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Abstract 

Today entrepreneurship is widely recognized as an engine for economic 

growth and prosperity. In this connection, diverting intention of an 

individual towards entrepreneurship is essential for every economy. To take 

into account, the purpose of this study to identify factors that may influence 

on student’s intention towards entrepreneurship. This is conceptualized 

with the support of Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM). This study 

proposes quantitative methodology in which cross-sectional data is randomly 

collected from various public sector universities of Thailand through a 

survey questionnaire by using SurveyMonkey. The respondents were 

graduate and master students. After cleaning the data, 304 samples were 

used for the final usage. The response rate was 53 %. Statistical Package for 

Social Sciences (SPSS) version 21.0 and Analysis of Moment Structure 

(AMOS) were applied for the data analysis. The results of Structural 

Equation Modeling (SEM) show that there is a positive and significant 

relationship of perceived feasibility and perceived desirability with 

entrepreneurial intention. On the other hand, there is non-significant 

relationship between self-efficacy and entrepreneurial intention. This study 

may be beneficial for policy makers to formulate the policies regarding the 

promotion of entrepreneurship because the mind of people is promptly 

heading towards entrepreneurship. Furthermore, it may contribute in the 

domain literature of entrepreneurship and particularly for developing 
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countries. 
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Introduction 

Currently, the world is facing big challenges such as corruption, 

globalization, economic down turn, inflation and unemployment. To 

overcome these miserable conditions, entrepreneurship plays a 

significant role in enhancing economic development, job creation and 

controlling inflation (Gibb & Hannon, 2006; Mohar et al., 2007; 

Johansen et al., 2012). In this sense, the development of individuals’ 

intention towards entrepreneurship is pre-requisite for every 

economy. The entrepreneurial intention is defined as the individuals’ 

willingness to pursue a given behavior, and represents the 

individuals’ commitment towards their target behavior (Shapero, 

1982) because it is the best predictor of human behavior (Krueger, 

1993). 

The literature witnessed that enlargement of entrepreneurship 

intention is grounded on the Theory of Planned Behavior’s factors 

(attitude towards behavior, subjective norms and perceived 

behavioral control) and environmental factors (Ajzen, 1991; Soomro 

and Shah, 2015; Ramoni, 2016). According to Shapero and Sokol 

(1982) perceived feasibility and perceived desirability have important 

roles in the development of entrepreneurial intention. Similarly, self-

efficacy is the best predictor of entrepreneurial intention 

(Moghavvemi and Salleh, 2012; Solesvik et al., 2012). However, it is 

still lacks empirical testing of entrepreneurial intention with the 

support of Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) along with self-

efficacy as general and Thailand in particular. 

To fulfil that need, this paper investigates entrepreneurial intention 

through the EEM factors such as perceived feasibility and perceived 
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desirability with the integration of self-efficacy among the graduate 

and master students of public sector universities of Thailand. This 

study may prove better for the policy makers and planners to 

formulate policy regarding the development of entrepreneurial 

intention because diversion of mind may create and promote the 

business activities and self-employment. Finally, this study may 

contribute in the literature concerning EEM and entrepreneurship.  

 

Literature Review 

Nowadays the trend of entrepreneurship is increasing because it is 

responsible for generating jobs, economic growth and prosperity of 

the society through innovative activities (Shane and Venkataraman, 

2000; Galloway and Brown, 2002). For that, developing individuals’ 

intention towards entrepreneurship and what factors are responsible 

to divert the mind of people are central problems in the 

entrepreneurship research (Autio et al., 2001; Francis et al., 2004; 

Kaijun and Sholihah, 2015). The entrepreneurial intention is a 

commitment to switch a new business (Krueger, 1993; Autio et al., 

2001). 

According to the investigation of Linan, Nabi and Krueger (2013), in 

Britain and Spain the self-efficacy is promoted by the 

entrepreneurship knowledge and awareness for which the 

development of entrepreneurial intention is possible. While, no 

relationship between self-efficacy and entrepreneurship intention 

was noticed by (Owoseni and Olakitan, 2014). Similarly, achievement, 

entrepreneurial intentions and motivation were found positively and 

significantly correlated with each other. There is significant difference 

among the student who are pursuing enterprise education and who 

are not (Vajihe and Mehdi, 2014). In the same way, Tateh et al. (2014) 

underlined that entrepreneurial intentions are positively correlated 

with social learning (family up-bringing, knowledge and experience) 

and personality traits such as risk and tolerance of ambiguity in 

Malaysia. In Europe (Spain) and South Asia (Taiwan) there was 
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positive and significant correlation among self-efficacy, social norms, 

personal attraction and entrepreneurial intention (Linan and Chen, 

2006).  

In the same field- among the undergraduate students of Brazilian and 

Peruvian university, delivery of education by teachers positively 

influences their students to start their own productions or business 

(Filho, Silva, Moraes, Fernandes and Morales, 2015). In the perception 

of Kaijun and Sholihah (2015), among the Chinese students there is 

indirect effect of perceived behavioral control on the presence of 

entrepreneurship education.  

In Ukrainian context, the factors such as perceived feasibility, attitude 

towards behavior and perceived desirability are the best indicators 

for developing the intention related to entrepreneurship. While, there 

was negative effect of perceived desirability on feasibility (Solesvik et 

al., 2012).  As compared to male, female student are less desirous to 

open their own enterprises. There is gender variation regarding 

entrepreneurial desirability and perceived feasibility (Dabic et al., 

2012). On the other hand, Rittippant et al. (2011) suggested that in 

Thailand the formation of entrepreneurial intention is possible only 

through the perceived desirability, future unemployment, subjective 

norms and personal attitude.  

In the literature, the EET model was tested with different factors like 

social norms, self-efficacy, expected outcomes, perceptions of 

opportunity, superordinate goal, triggering event, entrepreneurial 

goal, opportunity evaluation, propensity to act, social support 

breadth, entrepreneurial experience, perceived desirability, future 

unemployment, subjective norms and personal attitude (Shapero, 

1975; Shapero and Sokol, 1982; Krueger and Brazeal, 1994; Krueger et 

al., 2000; Elfving et al., 2009; Rittippant et al., 2011). In the similar 

manner, it was tested to examine the entrepreneurs’ usage intention 

of IT innovation and student intentions to become self-employed 

through the Theory of Planned behavior Theory (TPB) and self-
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efficacy (Moghavvemi and Salleh, 2012; Solesvik et al., 2012). 

However, the researchers largely neglected the testing of EET model 

along with self-efficacy in the context of Thailand. To fill this gap, the 

researchers proposed to test the EET model along with the self-

efficacy factor to examine the entrepreneurial intention among the 

graduate and master university students of Thailand. 

 

Theoretical Framework   

In the current era, the entrepreneurship is well-known factor for 

economic development, employment generation and frequent 

welfares for the society. For that, developing entrepreneurial 

intention is very protagonist factor that is associated with 

commitment to start a new business (Krueger, 1993) and more 

comprehensive interpretation in the development of 

entrepreneurship. 

The domain literature highlights that the psychological factors such 

as subjective norms perceived behavioral control and attitudes 

towards behavior are highly responsible for the creation of 

entrepreneurship related intention. It can also be predicted by the 

factors of Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) such as feasibility and 

desirability. On the other hand, some scholars strongly suggested that 

the self-efficacy is best predictor of an individual’s entrepreneurial 

intention.  

Following Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) of Shapero and Sokol 

(1982) that is based on perceived feasibility and perceived desirability 

and addition of self-efficacy factor, this study has been 

conceptualized in the following figure (I) to investigate the 

entrepreneurial intention of graduate and master university students 

of Thailand. 
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Figure I. Theoretical Model Developed by the Researchers 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                         

Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) is an academic and inclusive 

model that is associated with the decision to accomplish 

entrepreneurial movement that needs a pre-existing attitude which 

esteems the activity as desirable and feasible as well as the propensity 

to act upon an opportunity (Shapero and Sokol, 1982; Krueger, 1993; 

Krueger and Brazeal, 1994). 

The perceived feasibility is defined as the degree to which people 

think they are proficient in successfully starting or initiating a 

business. It infers the fascination of ideas in starting a business 

(Shapero and Sokol, 1982). According to Krueger (1993) perceived 

feasibility is the best predicator of entrepreneurial intention. There is 

a positive and significant relationship between perceived feasibility 

and entrepreneurial intention (Fitzsimmons and Douglas, 2005). In 

the same perspective, Segal et al. (2002) also confirmed the positive 

relationship between perceived feasibility and entrepreneurial 

intentions among the business students. Literature witnessed that the 

perceived feasibility was positively and significantly related to 

entrepreneurial intention in the different contexts except Thailand. 

Based on that lacuna, the researchers proposed following hypothesis 

for investigation in Thai context. 

H1: Perceived feasibility has a positive and significant 

relationship with entrepreneurial intention. 
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The perceived desirability is defined as the degree of charm or 

attraction by which an individual moves towards a specific behaviour 

(intrapersonal and extra personal) (Shapero and Sokol, 1982; Krueger 

and Brazeal, 1994; Krueger et al., 2000). The literature underlines the 

positive and significant relationship between entrepreneurial 

intention and perceived desirability (Krueger, 1993; Segal et al., 2002; 

Fitzsimmons and Douglas, 2005). However, this hypothesis was 

tested in limited sample size. Based on the large samples, the 

researchers have proposed the following hypothesis for testing. 

H2: Perceived desirability has a positive and significant 

relationship with entrepreneurial intention.  

Self-efficacy is the belief in one’s capabilities in order to perform work 

in ambiguous or difficult situation (Bandura, 1995). It is also 

concerned with self-confidence which enhances the knowledge and 

awareness about entrepreneurship (Linan, Nabi and Krueger, 2013). 

No relationship between self-efficacy and entrepreneurship intention 

was observed by (Owoseni and Olakitan, 2014). According to the 

perception of Linan and Chen (2006), intention is predicted by self-

efficacy, personal attraction and social norm. On the contrary, Linan 

et al.  (2013) suggested the positive and significant relationship 

between self-efficacy and entrepreneurial intention. Based on the 

contradiction in the results, the researchers proposed the 

confirmation of the results in Thai context. Therefore, following 

hypothesis was developed for investigation. 

H3: Self-efficacy has a positive and significant relationship with 

entrepreneurial intention.  

 

Research Methodology 

This is a cross sectional study in which quantitative data was 

randomly collected from the different public sector universities of 

Thailand. The respondents were the graduate and master students.  
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Data Collection Procedure & Sample Size  

The data was collected from different public sector universities of 

Thailand through Survey Monkey and using personal contacts by 

applying survey questionnaire which was administered in English 

language. Almost 600 survey questionnaires were distributed. In the 

initial stage, 320 questionnaires were returned. The response rate was 

53%. After data cleaning (missing values, univariate and multivariate 

outliers’ detection), 16 questionnaires were excluded. While, 304 

remaining samples were utilized for the final analysis.  

Measurement Scales  

Entrepreneurial intention: This factor was measured on 3 items 

adapted from the Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB) developed by 

Ajzen (1991). All items were measured on five point Likert scale 

ranging from strongly agree=1 to strongly disagree=5. 

Perceived feasibility: This factor was measured on 6 items developed 

by Krueger (1993). The items of perceived feasibility were measured 

on five point Likert scale. The scale contained the options from 

strongly agree=1 to strongly disagree=5. 

Perceived desirability: The perceived desirability was measured on 6 

items developed by Krueger (1993). It was measured on five point 

Likert scale ranging from strongly agree=1 to strongly disagree=5. 

Self-efficacy: This factor was measured on 10 items developed by 

(Rosenberg, 1965) on the basis of five point Likert scale ranging from 

strongly agree=1 to strongly disagree=5. 

  

Data Analysis and Results  

The data was analyzed by using Statistical Package for Social Sciences 

(SPSS) version 21.0 for windows and Analysis of Moment Structures 

(AMOS). 
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Reliability Assessment 

The reliability (internal consistency) of the items of the survey 

questionnaire was confirmed through Cronbach’s alpha. The overall 

reliability was found to be 0.85 that is considered as excellent (George 

and Mallery, 2003). However, the individual factor’s reliability was 

found satisfactory for the rest of the factors (Table I).  

Table I.  Reliability of Individual’s Factors N= 304 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

The mean and standard deviation were examined to describe the 

central of a distribution for a data set that has been collected from the 

respondents. The range of mean was noticed between 1.46-3.56. While 

the range of standard deviation remained in between 1.26-2.14 (Table 

II).  

Table II. Descriptive statistics N=304 

 

Note: M=mean, SD=standard deviation. 

 

Structural Modelling Testing 

The Structure Equation Modelling (SEM) technique was applied to 

confirm the relationships between the dependent and independent 

S.No Variables Variable code Alpha 

1 Entrepreneurial intention ENIN 0.88 

2 Perceived feasibility PEFE 0.89 

3 Perceived desirability PEDE 0.78 

4 Self-efficacy SEEF 0.80 

S.No Variables M SD 

1 Entrepreneurial intention 2.74 1.40 

2 Perceived feasibility 2.78 1.35 

3 Perceived desirability 3.56 1.26 

4 Self-efficacy 1.46 2.14 
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variables through path analysis (Figure II).  The results of fit indices 

suggested that all the indicators of model fitness show goodness of fit 

above their recommended values (Marsh and Hancover, 1985; Hair et 

al., 2006) (Table III). Therefore, the fitness of model presents the 

chance of impact of perceived feasibility, perceived desirability and 

self-efficacy on entrepreneurial intention. Furthermore, the 

covariance among the variables was also assured along with factor 

loadings (Figure III). 

Figure II: Path Model 

 
Note: ENIN=entrepreneurial intention, SEEF=self-esteem, PEFE=perceived 

feasibility, PEDE=perceived desirability. 
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Figure III: Path Model Showing Covariance among Dependent 

and Independent Variables. 

 
Note: ENIN=entrepreneurial intention, SEEF=self-esteem, PEFE=perceived 

feasibility, PEDE=perceived desirability.  
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Table III. Overall Fit Indices from SEM Analysis 

Model fit 
indicators 

χ2 
 

Probability χ2/df TLI CFI RMSEA GFI 
 
AGFI 

 302.577 0.000 2.434 0.923 0.938 0.066 0.902 0.893 

 

Hypotheses Testing 

The hypotheses were tested through Maximum Likelihood Estimates 

on the basis of regression weights such as standard error (ER) and 

critical ratio (CR) by showing significant path at the .05 level in which 

the three asterisks (***) indicate significance smaller than .001.  

The path results of regression highlight (S.E=.058; C.R=5.533; p= < 

.0.01) (Table IV). Hence, hypothesis H1 was accepted.  The results of 

regression show (S.E=.059; C.R=-3.306; p= < .0.01) (Table IV). 

Therefore, hypothesis H2 was supported. In similar way, regarding 

final hypothesis the regression weights show that (S.E=. 034; C.R=.074; 

p= > 0.01) (see Table IV). Therefore, H3 was rejected.  

 

Table IV. Regression Weights 
 Dependent 

Variable 
Path 

Independent 
Variables 

Estimate S.E. C.R. P 

H1 
Entrepreneurial 

intention <--- 
Perceived 
feasibility 

.287 .058 5.523 *** 

H2 
Entrepreneurial 

intention 
<--- 

Perceived 
desirability 

.195 .059 3.306 *** 

H3 
Entrepreneurial 

intention 
<--- Self-efficacy .003 .034 .074 .932 

Note: SE=standard error, C.R= critical ratio, p=significance level 

 

Discussion and Conclusion 

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the student’s 

entrepreneurial intention with the support of Entrepreneurial Event 

Model (EEM). In this regard, a survey questionnaire was developed 

to investigate the entrepreneurial intention among the graduate and 
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master university students of Thailand. The overall reliability was 

found to be 0.85 while the individual’s factor reliability was 

satisfactory. 

In the initial stage of return questionnaire, total number of items was 

25 (intention=3, perceived feasibility=6, perceived desirability=6 and 

self-efficacy=10). During performing the Exploratory Factor Analysis 

(EFA) some irrelevant items such as 2 from perceived feasibility, 1 

from perceived desirability and 4 items from the self-efficacy were not 

loaded above the suggested value of factor loading  .5 (Hair et al., 

2006). While all (3) items of entrepreneurial intention factor were 

loaded above the value of .5 (Hair et al., 2006). As a result, all un-

loaded items were excluded from the further analysis. 

The H1 proposed a positive and significant relationship between 

perceived feasibility and entrepreneurial intention. The results 

confirmed the positive and significant relationship between 

perceived feasibility and entrepreneurial intention among the 

graduate and master university students of Thailand. These results 

are consistent with researchers like Krueger (1993); Segal et al. (2002) 

& Fitzsimmons and Douglas (2005) who confirmed the positive 

relationship between perceived feasibility and entrepreneurial 

intention. 

With regard to H2, the results showed the positive and significant 

relationship between perceived desirability and entrepreneurial 

intention. These results were also supported by the various scholars 

such as Shapero and Sokol (1982); Krueger and Brazeal (1994); 

Krueger et al. (2000) and Fitzsimmons and Douglas (2005). 

Concerning with final hypothesis H3, the results of regression 

presented non-significant relationship between self-efficacy and 

entrepreneurial intention. These negative results are accorded with 

Owoseni and Olakitan (2014) and opposite from Linan, Nabi and 

Krueger (2013) who suggested the positive and significant 

relationship between self-efficacy and entrepreneurial intention. 
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In conclusion, the results of path analysis show that there is a positive 

and significant relationship among perceived feasibility, perceived 

desirability and entrepreneurial intention. Contrarily, there is no 

significant relationship between self-efficacy and entrepreneurial 

intention among the graduate and master university students of 

Thailand. This may be due to the fact that the university students 

have fascinating ideas, proficiency and believe that they can initialize 

and run the business confidently. To some extent, they may feel the 

degree of charm or attraction through which they head towards 

performing the specific behavior. On the other hand, the students are 

less capable to perform the entrepreneurial activities. This may have 

occurred due to lack of confidence, knowledge or awareness 

regarding entrepreneurship. This reason may resist the students 

towards the development of entrepreneurship intention in Thailand. 

 

References  

Ajzen, I. (1991), “The theory of planned behavior”, Organizational 

Behavior & Human Decision Processes, Vol. 50, No. 2, pp. 179-

211. 

Autio, E., Keeley, R. H., Klofsten, M., Parker, G. G. C. & Hay, M. 

(2001), “entrepreneurial intent among students in Scandinavia 

and in the USA”, Enterprise & Innovation Management Studies, 

Vol. 2, No. 2, pp.145-160. 

Dabic, M., Daim, T., Bayraktaroglu, E., Novak, I. & Basic, M. (2012), 

“Exploring gender differences in attitudes of university 

students towards entrepreneurship: An international 

survey", International Journal of Gender and Entrepreneurship, 

Vol. 4, No.3, pp. 316-336. 

Elfving, J., Brannback, M. & Carsrud, A.  (2009), “Toward a contextual 

model of entrepreneurial intentions in Understanding the 

entrepreneurial mind”, Opening the Black Box. Eds. A. Carsrud 

and M. Brannback. Heidelberg: Springer, pp. 23–34. 



50  Investigating Entrepreneurial Intention through Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) 

 

Filho, L.S., Silva, V. M. S., Moraes, C. B., Fernandes, F. K. & Morales, 

J. L. C. (2015), “The influence of teachers with non-academic 

experience on entrepreneurial intent student administration”, 

Business and Management Review, Vol. 4, No. 5, pp. 751-760. 

Fitzsimmons, J. R. & Douglas, E. J. (2005), “Entrepreneurial attitudes 

and entrepreneurial intentions’, A cross-cultural study of 

potential entrepreneurs in India, China, Thailand and 

Australia”, Babson-Kauffman Entrepreneurial Research 

Conference, Wellesley, MA. June, 2005. 

Francis, J. J., Eccles, M. P., Johnston, M., Walker, A., Grimshaw, J., Foy, 

R., Kaner, E. F.S., Smith, L. & Bonetti, D. (2004), “Constructing 

questionnaires based on the theory of planned behavior: A manual 

for health services researchers”, ISBN: 0-9540161-5-7, published 

by Centre for Health Services Research, University of 

Newcastle. 

Galloway, L. & Brown, W. (2002), “Entrepreneurship education at 

university: A driver in the creation of high growth firms?”, 

Education + Training, Vol.  44, No. 8/9, pp. 398-405. 

George, D. & Mallery, P. (2003), “SPSS for windows step by step: A 

sample guide & reference”, Boston; Allyn & Bacon. 

Gibb, A. A. & Hannon, P. D. (2006), “Towards the entrepreneurial 

university?” International Journal of Entrepreneurship Education, 

Vol. 1, No. 4, pp.73-110. 

Hair, J. Black, W., Babin, B., Anderson, R. & Tatham, R. (2006), 

“Multivariate data analysis”, 6th  edn, Pearson Prentice Hall, 

Pearson Education, Inc., Upper Saddle River, New Jersey 

07458. http://www.intechopen.com/ books/entrepreneurship-

born-made andeducated/entrepreneurship-educationand-

pupils-attitudes-towards-entrepreneurs. 

  



Asia Pacific, Research Journal, Volume 34, 2016  51 

 

Johansen, V., Schanke, T. & Clausen, T. H. (2012), “Entrepreneurship 

education and pupils' attitudes towards entrepreneurs, 

entrepreneurship-born, made and educated, Prof. Thierry Burger- 

Helmchen (Ed.)”, ISBN: 978-953-51-0210-6, In Tech: 

Kaijun, Y. & Sholihah, P. I. (2015), “A comparative study of the 

Indonesia and Chinese educative systems concerning the 

dominant incentives to entrepreneurial spirit (desire for a new 

venturing) of business school students”,  Journal of Innovation 

and Entrepreneurship, Vol. 4, No. 1, pp. 2-16. 

Krueger, N. (1993), “The impact of prior entrepreneurial exposure on 

perceptions of new venture feasibility and desirability”, 

Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, Vol.  18, No.1, pp.5-21. 

Krueger, N. F. & Brazeal, D. (1994), “Entrepreneurial potential and 

potential entrepreneurs”, Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 

Vol. 18, No.3, pp. 91-104. 

Krueger, N. F. Jr., Reilly, M. D. & Carsrud, A. L. (2000), “Competing 

models of entrepreneurial intentions”, Journal of Business 

Venturing, Vol. 15, No. 5-6, pp. 411-432. 

Linan, F. & Chen, Y.W.  (2006), “Testing the entrepreneurial intention 

model on a two-country sample’, European (Spain) and the 

other South Asian (Taiwan)”, Document de Treball Num. 06/7, 

Departament d' Economia de l'Empresa, http://selene.uab.es/ 

dep-economia-empresa/Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona. 

Linan, F., Nabi, G. & Krueger, N.F. Jr. (2013), “British and Spanish 

entrepreneurial intentions: A comparative study”, Revista de 

Economía Mundial, Vol. 33, pp. 73-103. 

Marsh, H. W. & Hocevar, D. (1985), “Application of confirmatory 

factor analysis to the study of self-concept: First- and higher 

order factor models and their invariance across groups”, 

Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 97, pp.  562-582. 

  



52  Investigating Entrepreneurial Intention through Entrepreneurial Event Model (EEM) 

 

Moghavvemi, S. & Salleh, N. A. M. (2014), “Malaysian entrepreneurs 

propensity to use IT innovation”, Journal of Enterprise 

Information Management, Vol. 27, No. 2, pp. 139-157. 

Mohar, Y., Manjit, S. S. & Kamal, K. J. (2007), “Relationship between 

psychological characteristics and entrepreneurial inclination: 

A case study of students at university Tun Abdul Razak 

(UNITAR)”, Journal of Asia Entrepreneurship Sustainability, Vol.  

3, No. 2, pp. 23-41.  

Owoseni & Olakitan, O. (2014), “The influence of some personality 

factors on entrepreneurial intentions”, International Journal of 

Business and Social Science, Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 278-284. 

Ramoni, S. A. (2016), “Determinants of entrepreneurial intention 

among Nigerian university graduates”, World Journal of Social 

Sciences, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp. 45-59. 

Rittippant, N., Kokchang, W., PanisaraVanichkitpisan, P. & 

Chompoodang, S. (2011), “Measure of entrepreneurial 

intention of young adults in Thailand”, EPPM, Singapore, 20-

21. 

Rosenberg, M. (1965), “Society and the adolescent self-image. Princeton”, 

NJ: Princeton University Press. 

Segal, Z. V., Williams, J. M. G. & Teasdale, J. D. (2002), “Mindfulness 

based cognitive therapy for depression: A new approach to 

preventing relapse” New York: Guildford Press. 

Shane, S. & Venkataraman, S. (2000), “The promise of 

entrepreneurship as a field of research”, Academy of 

Management Review, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp.217-226. 

Shapero, A. (1982), “Social dimensions of entrepreneurship”, In C. A. 

Kent et al. (Eds.),The encyclopedia of entrepreneurship (pp. 72-89), 

Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall. 

  



Asia Pacific, Research Journal, Volume 34, 2016  53 

 

Shapero, A. and Sokol, L. (1982), “The social dimensions of 

entrepreneurship”, In C. Kent, D. Sexton, and K. H. Vesper 

(eds.), The Encyclopedia of Entrepreneurship, Englewood Cliffs, 

NJ: Prentice-Hall. 72-90. 

Solesvik, M. Z., Westhead, P., Kolvereid, L. & Matlay, H. (2012), 

“Student intentions to become self-employed: The Ukrainian 

context”, Journal of Small Business & Enterprise Development, 

Vol. 19, No. 3, pp. 441-446. 

Soomro, B. A. & Shah, N. (2015), “Developing attitudes and intentions 

among potential entrepreneurs”, Journal of Enterprise 

Information Management, Vol. 28, No. 2, pp. 304-322. 

Tateh, O., Latip, H. A. &  Marikan, D. A. (2014), “The macrotheme 

review”, Vol. 3, No. 2, pp. 110-119. 

Vajihe, B. and Mehdi, G. (2014), “The effect of entrepreneurial 

education on university of Tehran students’ entrepreneurial 

intention” Asian Journal of Research in Business Economics and 

Management, Vol. 4, No. 4, pp. 202-207 


