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Abstract:

This study aims to highlight the role of entrepreneurial self-efficacy among
university students, as it emerges from their prior knowledge and experiences—
whether acquired through formal education, personal experiences, or interaction
with experienced entrepreneurs. Entrepreneurial self-efficacy is examined through
its five key dimensions as identified by several researchers, with a brief
conceptualization provided for each dimension.

The study adopts a quantitative approach, using regression analysis to measure the
direct effects of each dimension on entrepreneurial intention. The analysis was
conducted using the modern statistical software JASP 0.19, based on data
collected from a sample of 1706 students from various academic disciplines at the
University of Abou Bekr Belkaid — Tlemcen.

Findings reveal that students who possess knowledge and skills in opportunity
recognition, planning, resource aggregation, financial resource management, and
human resource management demonstrate higher entrepreneurial intentions and
are more likely to pursue entrepreneurial career paths in the future.

Keywords: Entrepreneurial Intention ; Entrepreneurial Self-Efficacy ; Students ;
Opportunity Recognition ; Planning

Jel Classification Codes : M1.13 <« M1.19
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fit measures

Index Value Evaluation

(NNFI,

Bentler-Bonett Normed Fit Index
NFI, 0.971 Good
Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PINFI, 0.811 Excellent fit
Bollen's Relative Fit Index (RFI, 0.952 Excellent fit
Bollen's Incremental Fit Index (IFI) 0.978 Excellent fit
Relative Noncentrality Index (RNI, 0.970 Excellent fit

Other fit measures

Metric Value

Root mean square error of
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Expected cross validation index
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