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Table 1. Results of factor analysis of entrepreneurship questionnaire (from question 1 to 96)
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Figure 2. Comparison of entrepreneurship scores of natural and agricultural colleges based on total
score of 100
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Figure 3. The Value of Components of Entrepreneurship Components in Agricultural Collections and
Natural Resources
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Table 2. The Relationship between Age, Creativity, Entrepreneurship and Internal Components of
Student Entrepreneurship Using Pearson correlation
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Table 3. The relationship between the number of household members, Creativity, Entrepreneurship
and the internal components of entrepreneurship using Pearson correlation
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Table 4. Relationship between family income level, Creativity, Entrepreneurship and internal
components of entrepreneurship by using Spearman correlation
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Table 5. The Spearman correlation between Academic Degree, Creativity, Entrepreneurship and
Internal Components of Students Entrepreneurship
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Table 6. Relationship between the field of study, Creativity, Entrepreneurship and the internal
components of entrepreneurship by using Eta correlation
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Table 7. The relationship between gender, Creativity, Entrepreneurship and internal components of
entrepreneurship by using Eta correlation
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Table 8. Analysis of variance of the relationship between entrepreneurship and creativity
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Table 9. Regression analysis of the relationship between entrepreneurship and creativity
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Abstract

In this research, factors affecting entrepreneurship and creativity of students in agricultural and natural
resources were studied. Initially, various entrepreneurship components of the students were studied to
identify the strengths and weaknesses and make decision makers able to make appropriate decisions in
order to promote student entrepreneurship based on the results. Considering the nature of the subject
and the purpose of the research, this research is based on the method of data collection, descriptive
survey and purposeful application. The data gathering tool in this research was a standardized
questionnaire of Kordenaeej entrepreneurship and Abedi's creativity questionnaire. The population
included 2454 students that studied at the Faculty of Agriculture and Natural Resources in the academic
year 1394-1395. To determine the reliability of the questionnaires, Cronbach's alpha method was used
in this research. Pearson correlation coefficient, Spearman correlation coefficient and Eta test were used
to evaluate the effective factors. The results showed that the relationship between age and number of
household members with Pearson coefficients was 0.091 and 0.023, respectively, and family income
and educational level were not significant with creativity with Spearman coefficients of 0.041 and 0.089,
respectively. Also, the relationship between age and number of household members with Pearson
coefficients 0.040 and -0.39 respectively, and family income and educational level were not significant
with Spearman coefficients of 0.028 and 0.018 with entrepreneurship, respectively. However, the field
of study and gender were significantly correlated with Eta coefficients of 0.51 and 0.448 with creativity,
respectively, with coefficients of Eta 0.68 and 0.620 with entrepreneurship, respectively.

Keywords: ETA test, Operation oriented, Pearson test, Risk-taking propensity.
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