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® [nstitutional Theory focuses on structural or cultural changes in
entrepreneurial opportunities.

® Entrepreneurship focuses on how institutions may facilitate
Individual entrepreneurial choice.

Non-entrepreneurs without intention
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.3 Conclusions

® Institutionalized choice fostered greater variation in
students’ choices in selecting courses and in turn,
generated greater entrepreneurial behavior.

® Institutionalized choice can affect individuals in distinct
ways, which encourages individuals with middle levels of
academic achievement to choose more diverse courses
relative to those with higher or lower levels.
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Methods

® A survey of Tsinghua University alumni between 1930 and 2007.
® A natural experiment in 1984: individuals exposed to the
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experimental and control conditions are determined outside the

shaped curve.
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