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Abstract: 

The targeted aim of this study will be to achieve the widest possible description in 

to demonstrate the factors determining the creation of an enterprise. The study was 

conducted on a sample of Master students from the Faculty of Economic Sciences 

(University of Tlemcen). The results of this research revealed that the students’ 

attitudes towards the intention of the creation of an enterprise is positive, the 

subjective norm has a positive influence on the prediction of the students' 

intentions, and finally the perceived control of the students has shown a positive 

effect towards the entrepreneurial intention. 
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Ddl 45 
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Qualité de représentation 

 Initial Extraction 

INTENTION 1,000 ,754 

Attitu 1,000 ,754 

Méthode d'extraction : Analyse en composantes principales. 

Variance totale expliquée 

Composante Valeurs propres initiales Extraction Sommes des carrés des 

facteurs retenus 

Total % de la 

variance 

% cumulés Total % de la 

variance 
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cumulés 

1 1,508 75,394 75,394 1,508 75,394 75,394 

2 ,492 24,606 100,000    
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