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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the relationship between social capital and entrepreneurial intention in
college students, and the mediating effect of psychological capital. Methods: 594 college students
were surveyed with Social Capital Questionnaire, Positive Psychological Capital Scale, and Entre-
preneurial Intention Scale. Results: 1) Score of entrepreneurial goal intention dimention was sig-
nificantly different in gender, and scores of entrepreneurial intention and its dimentions were
significantly different in grades; 2) Social capital was positively and significantly correlated with
psychological capital and entrepreneurial intention, and psychological capital was positively and
significantly correlated with entrepreneurial intention; 3) The partial mediating effect of psychol-
gical capital between social capital and entrepreneurial intention was significant. Conclusion: So-
cial capital afffects entrepreneurial intention, and part of the effect is attributed to psychological
capital. The study is helpful to reveal the relationship and mediating mechanism between social
capital and entrepreneurial intention, which is of great practical significance for promoting en-
trepreneurial intention in college students.
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1. 518

AR, RE RS A ARG &, RSP IR 4%, 1T RO R4 50l
E77, AT RRRER BN EEREZ — AHAEER, 40TR%EE EONLREARCEAAR, FRka,
2020). Bk, KRFAEGNEEMBRMEE R PRI R, OHS . #E SR8

FE2 BEARE AMARTE A1 23 96 3 Hp BT 428 1) SE s B 7 B2 1 46 & R (Boudrrieu, 1986), &2k 1A
PIRBR R —. AR, HETARMZ A Re IR KA ADE R, s DR (1,
EUE, 2015; EEE, AR, 2013). FRADLBEMADVFE(AEEE, 2010, FRE, 4EGE, 2015).
OB B SCRE (RIS, 20105 B, ZEE0E, 2015). [F%. IAAREENMAK LR SCR(CE S, 2,
2015; ZR#H, 4=k, 2013)FIANL B & R (EA, 420, 2015). AR, 3T HUE M4t &
PR BES (R R A AN R R (2 0F T, P, x#gff, 2018). XEEWFFLINN, +aBARGESIEALE]
W RAR, &80, FE. HAMEEESKRE, G MERIANLE, BEmde ek m
(Z51F 2%, 2018; XIHEME, 2010; FH, 2E7E, 2015; #4%, 2598, 2013). XFHAREIRIE, HEoBA
T AN A 2 A B R 23R (S R AR) SR M AV ] o BB, 4 BT AR 753 5 A 1 P9 7 O B R 3R (Y
B 42) S R B M T IR 2 T AT R e R g A D

OVER A & — Pl Al Pl T ORI R AR O BR A, X T AMA I KR R f LA 8 2 1 2 3L (Luthans,
Yousself, & Avolio, 2007). iX— M FEOHLRA I RETEAL 2 A G0N R A 2 (AR R AN . BART S, 4t
SRAA BT IRT AR OB A (R R, 20175 XSG, ke, 2017), #aBARAAIMENREE
WAL 2 3CRE, (EMARIHE OMAE, WEERERW, 35 T A EZ (28, Bk, 2018;
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Li et al., 2014), TEFEARGBTILAR, Higs, Xk, 2013; ZEEVL, 2020) K H B EMEE(EE, K9
an, i, 2014; HWAE, 2009) 2 Gk #E B AL O BIR, AENIEREMARI AN A . AR Rt A B,
H RO IR AR YL 2 —EAE S B ARG AL R [ Z A A AN (7T #F, 2017; 8258, 255, 2015).
HHEA, FFRENESTEA, LEEAR, QDR Z AR KRB R,

g b, RFFFRUCARFAE NN S, HEA S TAXT DR M I, JEE O AR A%
BB Z RN . AR TE BTt S B S AR SO R R IS R B AL Ak, A
Eb A A TR A 2 B A SR UEAN A R (45 1E L4, 20185 XIifE, 2010; T, Z=EKif, 20155 4054,
Asiif, 2013), OHEBEATE BT M A (RIS, 2013; Luthans et al., 2007), 35 RF=AEGNLEE
R TEETE . DR, AR FUI OB BEAR AL A AT S SN . AR AR, AR BEAREE T DL B
S GV e, R R DG IO B A R R A R

2. ARF=*
2.1. HHEIIR

[ M L DX 23 R R A AR R RO E IRl 594 fy il 45, A7 Ak 560 4y (&% 96.0%). M, F4:
163 A (29.0%), “’E 397 A(71.0%); K— 166 A(29.6%), K 173 A(31.0%), K= 119 A(21.19%), K
UJ 102 A (18.22%).

22. fIRI R

221 #HLBXREE

44 BRI 43 (2013) 5 E BV 4 B35 Q015 4 2 VEAR I %6, R /PTE 22 R B 0
SRR TEVO, S5 2T ATI A R QM FAMOM. KRB, Ehek
FRQ MBI SRR R MO B SRR R B  HBR T
WIS R) AR ARG AR« RSB AR o 2% AR O SR o 755 2 LA 2
BUEARAE). MK R STSIZ 5. RS AN, % 4R R 754 ML
SRR, FERA 5 A, SRGERT, SAERE T, AT, BREL
(Cronbach’s o 5% 0.423) 14~ A A Jik(Cronbach's « R 0.388)4h, FFIBHEMAERSIF, Ml SCHF . 1%
A A S HHY Cronbach’s o 23478 0.666 UL L, {5 ELT

222 BRLIBEREER

HRBIKN . TRIER AL (2010) g, EFEVUAGERE, BI E AR (R T2 BBk AT 45 91 1 4 T
fEAE, 7 E8E). SO SRS AT REE, 6 ERH). PN h BoE R e, 7 1 E )R
PR ES BT Bir, 6 EHH). MEXH 7 mita(Ei-8E: 8. 10, 12, 14, 25 ),
SR, SAEFERK TR . EARF IR, SR K TUANYEBE (¥ Cronbach’s o R EH7E 0.739 DL I,
BEERLT.

22.3. gk ERER

ERMA S TKCHT A I (2011) g, ERERANGER, BRI H AR = 1 G AN E AR S ER Y
bR 0 = ) A AT 2 ) (U RIFE A SR e — Bz septa b ) i), AR E S EFE 6 M H . BRK
7 satsy, odoe, S4EEmANLEmGE. EARTTE, WS L FANYEEE ) Cronbach’s a &
HI9TE 0.925 DL b, FRERLF.
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2.3. MEMIZF R EARAL TR

K TTEROREE LS B AT A G, B SO SRS n] . FREMNER, RERIIAS
=, ERBEWE, RV SRR R, FFER SPSS 21.0 #EATHWE 4T .

3. KRENH
3.1. XREAFZERERE

Harman 5L 27060 45 B 7R, KMO i = 0.922, Bartlett {f = 16613.258 (df = 1225, p < 0.001), &
WEFEHTHE 10 AN F FHFIEAR KT 1, H2E— AN T BEMRE 1 7 22745 57 (25.154%) (K T 40% 111 SHE, i B
B ANAEAE ™ 3L [F) 5 i 2

32. Qi EEWAOZEEEERRIE

MATREA t RIS 45 IR (R 1) B, Bk B bR S I 4EBER o AAE BB M 2 =, B AR e T ks
BRRE T EERG )ER, REERRFEEEODE R B EENR Y ZR B RE. #—P
P EL s R oR, TN E RS, K—24Ep < 0.001). K 224E(p < 0.05). K=24(p < 0.01)
Bim ok, Hok—240m Tk 284 (p < 0.05); X Tk AR mE s, K—24(p <0.001). K
=2 (p < 0.00) g T RIU 24 X ANVAT &A1, K—%2E(p <0.001). K=%4:(p < 0.05)3
TRWSAE, HR—24m T K %4 (p < 0.05).

Table 1. Difference tests of scores of entrepreneurial intention (M + SD) in gender and grades
#= 1 thPERESM £ SD)RIER. EHREFRE

Bk E (IR AER 79 =90 BPHAT R T

LS 400+1.34 420+1.52 3.80+1.33
L 3.83+1.26 3.90+1.37 3.76 +1.28

t 1.449 2.288" 0.365
K— 4,19 +1.06 429+1.19 410+ 1.06
- 3.81+1.36 3.92+1.47 370+ 1.37
xK= 3.97+1.25 4.10+1.48 3.83+1.22
Nl 3.35+1.36 343+1.47 327+1.41

F 9.990™ 8.548™ 9.338™

¥: p<0.05, “p<0.001, Fd.

33. HLFEE. LEHFASYNERE RS

=R RHER YR G LARIE R I 2 s o AR T8 R B R, Ak 2 SORF RO GBE S HRE
W7 SCHE S SR ACCRE . D ANIK S QBB AN ERZ 2 IEAR, MAARSCRE . e R 50
BRA L ARG FW. FE=AYEE RIEMIG; SO MRS AR RS
Fiy B SCRF S NL R RN ANERE 2RO, DA 5 ML A AR R gE 2 ARG (OHEEBTA
Lo H DU FE S BN 3R S H PR 2 B IR A R
34, LIEFEARN PPN

MR HrEE RN, HaTiA LHBTA SN E R PP, 2 PR BT TR . 35T K,
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KHAZDEGE S, s, 2014) % =N R ES AR, DRI O R AR AN . 45 (% 3)
WoR: P, AR BEAS GV R A ) 1 e PR (R 2 c) R (B = 0.290, p < 0.001); P, fhovEE
AT 0BRSS () 1E [ TRNAE F (R % ) 235 (8 = 0.349, p < 0.001): 5 =2b, OoF %t AT G b 25 i 14 1E 5] 75
MAEF (R4 b) 235 (8 = 0.210, p < 0.001), 2= T8 A1) b 5 m] ) 1 [ TR0 FH (R 3 ¢”) 8.3 (B = 0.216,
p<0.001). X—4ERULH, CoBEBEALE AL 2 B AR G b 1) 22 [R5 43 A RS

Table 2. Descriptive data (M £ SD) and correlation matrix of variables
2. ETERHRLIT(M + SD)FIFE X FEFE

M+SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 254+0.52 1

-

2 2471076 0.635 1

Sk ok

3 277+0.74 0599 0.206 1

4 322+0.81 0.608™ 0.240™ 0.422™ 1

5 236+0.76 0817 0.455™ 0.348™ 0.315™ 1

6 2.35+0.86 0.541"" 0.153™ 0.158™ 0.162™" 0.315™" 1

7 1.76+094 06137 04527 0.188™ 0.166™" 0.565" 0.198™" 1

8 4624071 0.349™ 0.214™ 0.150™ 0.173™ 0.270™" 0.314™" 0.197" 1

9 4.41+080 0.399™ 0.257™" 0.169™ 0.160" 0.313™ 0.359™" 0.261™ 0.880™" 1

*

10 4.90+0.90 0.331™" 0.186™ 0.165™" 0.163™ 0.296™ 0.244™ 0.179™" 0.833™" 0.626™" 1

Sk s . ek

11 4.33+0.83 0.171™ 0.101° 0.062 0.096° 0.102° 0210 0.072 0.800™" 0.705™" 0.489 1

12 491+091 0.264™ 0172 0.105 01577 0.191"" 0.231"™ 0.145™ 0.808™ 0.586"" 0.666™" 0.442"" 1
13 3.88+1.28 0.290™ 0.296™ 0.172"" 0.003 0.345" 0.064 0.207"" 0.286™" 0.333"" 0.293™ 0.141™" 0.187™
14 398+1.42 02767 0.303™ 01347 -0.002 0314 0.096" 0.1917" 0.294™ 0336 0.284™ 0.158™" 0.200™"
15 3.77+1.29 0.271" 0.254™ 0.194™ 0.007 0.340"™" 0.022 0.201™ 0.245™ 0.291™" 0.268™" 0.106" 0.152™"

JE: Tp<0.01, FH. 1= HWA, 2= FRETH, 3= %3, 4= Wi, 5= MM, 6= MAAK 7= Bo3H, 8=
DERA, 9= HEXEE, 10= KM, 11= ¥, 12= FH, 13= bk, 14= GhBEAFER, 15= M3 ITER .

Table 3. Results of regression analysis of variables
3 BHLEBEANHER

VSV AR A RS VS A
2 g P TR £ R R? F B t
B [IN=AE] ARESAPIN 0.290 0.084 51.082"" 0.290 7.147
ok DY BEAR [ PN 0.349 0.122 77.580™" 0.349 8.808™"
IR A 0.210 4.970™
= Bl 0.350 0.123 38.973™
HaEA 0.216 5.101"

K FH Bootstrap 5 (%t , ARG, X SCi, 2013) i — A4S Bar U R BT A (1) b A RIS ) & 35 2 (FF A & 5000,
BAEX ] 95%). 453 (5 4)8or, MM =0.074 (SE = 0.018), 95% & {5 [X[i]: [0.039,0.111], X—
XIEAEE 0, BEHOIBEARK TGRS, HABURE@b/) N 74.48%. WAL, fEHGHILETEANS,
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S AT GMY R [ ) BNt 2, ELERONAE = 0.216 (SE = 0.042), 95%E {5 [X[A]: [0.133, 0.299],
RORE(C/C) N 74.48%.

Table 4. Results of bootstrap mediating effect test
5% 4. Bootstrap AR AEIELE R

BN AE hRitEIR(SE) 959% & {7 X [f] RUR (%)
BHHR(C) 0.216 0.042 [0.133, 0.299] 74.48
[B] 4220 (ab) 0.074 0.018 [0.039,0.111] 25.52
FARI(C) 0.290 0.041 [0.210, 0.369] 100

4. g
41 gFERNAOZRTEER S

ARFFERIL, BARKCNY bR R M & T4, ENE T AT ARRE R4 R0, 20105 T80, 22505,
2015; FLMEVL, 2020; ##E, 259w, 2013; FFELAE, 2009). X—ZERARESAEGMERMSAE L, BT
A T R ) BRI XARS AK SZ R 7, T A B sk Z B kG f, BEIESRARE . AL, RPUSE 2= 1A
W R R — KRR ZFEHMEAERAL, SRS R(EH, 4205, 2015; mFEUE, 2009)%4%
—8. XATRERN, BEE AN E MO EARPE R, K—. KT KREFEGFAX DI
LR NS b 7 3 o1 N4 e I8 = 7N =2 S e s 4 S S I 2 97 R N4 25 AN T N4 311
SEf R, RPN, PR A R A A

42. HEHEXR, LDERFSHIEENXR

AW FLEE R, A2 B A RS2 AR A & ) AT I ) W E LI — RO 3 AR AE T 5K RE SCRE
SRCFE RIS & RN RS . X — S5 R RT AR ASE (B, 450, 2015; #i5,
R0, 2013) % ARYEAT AW TON 4L 2 AR D) BEURAL A I A, Fhax BEAHR A (0 &b BE R RE A B A
RIS, AN AT RENE, MR A (2 1E P4, 20185 XIAFE, 20105 LA, 2%
., 2015; #H#H, 298, 2013).

HERE, AT, #h2s T A I8 O HE 8 ASIX — LR O B R 2 TR 2 sz e G = ) o i F (B
A=, 2013)INK, #ESEARR T RET R A ION R AL, e MR R TR B S 2R Al
FE(E AN NS, ER DR F2E A RADNE ), BhRAH R B R (R BN 1) S
(7] 2 AN BNV S 4R o — 5T, B B J5URA A 450 BBl 2 5 i AN 440 G b e D T g M R, A A4 et
BN EAEO(HREE) (PR, 2017 2848, 2555, 2015). 55— 51, 00 R 2 . PTes,
TN~ RV B SCRE BB AT AN VA I A UL 1 T %o 3 22 D) fe R 4R T, PRt it R P R (FIE) » AR AR 230 1
SEILTE AL H bR (A 5E) o XL 5 A A IO BE B A 2338 I M Bk & R (TR S, 20135 2
545, 2014; FRENT, 2020; mHHwtE, 2009).

AT RS mR N A E BA — e aaE . B, mabksE EEEF FHSRANREF
(WRFIIENEER . $ihg), X OB BEARK TR D, FHL b, SR AREINESA — e, o
AR G IFRAIE G « AR R EONEBE MR R KA OB A, MR AN SR ANLAT A,
EAIEPA RN A=SCIS
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E&WH

AR AR KA KA CHT 2R H (S201911540015) | 4R 4 ZUE R R4 (2018GXIK 123)
.
SE K

BRER, AERAE, XSCHERHQ2013). AR R, FEF. Bootstrap JjVE NI, HE IR, 9(4), 120-135.

PROKEE(2017). #BA, OEBEASHN: — M OB WA, Hiti £F14, (5), 196-201.

[z 8, Wk TFH(2018). KEEM LR, CHBEARSHNEE IR R. GHITE ZEEFIR( G i > FIHR), 38(4),
27-36.

FIVEAR, S, XSEE(2013). R 2%AR L 38 BE A G & W 20 (W STAERTF 78, & EA17E, (3), 40-49+95.

ZRigde, TROCHT, BAERA(201L). REFAEMMER. MM ES NI R, ERNEAFEZIREEFIFIK), 29(4),
64-69.

ZRIEE, FEMS, xI#1(2018). KEFAM MK SONERMEEHA—E THENL TANNA. FF LHEHE
W7z, (5), 183-188.

X (2010). REEAEGDNV R MBI R KA 5. AL AP 547 7, 27(18), 154-156.

XA, HKL0(2017). #h& AN B iRt A QT Re 1 S AT 5 —— 2 T OB AR R N ER. &S LEH
BWII, (5), 175-180.

MG (2017). AFALE M5, QDI EH B FERR S G B K ZE TS, AR, R 78 e S8R

A, TR, FHE(2014). OBERE AN KEAEGNE W T T, EET I, (12), 116-120.

FAHER, BRKLL(2020). 2020 4 7 [H AFIAE GV IR 7. ALE 2B ST AL

T, ZFEEQ2015). CHBIAR S Hha BN K E A GNY R R 1 SEUE i — 5 T MW 20 FR S i . mr#aR
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