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Abstract

Against the backdrop of China’s national innovation-driven development strategy and the deepen-
ing of “innovation and entrepreneurship” education in colleges, academic competitions have be-
come an important way to cultivate innovative talents. Studying college students’ attitudes towards
competitions is of great significance for optimizing competition mechanisms, improving talent cul-
tivation quality, and also a necessary response to society’s demand for innovative talents. This study
focuses on college students’ attitudes towards competitions, exploring their value perception, eval-
uation of the competition environment, and participation experience through a multi-dimensional
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framework. Based on an analysis of 186 valid questionnaires obtained by stratified sampling, it ex-
amines college students’ basic information, attitude assessment, and behavioral characteristics, and
identifies shortcomings in college student competitions. Conclusions are drawn from the survey data,
and corresponding improvement suggestions are put forward.
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Table 1. Stratified sampling sample proportion table
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Table 3. Table of validity test results
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Figure 1. The ratio of the number of students who have participated in college student competitions in the past academic year
to the total number of students
1 E—ZERBSMEBREZEZTENARE

SINTERERINER 2 E

5

Figure 2. The ratio of male to female participants in college student competitions
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Figure 3. The ratio of grade distribution among college students participating in the competition
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Table 4. Questionnaire attitude assessment results
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Figure 4. Graph of the results of the independent samples test
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Figure 5. A frequency distribution histogram of the number of competitions participated in by college stu-
dents within one academic year
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Figure 6. The proportion of reasons why college students participate in competitions
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Figure 7. Radar chart of the main reasons why college students did not participate in the competition
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