention in the course of entrepreneurship education

# 7. A ERAEREEZIIHER ENERSRITR

R(N=177) (N =233) t p
Bk B bR 24.74 £ 8.65 21.97 £ 8.40 2.85%% 0.005
BNV AT = 2532+ 7.46 23.43+7.56 2.18%* 0.030
(EINZ=am| 50.06 + 14.17 45.40 + 14.23 2.85%% 0.005

7 W5, ERAEZONMEEE X A8 F, SR AR 2 (= 2.85, p = 0.005); fil
b H AR B AR 25 22 5 (t = 2.85, p = 0.005), GMVHAT B AR 35 72 5 (t = 2.18, p = 0.030) . #— Lk
BRI, fEREEZSON TR R b, Bz OB G R 0 G & ) B3 & TR 852l 1
Fe 2 1 O BCE IR AR G H bR S AT = B T R

[FIFEIE FHBSIAEAS ¢ RIS HTE EIRAE X — &, KON ERAFEREERE = 143, p =
0.156), Gk HARR AFEE T3 2 Rt =221, p = 0.027), GNVHAT R AIASTELE B35 2 F(t = 0.40, p = 0.693).
[FIFEIE FHMOIAE AR C SR T 2 B S i Ol KFex — 8 &, RILENLE AR E Z R =051, p=
0.613), GV HFRR M ARFEERE Z R = 0.86, p = 0.389), SNV PATEIAAFEELEZEZER(E=0.17, p =
0.867).

43.6. BT AZEE I ERDERKEENERER
ACK B N . 2. TRl HAh PN ZREY . E RRIX — A8 F X Bl = ) K A 4E R
BT R T 200, 45 B 8 Frs.

Table 8. Statistical table of differences in entrepreneurial intention of ethnic groups

* 8. RIFMAIERERZITR

EJA

(el 5

Hoft

PN = 348) V= 45) =3 - 14) F P
UM A=R 7y =qC| 22.49 + 8.43 24.93+£933 16.33 £7.50 20.50 + 7.68 1.97 0.118
BT E 23.77 +7.41 25.53 + 8.87 18.67 +7.02 22.79 + 6.80 131 0.270
(INA=AE] 46.26 +14.01 50.47 + 16.55 35.00 £ 9.85 43.29 +13.68 2.07 0.103
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25 LR AN [F] 1) RO B AE QY 3 m) AR AR B3 22 57:(F = 2.07, p = 0.103), FF HANE A REEAAE
BNE HAREE(F = 1.97, p = 0.118) FIENVHATE [I(F = 1.31, p = 0.270) AN 4EE E kg B EEER. £
ZJEH LSD HjEknh kI, AF RIS IE Z WA L& E R

[EREE BN R T E 0 T E T E AR B (F = 1.18, p=0.317). 2 EF =022, p=0.80). 4JF
AFE(F = 0.46, p = 0.630). KM EF =1.01, p=0.41). XFEWNVEMATE(F = 1.34, p=0.24). EEEI
R E(F =179, p = 0.10)¥ R B AE ANV 7 L% H B3 E 5.

4.4. BEATAREEYIEES OEERHEXTTER
N TIRFCBNL R [ A BB ARG AR, ASCRM 1 Pearson AHIG 7 Mot il b 5= 1) B HL 45 4 5 AT
OB GEAS R HL AR ERHEAT T ARSI, A 9.

Table 9. The correlation between psychological capital and entrepreneurial intention

F# 9. DIERAASEEEHIBR KRR

H R ALEE Wtk W SR INSLAFN
EINIA=E 7y=qL 0.374%* 0.150%* 0.140%* 0.260%* 0.295%*
BV AT = 1] 0.234%* 0.092%* 0.142%* 0.235%* 0.222%*
eI Z=am| 0.346** 0.138%* 0.158%* 0.279%* 0.293%*

GERRDL, OFBARPIANGERE S0 B AR A AT E R AL AR R IR (p <
0.01), LEETTA L GV R ) A7 78 i 35 TEAH K (p < 0.01).

4.5. BEAHARFEE I EES OEREAREITSER
N DRV AR RIC R, DESkH R AR SN r O R AR, D HEB AN B AR HAT T4
PEEDAZ T, B B A R BRI 10,

Table 10. Regression coefficient table of psychological capital and entrepreneurial intention

F 10, DEFASIEEETRRR

Jeprittfb AL Pk AL
isit) t Sig.
B PRl R IR
(&) 17.972 4.669 3.849 0.000
IV Ll AN 0.230 0.037 0.293 6.183 0.000

gE LRI, B R R R 75 0.083, BADL A B — M o (HL 28 N7 1 B ) S 7Y HLA B HL I 35 1 7 3
BERIRIEN Y = 17.972 + 0.230X, EIOHEASGON EAZIELR R, OHEEARABRFGME, HE
[ERERT N

5. ¥ig
5.1. BmAFEELIERABAELERITE

Bk H R A M N R RS EA S EAETE 4 UT, X s 5WFM Q01D IMEQR012) K4 R 2L,
ATLAE AT RS AR R G R AR AR AR &, T EARHEZEAR K, AROKAE AR AME 709300 42 7300 6 71,
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WP EEARRSG —, MHZERK, RERZEHBA TERLdt T BRENL. ArIRZEAER DL
RIS, AHGRDANE K QLI SR G A BNLSCRE R ST BT B Sk TR AL AL ST B 1 2 0
TN AR 7, SIS A RIS SR, RS2 “ATah 07 T 0B, files
B B BN AT B AL A -

5.2. BkmAFEOEFEANFELSRITIL

BT R QBB AR ST IE 4, OBEEALLT AR AR, BAEAR EAUR WA
rifR sy, BAERKPANAERE EARME S T 5 ANERE, USROS AR FE A B, AR AR
b, MEIES D A, AR L 2 DUE, X B RIURZ NIIEN . SZ2HE(2016)IA9KH]
HERRE, ol RO 2 8 B oA E BRI PR

5.3. BkmAFE IR EATUR T4

5.3.1. BEMAFEELIEEEEA LR SR

ALk R EEAE B BE  R R B B bR R T R, AT A AL AR, BUAERE S
S T RAERBEO, EEPRERINSEE T 14, Slorm et A, R
MR H RS, SEANASEA N, mRIEQ016) I NILEI RN L SES A2 IHENA
Hy TG TRER T, HERKIIHER “PITH7 A RES T4, WHBERZAE
ZMENLARE, (ERINEA L EA S R HUT I AEE

53.2. BAHAFEYIERAERBRAFE TR LA

AT QML R L B B AR T AR AT, X WA R 5 B (2016) W T AS
—H[14]. FEFAAEEAA TR, 2 5200, F2AM2R S A%, SR rHB% A %
JiHRE Sy, BRI SRR, BARINRSBEAE R LR AR, A2 ek
THEACH— Rt FAE SR LS “<0sid)” , BERIT L gia PR sk,

53.3. BAHAFEYIERAERAREA L WZH LS

FNA B2 it il i Gk g ) S Gk B bs R a s Gk AT B R 82 & TR 2 g, X
RSB QOI DM LA AR, HEAMENA K, LN QL E A& SESRIZ T T 2011 4. A0
TUHI G5 R 75 182 A X N R B AAE QINE I e B M 45 5 55 05 i, AR R ERAL RO REma gk, i
WA BRI “PAT 7, FNQNLFTERAS K s B 2 A il S A B AR, PR el S i ) 0
AT, B VAL IR N ROUER 2SR, Yok ek E R 2T .

53.4. AN AFEIERAEREREET KB IHES RS

AFRRERERE N B, KA BN R BN bR . AT S s — L, KRR
NN ONEAE SR B BT 5 RF, AR E M BNV AVEBCA R e, XSk A fR 7L sl Tk
%, A QLIATE 1. THPMIEQ2018)BT FL K EEW NG BV & 1] Fsm, RBLR A 2% Z2 5%, (HAE
WEFCR R B, FREEFENON iR IR B A fo e R Bl R 1o

53.5. BT AFEQUEEERTEZEIH TR LRI

2 DB IR ARG E ) R D bR BT R B TR, SR
XFF T FBQO16) A DMRE, ANVEE RS IEEAE THAN R RE . TS, (2K
AR LN, FEInREFEA AN BAT .
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5.3.6. @M ARFERIEEERK LR

EREAZR L, ol ERe Rz, —rmEEER 2 W EE AL T ahlok
BUTARARARYL, SRR, 5 — TR Bt R & rh, DUR R 2R, gl A
AV, SR FEE R .

53.7. BAHAFEIEEER TR FHIH

FEATHRRE 2R, PolehbEm L RE 25, —BORIEE, SRIEA IR
k. ERES TN AR E B, Mo ambBiEER, SmeRIEREEEMN, 25
Bl B OB TR, T RAATRECHIR A, SER DR R XNE, SRS E5HEELW, Jf
TERENAEE. AERLE L, galehlamitREz2R, WU EANLEF TmEAERAN, %
AF) T EEI, DA E RN E . R AR L, PR AR ERE ER, R A
FEEp, EREEAARYE, SBUEYHAE FEREER . EARARE B, paliahl e m s g =25,
FARZMRFENZE, FEHRMZEERE, LR ZERIFASEEEa el R . £l
L, B ANE AR E 2R, TBEERFEANER S E s, MABEERAERNE ) &
w, AU, HEFRFAENCRIMEER A, A LTI EE R, RSB R, £XE)
PR F, G E RS R 2R, (AR L, RISCRHPNRAU 2RI, Sk A 155
o WHRAL, AT AL B S IR B S ST A 2 R R A B R

54. BHAFRELIRESLEFARXRITIL

Bk R A A B0 BB A S QMY R R A7 AE B2 ARG, R ITR 2 A A0 BB AR K, Gl i )
M. JFHBERAEE. Wk, &8 SRR S a0 AR DL AT & P4 R L2
MIIEAR . OEBARGRI KA EARAERR T —ElttcaR)s, siakfFEEohk. KEAaroH
AW G A — AR O IRAE IR T, RESMRRIE R, KM Pt AERACE, Wik, A5 E
R — DB e WSkl . R, B E R AR OB BRI B IR, AR R H AR O B AR
M R 2R R DL R A . WK RERTE, K54 G b Rk A A AR A ]

6. &it. EiX
6.1. &it

H BRI SR, FERSk TR A 1) BN E R AT K. 2) B AT KA
2. FEERERBENL TG B2 AN E RN E R ENLRER . 3) OEBA SRR
AR L B B BT A e, B T

6.2. i

FRNARRAT KA E DL HF I RN FE Ry R B REE, fEmr Bk, wn-t i
KTH; FREFEEXZEBAERTE S, TFROOAERRIER; 228000 HEE, RgdAE ek
HEEFR: FRWTCRA AT RN, bSO R A A TR, Rm AR, e 877
MRS, REANLAE S RIA . SULFR BUF R ARG T G EEGE, W E 2 A, [
It ] i e K2R A BN A o BRI K B A A R QLD R B, Sl E 2 kb2 5 k.

REEAR 22 ST RE AR SEPE AR 08, H0E M0 TAT DAARBROT R AN B K2 AR OB TR, AR 2k
HAAOE@RNAE, BTGB E W R LR BT OB, BRI A OB R
HNE B B LB SR T T s A i RO A Bl 2 AE P BB AT RE PR R D B BE AR 0 77 7. I3
RELEROBE AR, KiEm KA Rk ERE .
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