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H i3 A1IE7E A — D 2BRENE AR, 76 2014 FFR E R R Ang s el b 2= v ik
ST R T AR ] b B 1 T P R R AR, T AR WS R T, KA a2 — Ak
H M ZE DT FASE AR H R 45 o Bl £ 56 (Tihula #1 Huovinen, 2010) ., ¥ Fix 28 78 Bk
AEVE T EAT R Z R B A A B AT Z R R 2 BB . FE R IR E K 2T B R L
I H 240 A O 8 EEH B 7 (Westhead 1 Ucbasaran 28,2005) ., 53 T4 & A1
Eb o 2 B & A B 0 RN 2 D7, T REAE e R AL A B R R T S i B, i
T AT 7E Al 36 2 Hp 2 B0 AR 1 AT kL B B PTRE T SR R — R R SRR B, Bl an, FE e sh By
By e 4 R R b 2T BB — Oy T e A N VK E S WA AL BRAR B 4L O — T iR A
SET I 2 55 A N B R SRR R T A0 Ml Y B 4 ok YR AR X B — (Birley, 1994) . R 2 15 14
B R TR # 2 [ A 25 5 G FRATIRA B A G N 7E i S itk B R X, 6
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I, 95 > BUE B 2 3 A7 B T HR AR A Mk AR X AT B9S2 R AL . AR BT LA Bl 2 A 22
AU I ERAFAE A B 3 1) 22 5 (Westhead Fl Wright, 1998) , 1015 58 55 5 FL 00 Ay [v) o 70 44c
ToBE 22 ZAL T BAE BN A AR . Eedn, & B A B AT oA AT BE 2l AT — i B AR
B 5 ) oMb 3 DU S i mT B i A S RS RE A I, BE 8 B 4 i R B AT R A SE AT
WX BETE L TS Bl 2 BRI 8RB A 5 O T A B X 42

AR T BE RN & N AR Z R A RE—MEiE . Horb, BTS2 22 H AT O
Z e SR A S BN P . 4G Bl A ok 72 32 2 FE A O TE L OF HLE A AR
R 23R R SRS R 35 T 2 B 32 B Y OG54 P #R /D B SCLT A5 (2014) “7 3 350 N — FRURRAIE
AT o AR St 3805 T B TR 5 E 22 Bk & 2 18 84 28 AR T B8O R IE L H TR
S AN A R 2 18] B 22 5 LR S iy @ Ml 28 173 i 25 6 ol 358 1] B HC ik 22 1] Y A T AL
i R I A A SR A X TR HL AR Gt PR AN R T 2 B BN T X L AR AT R
o SR A B R R, £ T I B B MV B 5 AT AR B 2 3B AT T 34 2 B b T A O T v Ak A
1 2 s E AP B Be (Rocha %5, 2015) , AH G AT 58 i 845 85 2 B, BEA B 10 3 5 09 it TR A 22 A1 4
FERLA o TEIXRE AR AE B B, AN SC TR X 3R W 580 LA B, B Bl 9F 50 BT Ak 1) 2 ', DL B A7 AR
F19 3 B TR, - oA 2 Al S oS 0 SR X 50 R 2 5 1) V2 A A A XoF I I G Ak R 3R A
figt B AT RE SEAT A T ARG E R NG IF RESTE Rk B 55 b 4 Sl i U B R R . O
AR 1 P % S B 4 N, T ELONG 9 7 75 b 485 752 090 f) T R NG L SR 35 L R By 5
TR 1S L e AR s A C T — BT R @SB i 2 w L AT S, Xk
19 52 3 e JE AN A A FRATT T Jo i e Ml A 5 B AR 1 B e 1 () s e o™ S S AT G ik T
BT Y Ik

ARSCHYFEAGE R T HE IR < 8 5, 38 5 15 >0 IR Ml 0 2H A Bl B X B ke P 1 252 Bl Y
PN R 55 9K o 230 2235 DA T SRS SR 55 B2 0 A 19 O T 3 2 ) ) S
AT 5 SCRR ST R SE AR B, 7 B R 9 B B BE A 3 B B 1 i AR H BT 52 B A R 5 4
K RV T 2 14 R X i S Mk B G U AT S iAol 2% W2 Dy 9 Bl A Y i 2 A1
T 2l O — B B 5 R AT AR LS S R S R O B B R A AR
SCHR A PSP IR AT LA A [ DA 69 3 2 Ml A 5 RS2 e 41— U R B

—. gnfﬁﬁﬁuﬂk\ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂk'—ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂk

B —FB A S LG AT b T e T B A AT ORI R . R
PR I, ST B W T 20 R A 2 G I N A A S R R 1 A A LA Ll R A P TR
FTE MR A, BAARRNE L QD g B B 7 Y8 BB T B T B R s 5 bl ki 2
55 HAB A1 23 B B AT L8, T R IR 2 2 28 51 2 AT AY )32 56 1 O B S5 J5 74 B
G 1) 2T AR A B8 G R A7 X L ke BH B G R T A L 2R T D7 BE A S DA TR D R 3 R R
B FH LA 220 o R0 S ok 28 B 5 %) i AR AR A RN A A& Ccomnstruct) o FE 2 M5 AL AF 52 Gk, H T AZ
FRFERZ, [ 2R AR E N FER S B GE0E. B, 7E A 2 AR B Se 20
LA 5 A B 2 ) f S 5 A8 3 A, LB A i 22 G0 A 5 MR i N A FL AL

MacMillan 7£ 1986 4Ff R 3# H T “ 2 B PE )L (habitual entrepreneurship)”iX —#E 4, It
OB e O A i Z AL 2 D7 I A RIS 5 Rk F . A AATA) Sz
Al ) B R AT AL B R IR O SOk I B R — 2SR R B H MURE A A1k (Spi-
vack 5§ ,2014) , B8 AT MR AT R85 RAB B A W2 E L, RIEQIE S 25,
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LB 35 7T DA — 0 40 43 S i 22 Bl % A& Bk % (Hall, 1995) . Horh, g 2 @)k & 45
FE A I BA Y Al 2 8 2 I A 2 At Al o {55 R DR o ) o B S A T R A BB S A
b A A T2 A Bl 2 R i TR R P SR B K LA B Al 9 S R (Westhead 1 Wright,
1998) . ELARI 7+ 414 Al 5 8 (4 2 5 B R DL b Al 9 [ B A7 2 A48 B A 75 2 ) 4
B 37 5 17 328 2500 b U 3 380 AS ) Bl 358 [ 7 st ] b 1) S 05 P L 935 T 0 Hr B B S R P A 1 4
i o TR A A0 3 S Ml B A R A ) — A B R — S i O A A AT
22 FT ARl T A Bl B 6 P A (Hall, 1995) . Bl 35 1% 2 BV BF 5% 19 TH 6L . 9 I 2 3 A1
AW R, 0 S5 S Al i 8 7 7 sRAF B T AR P kb 72 . B A0, Westhead (2005) K % £ 4]
Ml B T E Sk A B O P A AT R 0 A B AR Al L 1T S AR B OB RIS A B R R AR R 1Y
Al H R B AN . B S BB ST H O T S BN AR | ERAELE T Westhead (1)
FLE B a0 Kirschenhofer Ml Lechner(2012) % % £2 4\ & W0 4 B FF S i 25l 5 B R 20Ik A
PE B # 5 Amaral % (2011) 3\ A 3% 22 A gk 238 1 Je iy S0l bl s e 37 s 8 IR IR el .

WA B B P58 3 SRl 5 78 905 b2 A AR 1 IR E LR L B B h iR &
BEHLAL BN, FERRIN . 18 26 — 30 Yo 1 Al 52 i 22 Ak # (Plehn-Dujowich,2010) . K%
TN VF 2 B AN 2 Al KA R 2R D . Hen SR ERER AR R R, 5o KA
B RTER CEO T4 W e 14 22 0l 3 X4 4 8 JF 3 5 )5 B A i sr 7 NEXT. R,
LA T R SR I AZ B2 H I OCTE . BN, A 2 (Parker, 2013) 1A 0 # 45
BV 40 S fig ST R A 2 T s KBS E4F . Podoynitsyna %5 (2012) t 2 H & S0l %
A LAAE R 28 56 9 SETE E R 36 AL B9, DAL HE B 2 PR . AR SR E SR S 2 B T
Bl 450 588 19 % K 52 1, Westhead % (2005) . Wagner (2003) . Hyytinen (2007 ) LA & Headd
(2003) 45 2% 3 4y ) % 35 [ 48 [ L 2% 22 DL RS Y % 2 )k 4 24T T R 5E (Rocha %,
2015),

FE T | v 0 3 S BV AN A B B S TR AT AT LA S PR 3 A b B G AR LA 45 B ik
R DRI 76 B0 2 1 X e 80 X2 AT AR A i R AR A 7 SRy B A T 5 1 1 S
SRR = B2 LTI O3 T =3 Tl = I ks sl S e T EQT N VAT 7 01 N | A A O N = T ol
AP 5 ) B 3% 7 £ Ml 2 TR T L T 2 B S — i R T R B B A AT AN s B R A AT
TE7E AR Y JZ 1 % 1) A BN JZ T (Westhead F1 Wright, 1998) , 75 56 VE W 25 A1l 30 4 1 W] 1, 2%
BRI G S 1 5 H B Z 0] 4 22 b AT 70 9E A3 B 258k X 43 3%
S FI A B 2 IS B T AR . B R X SR AE 3N AR A S B AL
X =AU K IT . Schein(1990) 45 4 B Y 4 B8 4 b 52 78 3% 25 81 b 70 41 A5 B b 11 2% % i)
B E AT TR IR A BG4S (autonomy anchor) B K — B B H b A —A~ 4k, 5
FIRE R S # . XTI T A R S i S Bl B A A ST 5 A R A O
(Wright #l Robbie % ,1997) , 2 T 4ERp 4l , 1% 22 G0 # x5 T15 B A 5 5 ZU 00 5 22, [m] i 5 /0
Mo AR I e 2B T 0 0 T TR AT Z2 AN RL I A e] BEE . AR b, 1A Bk 4l Cen-
trepreneurship anchor) (K 32 FIHL 23 450 L W & G 1 K8 Sl K 38l , 58 AT RE Ak 41
HENEE . Smith(1967) il Woo(1991) 45535 M AL MM & T, 40 1 1 i e Bl 35 Fl 4 &
B BB B A A AT IA A FE T AR L Ak 5 AT A 4 R T IR (eraftsman) AL 2 £ X
(opportunist) , LY F 65 ) AR (B T 24P 4R 5 S iFam 0 Al oA =0 E A1 5
By (AR B, B 1) T R — 4 22 (Katz, 1994) . 8 T W5 5 54y, 38 5K a0k i A4 4
A B ALS = ORI L T R AL A D . B SIHLRE L % 2l # 5 4 A0k #

INEZFEETE(E 38 K% 4 3D




H S ALEE AT AN R . — R UL TF 8RB Flk () S AL E B4R A N R T2, 18 SR T AR T
I8 B B% AL F B 20 (Scheinberg F1 MacMillan, 1988) . 2H & Bl 3% JF 4 87 69 3l & g 7 M
A AR 22 3 — AT B R S AR AR S 2 AR AR IE SR B BUE 2 O T IB SR W) B I
I AL 2l it 2 ool S B AR T BOR YT R F R I 55 (Donckels Al Lambrecht,
1997) , M % 2L Al 35 31 2 1 J2 38 5K 37 5 H i (Westhead Hl Ucbasaran 45, 2005) ,

i IR 3T S RN G A TR A A R S AL = T T X 3R B
225t X b W B ATR RN AT Ry S AT AR AT W X — 23 SE RS A AKX 20 AN [
FER ) 2B A A B T FRATTARAT XM 30 5 A 4 TR AN B0 B AR AR AR . SR L E A
9 SCHR T 22 8 T3 22 SR T A &3 W D 7 A T 28 50 Bl 2 G - 30O 7R AR AT Ry S H
J5 SN ST SR, AL T A 2B B A 22 ] A P 2 L G S B R S B T Y
A,

= Ol 22 [ 2 e i 5 6 ol 1 B P FE AL A

i SN 22 i B AR OC 78 TR0 & H A 19 2 Ak 28 D5 L E b T 7 J5 2 Bl i 7 rp 3
B AR AT Jy, OF AT RIS R [R B Sk . H R A , 280 F 200 2 R 8 40 b G T e mr &
BT g SR BV 15 S ) 2 M, T BE B 1 A8 .t 7T g J& 7= A B 18 (Ucbasaran, 2003) , [ < X S5 171
B 22 17 e Tk 20 A AR RN A A B R L S ARl 48 AT RE R T A Lt T R O I
) 33 o i e 2 S AR AT R 2 XoF A b 25 I 252 1 A ol 36 s B LB B80T O AS [R) B B, B X i
SN I G A — TR B A 20006 28 D5 1) 25 S5t 20 i A 20 BT AR G A SR Y A 3
FUGE E 23 BT 5 FRATT & B0 5 i ) b 28 D7 b I 2 Bl 8 1) B Jis 2 Bl 25 55 1 2 i 3 B 3 0ok = A bL
7= A A3 RN AU R B2 IR A SRR SR . BRI =2 Ak L ok B APk A A S rh oy — sl g
VWL A AR AT DAAE — 28 P B L0 3% 20 B0 oMl 0 5 A0 A e o0 ok 46 JHLG 0 A 19 OQ T T BE AT DL =
BATH ST . S IL , 76T 20 10 2R R ATt 448 X 3 48 S ik i s 75 2 ) S B

(—) 3 F I AR A BE 10 i B

PR B S A 28 D X i 22 Bl B 5 ) L 2% 3 ATD T AR 0 A A R A L R B TR P e
B i AL AR DTN L L RN R S i Bl 8 7 2 5 i A b 2 A I R e R R R
HET R MR 2R AT o 3 X B SOk B B TR AT & B 3 T U AR A R R AR R A
3R ALRE IR O BRI A AR 25 = AN D T . B Ok, AT 40 ) BG5S O i X B SCk
figHh e B,

M BRAREIR A L 2= T Se R s oy 1 A A e R R M sk R, S B A
HNRZUA S 2Dl B, T Bandura(1991) By F FRAAE R BIE , F EA T8 L F HH
A AR A 32 o [ BRI RE 1 09 I R T R A R 3z B Al AT S Ak 4
Difsgm . AR WAR, kS 2 D2 R BENE A FRAR A AEfh . SR SE T 0l 2
Ty B 2 Al ZR 1 1 A RE Il 23 34 5, AT O AT BE FR Ak (Hisu, 2013) . 2, AR S i
N S (R E Iy W B e < 1 X (Ao 4 7 N N I R = 1 N o E R B L
(TPBYIH AT N R I BR T 52 45 B A AL 25 B 52 i =2 Ah 38 25 32 B8 A AT Ol 468 il 1) 5% i
(Ajzen,1991) . X FUEMAT A FE S5 A AR IR (Kolvereid F Isaksen, 2006) , #4332 F|
Se A 28 D5 (5 M) e w0 28 D 1 25 S 2 T OB AT A 45 1 110 5 55 AS () 2 T R ) 34 20
b # 1 Je L2l =

BEF [ TR ARG AN A BLT- T LAAR G b A B S i T A B 8 D3 ke i 8 A0 Ml 1 1 5

SR URFN B S G HRE
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B2 A B8y Jm BRAETE T e LU BN & fE 2 P R L A 1 2R 2RI Z 5 MK IH A 5
SN R B HEAT R e A A O ROFRATTE F UE i e A A S . — O TES R I
J& s A FRARE e W TR T 2 55 B B 22 Bk ] . XF . Hsu(2013) 32 0 2
FT A AU BE & AT T AR . Al A s Al S T S Sl A BRI A AL 25 W ] R Sl s
FRRADY AR . A5 b i AT 2k 25 1 Xl O BT A AL, FRATT RN T8, AR 5
DGRBS s ANATTHE SR 26 B A W I AT Ry 23 3 B0k AU <3 5K 5 RI2 %5 07 3t 25 ] 451 2k (Kahneman
M Tversky ,1979) . PEIUtE , 2R 0 ) Bl 28 73t P G 25 3 4 ) ol 255 4k 2 Al 1) 2 1)

FI A0 RE IR BT A R 53 30 i T R B Bl 28 T3 R R D ) B 28 6 RO B M
RIS o 2 AT DAIA R i 22 A1 2 0k 38 S 0 5 G e At 352 2o 7 R0l 28 i 33 T 82 W A AT T A )=
SEANY R AT T . — Mok UL SR AR 7 SR 2 A e 22 L O FLARMESOE i i 2 4
125 R Bk IR Z — (Hyytinen #1 Ilmakunnas,2007) , X 264 22 7] e 52 0 B g 3 & Xt L &
(827 20 5 PPAk 09 75 2, 25 0 B A AT R 2 B B, AR R R R AT A A O X
) A2 R X B DA SR ) A R Hh T &R BB (Simon 4 ,2000) o 3 22l 80 2 A RS
AR, A AT BE A Bl R SR T 42 ) B 2 e AR KU JR R GBX SCEL AP 12, 2012) , 39E 177 5% 1 1)
MRS, [ I R F AR 2 W 2 0 R UG B BEA T B 1 IR . DT B R S 22 A B e . K
W A Z A 3 BE AR 2 N 22 19 0% — A 5 T A — HR PR E S A R A2 —.
WFSE B, ST ATl Y B 28 B 22 R 2 A 5 (Westhead 45 ,2005) , T 3d BE F 45 X # & BLIF]
A B Jp 2 IE A G (Ucbasaran, 2012) o PRICAT DAL, 56 16 Mk 28 D7 X6F Ji5 25 A Ml 355 [l 7% 52 1ie) 458
a3 MR A Al Z0d B A AR X — AR 22

(D) T BT IR AR B A0 B 1 e B

MR 5L J80 S ) 28 T 2l R B 22 #9423 B (Westhead Fl Wright, 1998) . ] 4n 4t
2 2% 4 e LA KR 2 AR AT . Al 8T BE 23 i ) T2 5 Y U LAGE R TR B Ut . Itk
A N BEA B & F M T DL B QD 22 P 5 R Ze Bk B B SC &R . g vl AT Y LA Bt
7R URR R 0 IR 45 5 18— X R B 7 A A B . 75 00 A (B TC V6 M L 80 106 B A
AN 50 1 ARG TR 7 1 AT P AAR LG 587 T A R 2 R 1 . Al e T Al
2 IR R — BRI I A J1 %2 AR (Chandler #1 Hanks, 1998) . FBE 5 A\l 3% shAH 45 &, vl fig & 7= 4=
SERABE . PG, FRATTAT PUHEI Al 28y 1 3R IBUGX 28 3R AN E 2 A 58 ZURY 5 22 Ik 1)

(=) 717 SRR R0 B8 1 i o

MAE I (the feelings) f1 B &, 2 FATTHE o Al Z0 T 2 105 Fll 1) S (S AR BRI A7)
SRS AN R — A EE R R . 2RI Al TR i T e s F g xd Gl 7 AR 1
T 17 /& (Shepherd , 2003) . AT J& , 1f B T 3% B2 Ik % 5 28 Bl (49 2 ] (49 52 ) I8 W 6, X
I, O B3P (Psychological Resilience) A] B8 2 —F A 25 002 70 M BE R 42, O B 0 4 2 48 W7 X
Ak B P S5 i Y R0 M5O TN B R &2 BE ) (Block Al Block, 19803 Lazarus, 1993
Block #l Kremen,1996) , &1 il 44~ 14 BE 6% T 1L b DA 70 1 155 Jg v 1 52, TR I AT DA HE U, 3k 26
W KB LA B QDL AR . T EER T RESE XA A 7 A B H B 52 MR, [ I 0 58 5d i H
b PRZR X A A 57 A TR B S0 (81 G SCHR B i 4 B AN TRV 2R S M I
SR EAEAE ] 22 5 HLAAOR UL 2 AT 2 I 30k Ao 42 1) A8 0 R AT L T AT AL T AR AR SRR
F 1 5 96 8k 25 AE 5 ( Thompson , 1999)

ST AT BRI A AR R T B IR AR 5 1 SR = A A R X S T 22 B
A S8l R 1] Z 18] 1 OC 28 04T A e, Tl LA TRT 22 P 2 1 2R A 495 A0 22 1

1>
H
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INEZFEETE(E 38 K% 4 3D




F1 EELEHMESESLEEAHFMY=FMERALR

i Al 28

W ESL

DA TR T 5 145 5 i
EE S WY ST E
4 OV 2800 1

WAL A SRS 50 BT AT ALY 48 5
BEUR  AJAT XU 45 W 14 i 4

AL A TR BRI AT

i : RUBS: IR S e ) . .
A L T WINPT ES I

VU e B 2%

g Sy g s

ol 555

B & - G 4 B0 7 A

BT 3K A B R AR A, FRATTE S SCR Y BB A & B, 2Rk AL S 2R U T Y
— SRR A A T LG T 22 R YOG R A AR . TR U P T S e FR AT AT LU GE
FEARTRVIE 58N B 2 A RIS 7 F8 Ml 4 47 76 25 57 76 3045 W04 B Ml 35 2 AU TR 11 (Brock-
ner,1992) , AL L, BT 14 Bl 28 77 4 4 b 53 B R4 DA 110 4 7, T AT R A 5 B0TR i £ XL
Bz PRI AT B85 B0 M SR SRl i R 1) T R . BT L T TR R R B L IRATT AT A & B AR
Iy (4Bl 28 77 %ot i 5 A0 b J 1) B9 82 W IR B IE 1] 1Y), % SR A B AR 38 AT LM AL 2 L HE S
RO — R . BLRMTS TR R B T4k 2 e AT B IR IE S AL 2
J& 1% (Festinger, 1954) , F-ATT AT LU 4 ol 52 7 Gl ook B2 vp 38 25 i £l % F 3R 19 00, 2
AT 55 HoAl Al 5 5 AH AL S R A 3 22 (R0 Fe . A Al 3 1l T BB 4 A2 B AL 4 AR
(A5 M, JC G2 ] b A, B AN AR B 2 (R B 52 4 o B 2R WS S A ol 58 78 % BE S 2 189 4l K 5
AL BESS 77 AR AN H O AN B 10 3L 3300 2 6 L PR R B B ) 7 AR S R . Y8R Al ZE A AT g
Pl 5 B AR L [ AR Al R A 3R TR P AR AR Al B S A R T . AT
L) ANl 28 D3 A 45 A ol 2 AE 55 Al B E B SR B O R E L A9 B0 E T I IR
J& 5 T AR FF 3 i Al 2 1) . DA b 3 B A 0/ mT DAAR G b 3 R AT i 2 Bl B4 1Y
PR A AR AT LA 2F F A X 7 A TR 2 2R S

WA 28 I3 % 2 ) (52 0 v, B BT AR AN IR IR A R R S R EE N R,
S A ol HL 2 1 2> (Wright, 1997) , 3 J& 8 HIL 2 14 1 80, & 0 45 4 ol 58 P A1l 75 1)
Jnsg . SRR YR M, AN R R AR B TR RIR R (B 5 ) B E FRRADE G BT LR R
T 45 A R B M=EV (& ] = 8 B8 X Ml (Vroom, 1964) , £\ Bl 3 1] 7R 23
PREFBERI N . Kolvereid 7E 2006 4F 3¢ F [ 3R A1 M W55 vh 42 . [ FRABE I AS AR AR 47 Hb
fiff T T 1) RAT A o DR At X P REJE 2 B T R A B RS R . 25 b Rl 48 g X 3 S ]
b B 1 R R AR R B R R R R AL, A DU AR R AU R R 2T, R
M55 Hh— 5 it e B L FRATT B I A SR AT A R R Y K R s 1]

= SEET A Mk 2 [ 3ot % 25 6 Ml 57 30 B R 4L )

H A TR A PR AT 28 B R X T TRl 2 3 ) 5 e 2 6 A R AR B R A
SR 7 TR AT R AT — 7 A R IS 4 o e R PR T 2 X AL AT Y S S B B 0™ AR
R B2 R ERER M2 Starr M Bygrave (1991) 56 XF 13X A [a] UM T BB, Al ATk
DR o S 28 96 T BE 23 0 Jim S A b ) IR At SR B 5 T A P O TR ) 52 R 5K R e RS D 1) T AR
Tt WG Rg AFR 5 3 H T4 BRAT O L U HOR AR A 2 Ak AT O R R &
TR A . BURAY R IR A T SEET R R 28 P A 8 i 22 Rl R T S REFIARE 1L JT 4R

SR URFN B S G HRE
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T AL M4 3R A5 TR 2 5 (Parker, 2013) 428 F TR 22 A G880, T W 22 M T
BN A B T — > 5 A RE VT T HLRES AR A5 42 )5 Ml A =l , Dy e AT 1 I ) g 48 2%, T
TEFIELA T 56 S PR AR v VR 2% I ) R 5 3t 2 I 38 o DT ) Ji5 2 A0 b 2500 A4 70 THT 52 0

H BT Bl 28 P 3 5 22 QL S8 532 W AR U D 27 [a) 585 0 0 O A A 2R AL, FATTHE X A 40
T2 AT LI 9 7 % — S KA AL AR 6 B AT SCHRABCHE A R AR RS LA R TR Y
HARBIR T RE A 22 5 . H TR FAT 20 01 A=A KA R A 0T 3k BEB7F 504 H e

(=) T I A 1) H 3

1E H D22 05 5 5 Ze DIk SR F 58 2 TN A 19 E R 2 56 ) PR
STV 22 = AN BRI . HOR AR GRS T 27 (BUE WA 56 7 21D BE A F AT 22 gDk &
F B 5025 BE I 8] A 4 RS T AN T B2 v . TCIR JE T 48 D iU 5 A Ll g o 2] Dl Y ) AL B fiE
J145 B3 g SR 2 1 5 (Parker, 2013) X SCELAF 2 4 GEESCZDRIPA 1L, 20125 X SCLL4E, 2014)
Pt B 28 T A HHAE TR0 S8 1 2 3l Al 27 2 i — 2B Ak SRk . Bl )
AN & R RE 37 KA A 78 B AL 2 PR L ADER 19 24 O 5% A 3845 7 T 3145 403, A
T 32 8 AR ok B B 3K

A — T S U I 3 22l B S R0 B I 8] 28 Ak B8 B0 I R — A5 IR 4R (Par-
ker,2013) . TSR WOAT F R A e 98 2 2 e G i A9 B 28 D A5 B 2 OB T Al B B0
R G472 - N3 To A% B A2 o R FH B > 19 i % (Rerup, 2005 ; Kim %, 2009 ; Shepherd 4,
2009) . AHJZ L ) i Bk 28 T3 23 4 Bk & B A BE I3 B BiE” (March, 1991) 802 3 i A K
(Hayward Fl Shepherd.2006) ., 5 H A 15 5 200 5 4248753 G0k 25 A 17 R He 56 TG 7 1 N 3
B, B & 53 5 XU (Hayward #i1 Shepherd, 2006 ; Hayward 2§, 2010) , B it % 61k & 88 7=
AR . SACEE U 0SSR ST IESE A 2 DA T YOG B AR B A IR

bR 1 252 2] 5 IR PR 2 R Ah DA IR 25 v i ak BE AR A A D R RE T LA R
28 i X Ja SE AN S8R 52, FEET Y B 2 T3 T B 3 B AR A A 5K o Al b A R AT A DA
SR o 1115 A BE BE & S0 BT Y 728 Ak K2 i 8 % BRI AT Sy o BBl Ak A B T S
i) (Westhead 55 ,2005) . 7EAT A PSR BRIG Hh, b BE A 15 0 20 BN S5 3t 55 A7 55 9 ) DB 48 5%, DA
T 50 15 14 R s 245 SR, 461 s B a8 B T 3 (Camerer Fl Lovallo, 1999) . a5k & 48 5% 1 % XU
2ok BE AR . AR A X T SR AT S 5 BT S AR 1% 45 . Taylor Fl Brown A A #
1 5 0 A B AE TR S R R SO AT R R AT 55 . A 273 (Simon 55, 2000) 7 12 1 5 5
AR 36 AN 2 45t 14 AR R AT BEL A2 >0 LB 1] T B R A XU AR L, AT 7 ) 22 Bl v R B
g R I I E ) KUK S KRBl 544

(D T BE IR0 A A 4fe i

Park 1 2003 4F ST P42 i L JE 2 2 #R 78 b — ARk i SR ICAE Ak . DA BT 0L
K AN AT LAAE RN b B v AR A5 N ) BEA Ak 23 B AS i 4 il 8 AS S5 B A B, DA R G
WAy F 25 (Hayward 5%,2010),

5T SERT R BN 2 b B B DL E AR T T AR, @l 28 B —Jr w1 A B
B 55— J5 AR A Bl 35 TN A 4 B HLAS (9 55 oK (Wright 55, 1997) o 8 TGl 35 345 ¥ 43
S LIRS B s AR S b e o A O RREAS TTE, N BEAS 0 4 £ 4 34 22 1
b #5575 5 A8 AN R B T U B ML £: (Ucbasaran, 2003) . 56 R, A 3 %R 2% 4l %
AEIOC S BT R LA S B IR AR A TE 5 A B8 01 7 4E 52 1 (Ucbasaran, 2003) . HK, @k # A 1 %A
{14 358 in [] B 5 58 R 22 R A 23 X 46 F B G B (Shane #1 Khurana, 2003) . A1k 3 78 56 11 (14 A1
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M3 Bl b ST JF B AL S M ZE N 51 586 B B 58, 76 )5 22 30l b g 68 U A R4 i
ST (Wright. 2001) » i LAY SR 2 32 220

5 B 28 Pyt 2 4 B 3 A R AR 3G I . Hsu(2004) By S5 0E SCF 48 . Se A 1Y A1
i 28 75 25 e ol 5 B s AR ECSE 4 i BE 7, KUERT LI Mt 23 B v MR N R 2 R T 2
2 Lk KA B 2 25 PRt EL A B A 11 FR AP, AT B JE 22 1 9% (Cope» 2005)

(=) JE T4 AL A 10 4

MK AR A &, “Hh B — 28 " # 8 (Broaden and Build Theory) fift 86 T FU 1E 26 2 34>
A 1a) b & R B AE FH AL (Fredrickson, 2001) 1 464l 58 19 R A7 25 4 L AR 453 58 i & v 9 B
TEHE BB A SAL I AT XS T QD ST 3CA AT . R AR 25 A T 455 ARG B, 1
SRR 2SI A A T O 5 B0 5 AR 2 SRR, B S5 A A T Al 18 B 57 B R A2
(Hayward 4,2010) , 177 =5l 2 W™ Az 1 4T 1% 1% 23 5 i Bl 2 Ak 3845 8L 1Y Be ) A XS 224
Ak R (Mogg 45 ,1990) , H K IR AIK 5 S0k B .

T ERFIS iR R L2 AR E L Paik (2013) B8 IA N, & TSN 5 2 7 G356
F MBI 5T A e I Aff L 5L DR A AT REAE T - 98 A A Aol J2 B AT SR AE 05 1 B Al . B R SR
BB A Bl I A A S W 7 2 A 3 SRR A b A B i BRI S e R A
FRAEBEREAR L b b ™ A= 19 185 S A0S ] T3 50 05 R Al 28 3 A

gi b ANk SRS R T A HRTR A TE WA ke, ShES5NAR
FRHR 23 5 0 A M 28 51 AN B TE A AR L T 3 G A AR W M B 8 (Sandberg Al Hofer, 1987)
G5 R A A ST U AT i 2R TT BB A 28 T3 5 05 S S — SR 5 SRl 28 T i R
4 ¢ U5 ) 17 A MRS T B0l 5 A28 I v 2 2] B9 BE 7 (Ucbasaran, 2003) , B G BIY 28 7 7Y 2%
W 55 By XoF 25 24 B 5 i 6 T AN ] 8 Bl 3 R ALK R AN TR Y . E O TR AT ME LA B ST S A
a5 Esah Sz e R, MFESANN AT . B E T3 T 5 2280 &5 50 7= 4k
B 52 M) L K R ABAE FH A o 7 1 5 FRATT S R A BT . 6 T B B OC TS min Bl 28 g i s 2k )
M G R 2 1) 56 R Y AE ST, AT T B A B 4 R (L3R 2)

R2 HUERERESTNXERR

1o it ik P 5 1l
s .. |Park, 2003; B 3 £T, 2014; | « JCiE JGTT 205 T 5 % 38 i 2 23 , Bl % 11 1] B
GRS /THE | 5005 R 1 5 B35 15 A 2 £
Kim 45 2009 o 70T B 28 B 5 O I T VAR
P2 3T B Mot 901 KRG H AR 255 RS #HaA | B
S arch “HE TR BUR B K.
Comerer il Lovallo. 1099 | * /6 RIS B0 BEE AT 5 3 BERCVERIAE |
N 2% ' - ' TR 163k TR n
Kirzner,1973 T ATINA EIZ RS, SRR k. 1 1)
. ‘ o SR ARl 28 17 T 7 2L B BT A A S B £
A BRI AL Hsu,2013 (S % DL i)
A o Bl 2 1 B 7 B A o AT 4
NS4k Wright %5,1997 HLH Tk 1E 11
o o R R 22 T SR B 2 5B LS
A, a N NS ANLE
- [IRASAWN Smita Singh,2014 % i 1]
VIR S H B 28177 2 B ol R R BB e 0 B
A Cope %,2004 J1 BEEZWRM M 2 WS BOA A K| IEm
R K] 1H 23 LA OS5 14 1 0T I R
Starr F Bygrave,1991 o T R 2R T O IR A e 7 [
o f [z T 2 EDRA b/ o}
W% |#i®—HHEEE | Fredrickson,2001 ﬁﬁ;ig@ﬁmmmmﬁfﬁ%@?%ﬁ”E iE R
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AR R SCHR AR B B AT T LK AT B 5C T i 2 B A 0F 5 R TR A AN T B4

i 1 W Aff % 2 Bl (9 7 SO I AT R B S B iR KR 2 — R B R 2 T,
I G (AT B 17 B0 56 A Bl 28 i al SR B2 e o DRI B ol 42 D 2 15 %o I 5 Bl 5 g
Az RO, S 7 A AR B AIL AR o 7 A B 52 0 2 X T A ads 2 97T AR R AT S R 2 B R, e L
BRI T ROE SR LR A 2857 09 TTRR AR, — BRI S B AT 5T 89 R DR e DAY 22 )
YRR VI R 5T 5 S B Skt BAT S PR i 3L

AT X B MY 228 J b B 38 1) LA K I 2 B3 3800 52 0 BB R B B = AR B R TT, 7331
g N BRI . DA R A BE 1 5, 27 2 T 23 0N 11 F A RE IR0 B BT A AL LS A T
A DA 22 2 BR S SR i Rl 22 D X R S LAY B2 .y e L DU A R B Y
Dk 28 I 2 AR I X 5 B RE T3 A DR AT LS ol 1 AT e AR R T A 2
Koo o) (BERR A 2] 5 IR 22 1) B LA R R L ST TG Bl 28 1 o 9 s Bl 7 ) SR AR LA
LB A b 3 A S e RE 7 52 BEBIY 2 B DR S S DT R i 22 Bl B 380 A R

MBI RKE,

IAF%&
SR 22 T B T 5 o
5 B0 A RS
Nz

YRR . ST

e S

A By SERTBIT
NP TR AN &= ﬁuiﬁ%b‘i PedpRe )
R R A R, Eh s VBRI AL

I3V A2 Y A L
KA myiA. B4 el

SERTR M
WAT IO E | g
PR B R 2 4 B
T RV U ik

LRk
EREA
R[S

HELANY
5%

T AT B 2 TR 42
AR & 2 SO it

Pk . FEADL 1% 3 v BE A
5He J gk — AT, A I T SR [ 1 J5R A S BB ol 48 B R 2 sl 2 D) o 342 5 81 oM 3 1) A 4
ST RN 22 7 % TS A R A AR AT L DA TR AR SR = A T il o A U 4 AR A (R
N & R e TEAS R B8 AR = AN J7 T BT AL & 1 B BE R R — AR . i1 TR 4 T 4 A 1)
i At o 7 B P 2 A S R L T LA R R I AR DL U PR R R R R B T X

S ) [ A 9 A A X T LR ) S i A B R T O SC P B TR AN Y B AA

7 T8 I Z s
L}“ﬁj“ Ak % B 1 e R e
SEHT R i v Ak

PEA RS R R B R SRR B . R R R B R T RN 25 e R AR 1) Y
VEFABLA , B8 B S AL e LR 23 e 25 A A2 [ 23 368Gl 5 800 A BB R i

L5 L RSO IR Bl 28 T — 3 SR A R 187 Bl 22 D — e SR BRI PR E 5T A
B RS AT TS BT B S HESRR LA D,
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B BETFAREARAABE—DTER

— BT T 2 Aol T R R S R [ O AT . SR B AR £ 4 Jl X —
SE R H B N 48 94T R S AT 2T (Ross Fil Staw, 1993) , 8L 2 1 TN FI B 89 H
3 BB AT R 2 A R 4 (Tripsas Fl Gavetti, 2000) , 1R 22 It , 76480 4% %8 ), v 5K 3% ] Bk
S 3 B B (DR WA IR B B AR I FLAATT A AS B A B A R LU Ok B AR Y
KA. TR AT 2 PR A R R B AT S . ISR AR S A, X R 4
AR THH (Staw . 1976) . FEIA WFFE o, AR5 TH 32 22 TR A Rl R 9847 e i D SR A7
h o RIORFE N AR A 4 & I, WSRO 2L AR Y A 350 H 80 Sk A b — i B LS B B
BRI R 50 B HLS I R S FEAT AR N A X G AN I AR AN LS Z i 2
TR 2 AE 48 7 38 23 W 2 S 1) 2 A0 b CRT i 2 LI vl A 2 J A ML 2 19 0T A, At 5 T it
LA I8 20 ok 2 — P MR 7R T RO A . RS P, XA — S 2k A B Al 0 H
AR THG 1 AT RE T A A B sk AL 28 B R R T . XA R L R THIOK &
R BRAT 1) 3% S QM BIF 5T, i L X 22 i 8 1 sk 2 WL 32 82 Bl 0 B 1 it R L B AR — AN AR A i b
TS .

LA A BRI 2 Dy AL 38 P 5 28 W AR ) 2Z 5 B FE AL TR 3 S A Ak A
T Z AL Z AL, I HL 22 B0 G0 T # aT LLFH A () s5RE 10000 2536 W0 A R ff B . IS 4% F 48 D7 2ot 5
Al 2 ) 32 252 0 Ml BF 5 A 136 0 AR 5 B — A I R AR OB it 15 < 3 R U T A R A B Al
WG W SR B G, B RE AR i SRl A AR . BT T Ak KA ST AL U
I RSB, &G RGN ) B ] 5EA S A — BN 2R sl 1 2 F 15 5
T A S 45t 5 Aol 5% AT B 2 0K AT B A 3 R A ol B TR WA Il %) T U BRE B I Y IR 2 AT IR
BRI AL 2 o T Rl 23 SR BB Y B ol A5 3 FBT 4 A WU e xS i Bl L 2 2R AT R
JETTF R . BUA RIS 2R BH L 78 5 PSR E A i B R A 62 %6 i N 4k 22 DL Y B
3, Hd 33 % By A2 FH A (Stokes 1 Blackburn, 2002) , 3 T Fif 1 (9 43 87, 3% #6434k %
XiF Bl B R S4B AT o0 SR A 3% b B B R T S . Y8R FRATT AT LA AR B T
T A8 KE G M 2 I ) a2 S 1 AT 43 28 . Ak S R RE A SR ATl I % A 0 ML 25 i AT R T &
(4 o 2 B 1o KT O R AR B G SR o) o 1) 400, 30 3o 3K 5 B B B RO IR R e Pl 2
T2 0] L Z VA AR 7 T . R0 ok B AR 8 S g 0 5k, 41 i H Al 1 5 s 4%
AN BE Il 2 T Ab A BV A A R B T 2 4 B U SR R R SR B I R A 2 (Hisieh 45,
2015) %t 3% S Al ok U o A U T AT B B A S LA SE Bl 2k W 22 D 1 Aol R R AL 2
R Sia Sk 5 R, X AL 2 98 R 5 R AT S B 45 SR BLAE IS 2SRl i Al |

H R TR T S 09 NPT T f R K 3o i 28 58 — R R R S, ST
PR AW TR, PSR 2338 1 1Pl 485 AN 4R B8 35 B H bR i ] R M DL B A H bR A0 1 ok
AR X AR KNI T HJE B Ak Se 85 ABEUR . a0 3 6 1) B B IR 2 AN
FAER, L 7T GE A& T 4% (Rubin A1 Brockner,1975) . 7EHLS BRI 5TF & o &P, 7T fE 5t
AL 1 S AL 55 85 190 55 i 3 o 70 1) B 5t A ol ARG R S SR A5 100 L IS 4 A A T HE R PR A
. B 20 HAREEY W RO A AN Eh R S . PR R A N TR R RO A AT =2 X 3 R 0 AT 3 ik
7 B V43 BC 2 TG FH A S DR I R 388 AUE B & SG i A9 9 3 (Sleesman 45,2012) ,

ViR A B S A9 AN S B RIS L A BEAE RN 1 TR R BB IE o N 2 T S A4
FREfRRE T ORETH RO E . 5 TR B DA N R AEAS R 5T A XU A g 4 AN ] T
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XoF 458 2% I 5 JE B AR HH XU (Brockner, 1992) o 285G A SCHY B AR 85, AT LAHE N 75 % 22 6 i 1% B2
s BT YR B R 8 T B A 2 B R R XU L A B 22 1 BT IO R T AL
oro Hak, AFRFR IS T PR F 2 N5 SRR B 73K 8 (Drummond, 2014) , [7] B 5% W0
HWE BB SEwEMBTRE ., ELANF AN E W 517 R, AEZ F) [ BRI R 5
Wi, 38 5 PTAL IR B A G, X 5 B SCIRATHR M A Ak 2 L AR 1Y A AN TR T

Xf AR TR SEUERT 5830 3R B, Y TR SREE AT 2 35 A R 22 L A STAE L B FRABRE A
S B A ] B AR TH R A K . PR A R T AT AR AR B 25 IR 4 5 WURT R 3L
AT X oK e 47 A 5k B E WL (Denrell Al March, 2001) . 5% 0 7K 3 T 4% . 24 2% w4 L 0% 659 %038
(stock of knowledge) i , BP0k & W FR 478l , Bl A S i B A M AY . H g FiE e )ik
B ST 30 B 2 208 (1 22 B UEHE 107 1 3R 56 T 2K T4 1 TC 18 2 il R AL A1 340 2 SEUEER AT LA R R
oK % S A M 45 355 1) A 5 B AR — S A 2

N ERFMARKHART @

LA R D B 5 T — A A, — 7 I 3 SR BCE AR AN Al R R
Fo ot s o — T NS ROR & i 220 38 J5 22 2R b 1Y A7 15 22 45 T 5 m T8 T 810lk 19 1735 %
(Headd,2003) , i 32 Xf A BF 58 SCHR A R G0 B, AT & B0 B4R 22 1 3400 3 Joe o7 B ik 3% 25 )
b B8 G 00 AR O T TR RS — 2 SR AT TH R = % i 220 i B Y R 8 o A RN A
RS, [A] I, B B9 322 DDA R 58 50 JR = O T % 3% 2 Bl 5 1 3 1) S i 2 )l Bt
BCHEAT 1 A AT R0 RS L AR AT] 22 8] A 0 SO 3 B L AR 2 B S A — E A XL IR B TR
[F] R 7 75 3] 1 fife 88 AR AR I Tk B0 22 ) A5 B 2 A7 76 AH BB OF S R 28 . X MR R B L 7R R SR 1 BF
8 R AL SN T I R BT DL R 5 2 DC TR v S 0 9 ACHE | TRD B A T R TR R BT
F14) i T HE 2 Sk X LA 1 o SO0 A R AT BRI BB G . ARSI R B 6 TR IR TH RO i F Y
BV 2R TR B i FBIE 90 3% B2 A 0 4 U 2 e ai Bk 2k W2 5 10 3 22 Bk B 42 L e A% 4 it
— S 5 A B A S ER R AL S BEPE R AT AT MR T B IR AR B . AR X
B8R R BAETE T, B S #0052 1Y R B HE AT IR B BRI A A RO EE A3 T s B0/ SR R EOHET N Y
HE L, A REZ AN I G AAWR I, T BE R X — B 5E TAE BRI J 42 T R 45 1Y
BB, AR AN T % 3 T RO A A

BT ARBR ARSI, 255 LRSS, R RBFFR AT LN LR LA T i Y)A 503 1
A X LA T T G H T O R

(1) FE 18 TR Ay ) 32 252 ) b 38 ) A% i B B AT #R 1. E AT A I 5% 32 22 DO 400
TE LI BI04 vh T 4 5024 20 #A B L DA 22 1) B B MR A B 78 4 O i . X L 1 B
e F i AR HE TSP H 2552 B2 8 109 0T L XN Sy R A R i 2 Ak BF oY 4 1
T AR BRI SR R R % S A B ST A T2 A AU A A ST BRI T L.t e R
W R IE R, B & 2F A e 22 O 1 45 5| A ST (Sleesman 45,2012) , L R BLA 1Y
WG . 6B 32 48 J8% (Happiness) 4008 W 075 B 55 3 BH B AR 28 X% F B A 38 5K B9 1E m) 4R
F (Lyubomirsky % ,2005) K H25 [ $25% ma Gl # 2 5 R 22 Ak (Cooper, 2010) .

(2) T % 32 22 A0 M 1) 43 288 R S Y 2 7R S Bk Y DG T . AR 0 T T A9 0 BT 1 Sl
H ] RE SR TE Z B 2 W 2 S B R T B R AE A Ml B A G B A Ty R Rl
A B Al B b 22 S RS R B A ML AR R 5 (R EF L BT 0 Bl AE TR T RE R A g S A T S B,
I B SR 38 2ok 4 7R SO T E R LB . SR EET A B ST S B R R AR AR A ST A I B Al 1Y
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BN E B b 2T s S AP Iy S 2L A L I BT A Bk H Z Rl 22
I3 1) 2 S5 1 O 3 R g A o AR i R 2 5 AT DL DA S Bl 3 3R B S SR 8 AN TR Bl A A A )
WHERTE B B HL AL 85 AL T & TR Sk I A7A7E W] B 1 25 57 7

(3) i LL AN K B FVE N WFTEXS G, b IR RN I EA W E . I 40 N T3 B8 L) A] Fif
T A [6) 2 B 1 3 2 Bl 3s T 7 72 2RIk i A [8) B Be N B8 A & 45 4R AT J7 07 A
MIRCRA AT 22577 XS BURR R RE e . 53 40 0Tl K0 53 25— oA A A 4E B A~
AR PE S XA (Gartner,1985) . DA S ) o] UK Al K53 TR 5004 3 LHE M, X —
Sy E A ws T X 2 R S R B H 23 BT (Westhead 4,2009) . AN [R5 52
BCPEAR Y Al G0 T [RIRE A B e 28 73 T R 23 A AN [) 0 fige 5 o 2 10X AU AT ) 15 R R A R
Jo& 77 A Sl o AL T A SR R JBT B A TT R S T R T A I K R A R A Y A
i, B, ARG Higgins BYIE T E W B 1S, TG E 7] (prevention focus) B XA J6 1H . 45
TRURR B SR S A A B AR (&2 75 B B 50 HIA R R B i M X TR I & I B
B I 22 5% W% 22 B AT (Hsu, 2013) o TE AR R BUBTFE Hh o b b B M 25 45 19 XU
AR A (A G T .

() FE SR 35 1% 3 52 3R AT e 1 A 1T - — 5 T, S e oMl N S Y
IEEABATN N T — Al 3 gt B B 51 I bl 2y s 53— T, Al RE 2 Al 28 Bk = 2 0% 119 45 3
HRe 5B IR . P X I A BEUCH A B 28 5 14 4 Mk 8 T e AE 3% 2L Bk Hh 3R A5 &
BERY 3 T B R e AR Oy R [ i ok 1 5 0 Tk — 20 2 TR e R 7 SO0 Al
28 3 MG SN B A0 18] 56 R B IR 55RO . A OGS % SRl Y B A AR (A
E—2B 5T . BT TR A BN ST 5 2B AT F B MECR . AHCHE R © @ 7E 2506
ST AR 28 754 A Bl A BA B i A Ginput) 2R 535 B0k 8 8089 3] BT (Klotz %,2014), 3%
(45 G A R T 500 b PR 3% 2 B, 4 % S 19 43 B J2 UK A6 i 3 1T B AT BB L R A R BF 5 1Y
— L

(5 AL #8 T (entrepreneurial mentoring) /& Ak 2 E Br A1 44 I 4L %5 (41 YC. TechStars
) — HAES MBS AHESN 0 — T B R 55 . AR, Bl 2% 2 AR F 5 1 2 i 1A Bl 25
W — S BB (Sullivan A1 Robert, 2000) o A8 X} F & 200 & 1M 5 . Al A1 49 2% 2] 3
Fog S AR E . TR RN A v, 3 22 Gl % 7 18 2 BHAS I b 78 25 ) WIF 28 S il 5K
87 ABATTEAE A B WA SR B b B 5 TS R R0 RS A 2 R 2
TR 22 577 R T3 2 ] B0 ) fife 22, S AR AT DA E sl TR Ak H AT 36 T oA 90 R0 27 2 B ARG ) 3% 22
A M A 5T B B AT
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Serial Entrepreneurship: A Literature Review,
Integration and New Explanation

Dou Junsheng,Bao Jia

(School of Management s Zhejiang University s Hangzhou 310058 ,China)

Abstract; Serial entrepreneurship as an important part of habitual entrepreneurship is at-
tracting more and more attention from scholars. Current serial entrepreneurship research still
focuses on the comparison between serial entrepreneurship, portfolio entrepreneurship and
novice entrepreneurship,and lacks the systematic interpretation of the uniqueness of serial
entrepreneurship phenomenon and its motivations, possible performance differences of serial
entrepreneurs and emergence mechanisms,and so on.Related empirical study is even scarce. Based

on the systematic literature review, it finds that the relationship between entrepreneurial
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A Literature Review of the Relationship between Entrepreneurship
Education and Entrepreneurial Intentions and Prospects

Zhang Xiu’e,Zhang Kun

(Business School s Jilin University s Changchun 130012 ,China)

Abstract: In recent years, entrepreneurship education has attracted wide attention from
scholars at home and abroad. Study on the role of entrepreneurship education in individual
entrepreneurial intentions helps to improve the status quo of entrepreneurship in China and
enhance the level of entrepreneurship. On the basis of a literature review of entrepreneurship
education and entrepreneurial intentions, this paper systematically reviews and analyzes the
different results of the relationship between them. And then it explores the specific factors
that influence the role of entrepreneurship education in entrepreneurial intentions. At last,it
proposes future research directions based on the combination of entrepreneurial education
status quo in China.

Key words: entrepreneurship; entrepreneurial education; entrepreneurship intention
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experiences and serial entrepreneurial intentions & follow-up performance can be explained
from the perspectives of cognition,resources and emotion,and it is necessary to describe the
differences in success or failure of entrepreneurship experiences to deep understand and grasp
the complex relationship among them. Along with a summary of existing literature, this pa-
per also tries to develop a new interpretation of serial entrepreneurship from the perspective
of the escalation of commitment,which not only triggers more deep thinking,but also brings
more credible paradigm reference to follow-up theoretical research. Finally,it makes simple
prospects for some interesting topics in serial entrepreneurship research.

Key words: serial entrepreneurship; habitual entrepreneurship; entrepreneurial experi-

ence; follow-up performance; entrepreneurial intention
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