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INDIVIDUAL ENDOWMENTS, INSTITUTIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

AND THE ENTREPRENEURIAL DECISION: AN EMPIRICAL STUDY

YANG Qrjing, WANG Yurfeng

(School of Economics, Renmin University of China, Beijingl00872, China)

Abstract: Our empirical study shows there are significant positive relationships between the entrepre

neurial

man ca

neurial

improv

decision of the returned migrants and their individual endowments such as the entrepreneurial hur

pital, disposable wealth and education. We also find that the government quality might also have

great impact on their entrepreneurial preference. In addition, although all the above factors have signift

cant influence on their selfemployment preference, the effects are relative small on the scaledentrepre

marginal preference All the above results imply that the government should reduce corruption and

e efficiency in order to induce entrepreneurship, and the government should mainly support self em-

ployment but not scaled-entrepreneurship.
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