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Abstract

In the context of innovation and entrepreneurship education being fully integrated into the talent
cultivation system, innovation and entrepreneurship competitions have become an important
means for local undergraduate universities to cultivate undergraduate students’ innovation and en-
trepreneurship capabilities. Taking Hubei University of Automotive Technology as a case study, this
research investigates the current situation of competition participation and its impact on innova-
tion and entrepreneurship capabilities. The results show that the innovation and entrepreneurship
capabilities of participating students are significantly higher than those of non-participants, partic-
ularly in practical capabilities and team collaboration. Moreover, the effect of capability improve-
ment shows a stepwise enhancement with the elevation of competition levels. However, issues such
as insufficient participation coverage, relatively low achievement levels in competitions, and im-
perfect incentive mechanisms persist in student innovation and entrepreneurship competitions.
Accordingly, suggestions are proposed in four aspects: precision publicity, integration of industry
and competitions, optimization of incentives, and tiered cultivation, aiming to construct a sustain-
able competition-based educational system and enhance the educational effectiveness of innova-
tion and entrepreneurship competitions in local undergraduate universities.

Keywords

Innovation and Entrepreneurship Competitions, Local Undergraduate Universities, Innovation
and Entrepreneurship Capabilities

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

AUFT A AE 71 2 BOAFTI AR AR N B A 2 R R I LR IR 2 — (1] 2], $2TH K22 A (AT G
IR, SRR N AR R (et 2 A 28 B R SR AR BER(3] [4]. BB 78 3R B A2 s I Q8 1
HE M EEY LAy, AR ARA L IR L RE M EZ 8k . NEFHRIAE, "t
AU QML SEFEATT LR T NI “RIR )7 5 T E ) Ba M SE IR A
FOSERIH Bk, @ “foheE” o BIAME. BB, SR EIRKIZR G N S RE I B B .
[5]e 177 AR AL 2 A RHR AR o5 LEHE 90%, 21537 AN FIR 553 75 22 Bt Ak 2 % e (i B LRG3 6]
b, PR TTENH M TEFE X T AR A A A B T IR L 5 SR, TS L AT B HOE 1R R Rk
HAREZFE L.

AR DML A B Ay — BT DR ZE R G b IR st s ARG, KPR 242 5 252K 600
QL FESRAE N QUH BN RE A TR B AT SR, H TR T 58380 22 2R QB BL e 152 TH I B A i
CARAFAER) AR, S = 3T SCPR B UL e . ABTFUE L SCIEDE, B8 25 5 a0 Ak

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2026.142092 33 B S E= RIS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2026.142092
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

e

REAIZ IR RRIRTE, IF il S h i es SIS 8ie, PR SEIR T “Phikit” 5 “52 807 (LdtRe 1k
BRI AFEZ R, B T AR RIS SR AL AR I 5835 BB BIML R R RIBHEHR SR 5L S % .

2. ARAR
2.1. PENREEENEXRT RO

RUTER L i, R dbyR 4 TR K — 2 KIUFER A R 45, FLRR 45 500
fy, BICERA G 476 £, ARERE 9520%. HAFBAE G 71.85%, At 28.15%; K—24E
16.81%- K 34.87% K= 32.77% KW 15.55%; B TR b224 5 EE 73.95%, SCRFE L & EE 26.05%,
FERGEM 5 ZRF R A Ha A — 8, BAABeRAEE.

2.2. REZBFBILZRS SRS

MELRR, £ 476 H2VieAE T, U520 —aHar et 2380 243 N, 5854
51.05%, MARZ i 5egem) 224 it 48.95%, RoRPAESHEGIHEA —EEE. BAZ S8k
TEFEM) 233 LA, R AR THERERT (4549%). “BEZIHAIE SIS (34.76%). KA EE
FINTTAZHBA S 387 (12.88%) N 17l =

MFESR Il R, 2 AR A T2 e ] [ ROk s A BT RN “ Bt ” RAITERE, XK
SEAEFCIA )T AT TR RGR A R A R BN SRt RITE | IR EE B R
XTI FE S 5 LB BAR (R 1), R SE 38 S IR 2R & U5 3271 a3 18]

FHAT L, KT RE2AES SRR, /305 74.70% 1 58.33%, KA BV HE i 55 2
5N 22.50%, KPEAEZH. FH¥E AR 13.51%. H TR AES 5% (61.08%) %% & T 30k
(22.58%), X ERHE.

EZ 5T, 58.44% K EVNFETERE “IRTFSLERAE ST, FEBPINE” , S1.85%M) A5 “ 3
S VHRVERIN” KB, AN 9.47% A T xR ANL IR

TEZINBSE N FERESAF R SR TT T, FIE AR BN, 63.79%M R ##E ARt R HEAE, 32.51%H
2 HE N R ELAE, A 3.70% R A HE NG R EU 38, SEFR IR R PR A5 B AE BRI /K

X E Ay [ 2 K BAR TR, Z MG B 528 10 [F) 275 FE 28 A ISR AL AR B AN, IR 2
ROl 2 MIRIE S A EZ AN QML e, g T — 2 FREGE, (E H TR A AR IR
ZARBIA REBIRAG —E R . IF BRI K.

Table 1. Distribution of undergraduate students’ preferences for participation in innovation and entrepreneurship competition

types (N = 243)
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Table 2. Comparison of self-assessed innovation and entrepreneurship capability scores among students at different competi-

tion participation levels (unit: points)
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