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Comparison and prospect of research hotspots in entrepreneurship
education evaluation in recent ten years at home and abroad

LIU Xuejun', LING Hairong'-?

(1. School of Educational Sciences, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210024, China;
2. School of Marxism, Communication University of China, Nanjing 210046, China)

Abstract: In order to understand the development level and existing deficiencies of entrepreneurship
education evaluation research in China, CiteSpace visualization software is used to conduct keyword and
cluster analysis on domestic and foreign research in this field. It summarizes the research hotspots of
entrepreneurship education evaluation at home and abroad and carries out a comparative study. The research
finds out: In the research process, the research development at home and abroad conforms to Shneider’s four
stages of discipline evolution, however, the development of China is relatively backward and has not formed
an independent research system. In terms of research orientation, the research at home and abroad is oriented
to encourage college students to innovate and develop or start their own business, China is led by the
government, while foreign countries are led by enterprises. In terms of research content, both at home and
abroad are in a pluralistic development trend, however, the evaluation research of entrepreneurship education
in China mainly focuses on the field of education, and the evaluation content is relatively single. By
comparison, the research on the evaluation of entrepreneurship education in China is insufficient, make the
following recommendations. Innovation and entrepreneurship education evaluation means, emphasis on the
development of evaluation tools, innovation integration, school-enterprise cooperation, focus on the
transformation of entrepreneurial achievements, enrich the evaluation content of entrepreneurship education
and pay attention to the feedback of evaluation effect.

Key Words: entreprencurship education; evaluation of entrepreneurship education; CiteSpace; knowledge
graph; Shneider’s theory of discipline evolution



