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Abstract

It has been five years since the goal of college innovation and entrepreneurship education pro-
posed by the State Council in 2015 to 2020. How do college students rate their satisfaction with
this policy and its supporting system? How to evaluate the level of college innovation and entre-
preneurship education in a real and objective way and to cultivate innovation entrepreneurship is
of great significance to accelerate the construction of an innovative country. This paper investigates
the graduate students in school, uses the entropy method to measure the satisfaction of innovation
and entrepreneurship education, and uses multiple linear regression models to analyze the influen-
cing factors of the satisfaction of graduate entrepreneurship education. The study found that the sa-
tisfaction of graduate students with innovation and entrepreneurship education is generally be-
tween general and satisfactory. Regional, grade differences, degree categories, and the degree of
support for innovation and entrepreneurship education in schools have a significant impact on the
satisfaction of graduate students with innovation and entrepreneurship education. Colleges and
universities should strengthen the construction of teacher resources and curriculum systems for
innovation and entrepreneurship education in universities, strengthen innovation and entrepre-
neurship propaganda, actively encourage graduate students to participate in innovation and en-
trepreneurship education, integrate innovation and entrepreneurship education with profession-
al education, and pay attention to the cultivation of comprehensive quality and ability.
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Table 1. Basic information table
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Table 2. The evaluation index system of college innovation and entrepreneurship education satisfaction
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HAz —gidehr BE Y dEbr B
SR OLET O 27T Bt K /NS 4 X1  0.0395
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3.3. mEENE

AR AR (LY TH A5 B BCER TSRS SRR I 2PN A5 20, SRR 3, WTLAFE A HR R
B 3.40 £ 3.89 Z[A], /MG, Hbxtsiad figits 5abmahaoine . 52
PRI RHT B 3 7 S e /IR <8 S Ll i de e, T AE S B QML 20 (0 RSO B i
AR B . BT, A T2 I R QML 3R A3 KT 3.618, AT — i SRz la],
T SRR ) B B R ORI BIL A AR A J T 305 T (1006 1 R v X PR AR A AR R T
Tt fHRARZERAKR, T — M = I .

Table 3. Average evaluation of secondary indicators of satisfaction with innovation and entrepreneurship education
3. QeI B EHEE Z Rt TN

EE7 —RiEhs 55 /=77 45
FRAL AT QY R He SN < SRR 3.8706
SRR R B T 1 A B ORI S s 3.7062
PRI 3.7197 Al L Sk S5 B el [X G 3.6846
VAol peINEs 4= B0 3.6739
RALESH AN R & 3.6631
A HE IS S R AN AT 3.8949
G 38 9 A ETT BADE B ER I ERAE 3.8005
VNV 37332 HEFAES B N YD IREES) 3.6954
B PR B I 5] 3.6604
LA B A 5% 3.6146
=954
LV R RN R AT 0 3R TR A 3 3% 3.6685
BORENERS. 2l Eak 3.5957
R R 3.5801 R ROINES S e S Bt YN E 2= S L S ey 3.5822
BUHT R H A RAR 5 A LV A S L% 3.531
EIRROINIE S §E3e Sin pey 3.5229
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M BLHT BN ZCE (K HU S B 2 56 3.5175
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Y, =a +aX +aX, +--+aX,

Hr, 1=1,234,5, Y= BHLEITHER . Yo = JFRTABRIE. Yo = RIERRHEEL. Y, = 05
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Table 4. Regression model of factors affecting graduate students’ satisfaction with innovation and entrepreneurship education
= 4. TRREQF AL E EHEE M E R AR IRE

AR AR Y Y, Y, Y, Y,
REpHhIX
Y -0.024 -0.009 -0.075 -0.035 -0.019
P i X
X
X PHEBHLIX -0.170 -0.247 -0.027 -0.285 -0.343*
ARALHIX -0.057 0.158 -0.325 -0.293 0.037
24
EAhe
L1 0.048 0.124* 0.087 0.062 0.015
5
531
7 -0.023 -0.013 -0.082 -0.058 -0.001
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