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Factors Affecting The Entrepreneurial Intention of University
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Abstract The purpose of this study is to identify factors affecting the entrepreneurial intention of
university students participating in the entrepreneurial program. Data collection was conducted from
February 7 to 28, 2022. A total of 100 university students participating in entrepreneurial programs were
self-questioned on entrepreneurship, entrepreneurial self-efficacy, and entrepreneurial intention. Using
the SPSS program, a t-test, ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficients, and multiple regression analysis
were used for analysis. Innovativeness and entrepreneurial intention (r=.58, p<{.001), proactiveness and
entrepreneurial intention (r=.55, p{.001), risk-sensitiveness and entrepreneurial intention (r=.66, p<{.001),
entrepreneurial self-efficacy and entrepreneurial intention (r=.47, p<.001) showed positive correlations.
Factors affecting entrepreneurial intention were the major of participants (humanities and social
sciences) (8=.28, p=.001), (natural sciences) (8=.22, p=.011), and (engineering) (8=.26, p=.003), as well as
entrepreneurship(risk-sensitiveness) (8=.43, p{.001). The explanatory power was 55.4%. Based on these
results, it is necessary to increase the risk sensitiveness and a differentiated approach for each major
in order to increase entrepreneurial intention. Therefore, it is necessary to develop and apply an

entrepreneurial program necessary for university students.
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects (N=100)
s . ) Mean*SD/
Characteristics Categories 0%)
Male 32(32.0)
Gender
Female 68(68.0)
23.37+1.68
Age (year) 21~23 64(64.0)
24~30 36(36.0)
Sophomore 15(15.0)
Grade Junior 43(43.0)
Senior 42(42.0)
Education 28(28.0)
Hlfmanities & social 26(26.0)
Major sciences
Natural sciences 18(18.0)
Engineering 28(28.0)
Participating Yes 100(100.0)
in start-up club No 0(0.0)
Participating Yes 40(40.0)
in start-up lecture No 60(60.0)
Participating Yes 13(13.0)
in start-up contest  |No 87(87.0)
Participating Yes 8(8.0)
in start-up camp No 92(92.0)
3.2 XS] 7|47, Hex|lasd ¥ FY

OIX|

Table 2014 B wle} o] thaRte] 7197 AL
BB 3.60£0.54701L, SHFH F 4GS ¥
B 37320568, WA 3.66£0.578, ARAS
4 3.44£0.57" &=oldth. AJA &5 BHEA
3.85+0.64%01aL, A FAYA= BHEA
3.03+0.817°] 3t
Table 2. Entrepreneurship, entrepreneurial self-efficacy,
entrepreneurial intention (N=100)
Variables Sub item Mean+SD
Innovativeness 3.73+0.56
Proactiveness 3.66£0.57
Entrepreneurship
Risk-sensitiveness 3.44+0.57
Total 3.60+0.54
Entrepreneurial self-efficacy 3.85+0.64
Entrepreneurial intention 3.03£0.81
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Table 3. Difference of entrepreneurial intention
according to general characteristics

(N=100)
Entrepreneurial
intention
Characteristics Categories )
t
MESD | Sehefte
Male 3.144+0.91 0.91
Gender .
Female 2.98+0.77 | (367)
Age (vear) 21-23 2.95%0.77 | -1.29
e (year
e 24-30 3.17+0.88 | (:201)
Sophomore 2.93+1.12
0.58
i +
Grade Junior 2.97+0.71 (561)
Senior 3.13+£0.80
Education® 2.47+0.52
Hur‘naniti.es & . 3.2440.81 7.40
Major social sciences (<.001)
Natural sciences® 3.22+0.83 | a¢b.ed
Engineering® 3.28+0.82
Participating Yes 3.03+0.81 ~
in start-up club No _
Participating Yes 3.09%0.76 | 0.57
in start-up lecture |No 2.96+0.85 | (570)
Participating Yes 3.50+1.07 2.26
in start-up contest |No 2.96+0.75 | (.0206)
Participating Yes 3.13£0.91 0.38
in start-up camp  |No 3.02+0.81 | (707)
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Table 4. Correlation between entrepreneurship,
entrepreneurial self-efficacy and

entrepreneurial intention (N=100)

Entrepreneurship

2

1 3

r (p)

Variables

1. Innova 1
-tiveness
Entre

.68
(€.001)

2. Proacti
-pren

—veness
-eur

-ship 3. Risk-se
-nsitiven

1

.60
(£.001)

.68
(<.001)
-ess
4. Entrepren
-eurial
self-efficacy

.60
(€.001)

.48
(€.001)

.59
(€.001)

5. Entrepren
- eurial
Intention

66
(<oo1)

47
(<o01)

.58
(€.001)

.55

(€.001) 1
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Table 5. Variables affecting entrepreneurial intention

(N=100)
Variables B SE B t P

(Constant) 0.65 0.41 1.57 .119
Major_HS (ref_education) 0.51 0.15 .28 3.32 .001
Major_NS (ref_education) 0.46 0.18 .22 2.60 .011
Major_EN (ref_education) 0.46 0.15 .26 3.07 .003
Participating in start-up 031 0.18 .13 172 .090
contest (ref_no)

Innovativeness 0.27 0.15 .19 1.90 .062
Proactiveness 0.01 0.16 .01 006 .954
Risk-sensitiveness 0.50 0.12 .43 4.27 <.001
Entrepreneurial self-efficacy 0.14 0.12 .11 1.18  .240

F=16.35, p<.001, R* =.590, Adj. R* =.554

SE=Standard Error: Adj=Adjusted; HS=Humanities & social
sciences; NS=Natural sciences; EN=Engineering
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