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Analysis of the Special Function of Chinese Private Entrepreneur and
Characteristic of Its Promoting during Transaction

ZHANG Xiao-di*, LI Xiao- zhong?

(1. College of Economics, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China;
2. School of Business, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract:  The entrepreneur is the soul of the enterprise. The special human capital is the very important
factor of the enterprise growth. The authors explore the particularity of the private entrepreneur from the innovation
content angle of view and believe that it is in the core function in the innovation. We think that the innovation of
private entrepreneur belongs to that Schupeter said and is more important than the technology that has been
developed by R&D. The private entrepreneur is playing the key role in optimally allocating resources and promoting
the socioeconomic development. The authors analyze the important function of the private entrepreneur and the
difference functions between entrepreneur and specialized technical personnel. On this foundation, this text discusses
the characteristic that the function of the private entrepreneur has been improved upgrade and diffusely. And then
the authors put forward some suggestions how the function has been promoted further.

Key Words: the private entrepreneur; human capital; diffusion; innovation
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