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An Empirical Study on Entrepreneurial Self-efficacy of College Students:
Based on a Questionnaire Survey in 8 Universities in Jiangsu Province

SUN Junhua, JIN Dan

Abstract ;: Based on an existing examined scale, the authors carried out a questionnaire survey on
college students’ entrepreneurial self-efficacy (ESE) in 8 universities in Jiangsu province. The
validity and reliability of this scale have been proved by the results of factor analysis and relia-
bility analysis. The results of correlation analysis and ANOVA on ESE and related variables
shows that there are significant differences in college students’ ESE based on their individual
and family backgrounds. The research shows that access to entrepreneurship education and en-
trepreneurship models can improve college students’ ESE markedly. This paper also raises
proposals on college students’ entrepreneurship guiding strategy and entrepreneurship educa-
tion system on the basis of the empirical analysis.
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