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Abstract:

The objective of this study is to arrive at accurate indicators that reflect the extent to which the
dimensions of the Autio model (general attitudes, university environment, entrepreneurial image,
conviction) influenced the orientation of university graduates. To this end, we adopted the
descriptive analytical approach using the logistic regression model to test the orientation of a sample
of 167 university students, namely: entrepreneurship and business administration towards
establishing private institutions. The results of the research showed that there is a significant effect
for both the entrepreneurial education and the entrepreneurial conviction on their entrepreneurial
approach. The general attitudes and entrepreneurial image did not have a significant significance in
the model head . So the study recommended that current issues facing women entrepreneurs should
be investigated as critical to enable them to develop their business potential.

Keywords: Women's Entrepreneurship, entrepreneurial Orientation , general attitudes,
Entrepreneurial Education, Entrepreneurship conviction, entrepreneurial image .
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