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Annotation. The aim of this article is to quantify and explore the differences in the attitudes of
university students towards the issue of government support for the entrepreneurial ecosystem.
Attitudes are examined among students with active entrepreneurial status. The starting point for the
fulfilment of the objective was empirical research conducted in Slovakia, the Czech Republic, and
Poland (March 2024). The research sample consisted of a total of 1 783 respondents (SK: 576, CZ:
612, and PL: 595) from 42 universities (SK: 16, CZ: 11, and PL: 15). Correlation analysis was used to
test and evaluate the formulated hypotheses at the significance level a = 5%. The main results of the
research are that the state creates an atmosphere of uncertainty through its business support
instruments. Respondents express concern about the quality of the conditions needed to start a
business. The financial support for entrepreneurs does not meet the expectations of young people and
the administrative burden reinforces the negative impression of entering the business environment. In
the context of influencing attitudes, the state will need to pay more attention to the entrepreneurship
support area. Minimising the administrative burden can make a significant contribution to growth and
competitiveness not only of young entrepreneurs but also of the economy as a whole.

Keywords: university students, entrepreneurship, state support for entrepreneurship, administrative
burden, financial support.

JEL classification: G38, H25.

Introduction

State support for entrepreneurship is an important instrument to support the development and competitiveness
of enterprises in the country. Economic growth, stimulating innovative activity, reducing regional disparities and
assisting entrepreneurs are key initiatives through which the state seeks to ensure sustainable and inclusive
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development. In the framework of academic studies dealing with the issue of state support, various aspects and
approaches have been identified. In particular, the specific features of state support for entrepreneurship taking
into account factors such as the economic situation, political priorities, social needs and legislative frameworks.
Several authors point to the close link between these factors. Also, different methods of assessing the
effectiveness and impact of state support vary depending on the target groups and sectors.

The present article presents the students’ opinions of higher education institutions in selected Visegrad Four
(V4) countries: Slovakia (SK), the Czech Republic (CZ), and Poland (PL), in the area of state support for
entrepreneurship. The research compares the student attitudes with the status of active entrepreneurial activity.
The research results can provide suggestive conclusions for further discussion in state support for
entrepreneurship, in particular, support for youth entrepreneurship. There is a need for entrepreneurs to have
opportunities to enable them to do business and the state to create favourable environment conditions for
entrepreneurship.

The article is divided into sections as follows. The theoretical part presents the views of the professional sphere
in the area of state support for entrepreneurship, analysing relevant theoretical approaches and existing
literature sources. The methodological part presents the objectives, methods, and description of the data used
to empirically test the hypotheses, as well as to analyse the results obtained during the research. In the empirical
section, the research results are presented and interpreted, followed by a discussion related to the findings.
Finally, the main results of the research are formulated in an aggregated form providing an overview of the main
findings and possible recommendations for further research and policy in the area of state support for
entrepreneurship.

1. Theoretical Background

The business environment is perceived as a complex system of a set of factors and conditions that influence the
functioning and development of entrepreneurial activities. Its dynamics are shaped by a number of factors,
among which government policy, economic trends, socio-cultural factors, technological innovations, and legal
regulations dominate. In addition, about the significance of youth entrepreneurship lies in how much their future
depends on the environment in which they seek to develop their skills and ideas.

The state has a fundamental influence on its characteristics. It creates the conditions for entrepreneurial activity
and is important in the promotion of entrepreneurship. In addition to creating legislative and regulatory
frameworks, it implements policies that are aimed at fostering entrepreneurial innovation, strengthening
competitiveness, and ensuring access to finance. The transparency and predictability of government measures
speed up the decision-making process and reduce uncertainty. This in turn leads to increased business
confidence in the economic environment and the development of the qualitative and quantitative
characteristics of the private sector.

A key role of the state is not only to develop measures to ensure financial stability and fiscal consolidation and
to take steps to stimulate growth, competitiveness and employment, but also to create a favourable business
environment. An efficient and productive state can be a driver of economic growth, with a particularly important
role being the creation of an enabling environment for small businesses and young start-ups (Chen et al., 2021,
Novakovic et al., 2022, Dvorsky and Belas, 2023, Metzker et al., 2023, Sitnicki et al., 2024, Smetanova, 2024).
Governments thereby demonstrate their maturity and interest in achieving high creditworthiness of their
citizens (Body et al., 2024). Governments encouraging active participation in entrepreneurial activities have
developed a number of assistance programmes to support new business start-ups, and the increase in new
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businesses is naturally reflected in the growth and development of the economy (Carvalho et al., 2021, Yusoff
et al., 2021, Chung et al., 2024).

In their analyses, Lehene and Nistor (2025) stress the importance of government incentives and support for
entrepreneurs. Their research reveals that regulation of the economy is significantly and positively correlated
with appropriate business conditions. This was particularly evident for productivity (r = 0.548), innovation (r =
0.667), and competition (r = 0.760). Government subsidies also significantly increase firm resilience and improve
the short-term survival ability of companies (Audretsch et al., 2020; Zhao et al., 2024).

According to Najib et al. (2021), Vol.and et al. (2022), and Starchenko et al. (2024), government incentives can
increase positive perceptions of business support. The nature of incentives and support mechanisms can take
different forms, with administrative-legislative and financial measures being the most common. Administrative-
legislative measures usually focus on simplifying processes and reducing bureaucracy. Financial measures (e.g.
subsidies, grants or tax breaks) strengthen entrepreneurial activity and encourage new entrepreneurs to enter
the market.

Countries tailor policies to support the entrepreneurial sector based on endogenous and exogenous
circumstances, conditions and priorities, demonstrating the diversity of approaches to promoting
entrepreneurship. Direct state support is prevalent in the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Slovenia, and Austria.
Conversely, indirect government support through tax incentives is prevalent in the Netherlands, Ireland and
France (Olsanova et al., 2021, Sitnicki et al., 2024).

The effectiveness of government policies to support entrepreneurship has been discussed by Luma and Ademi
(2023). They conclude that the effectiveness of business support policies is related to the level of corruption in
a country. In an environment with lower levels of corruption, government incentives and support measures are
able to counter dificulties more effectively, thus contributing to the development of entrepreneurship. The
positive impact of government support for entrepreneurship is therefore stronger in countries with low level of
corruption.

In his study, Moore (2021) points out that political structures can influence investment uncertainties arising from
political Vol.atility, imposing (or not imposing) liability constraints to minimise sudden or excessive rent-seeking
behaviour from government structures. These factors are often intertwined with issues of gender inequality in
the business environment. In this regard, the finding that women tend to apply for government funding
significantly less than men is noted (Crawford et al., 2024).

Carvalho et al. (2021), on the other hand, identify a number of factors that can inhibit the development of
entrepreneurship and hinder its effective functioning. They highlight that inefficient government bureaucracy,
inappropriate regulation and tax burdens, as well as political instability, are the main barriers to the dynamism
of economic growth and development. These factors have a negative impact not only on the entrepreneurial
ambitions of established entrepreneurs in the market environment, but also on the ambitions of young people,
which can lead to significant disruptions in the economy.

Young entrepreneurs play a vital role in the dynamism of the national economy, contributing to innovation, job
creation and increased competitiveness. The study by Riaz et al. (2022) shows that start-ups are essential to the
economy, and their success is closely related to the quality of the entrepreneurial ecosystem and the level of
institutional transparency. The state has a key role to play in this area, not only through legislation but also
through the implementation of practical and transparent policies.
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The success of budding entrepreneurs is determined by multifactorial access to different forms of capital,
including economic, human and social capital. A frequent characteristic of these entrepreneurs is their lack of
knowledge of the market and business processes. Start-up entrepreneurs usually exhibit high commitment and
failure rates because they are exposed to a number of challenges such as high risk of failure and lack of skills
related to achieving a stable market position (Trautwein, 2021, Onesti et al., 2022, Fichter et al., 2023, van
Niekerk et al., 2024, Doga-Mirzac et al., 2024).

Government intervention can effectively mitigate the structural barriers that constrain the development of
these new entrants, thereby strengthening market dynamics and preventing failures. Targeted government
policies aimed at overcoming the challenges faced by the entrepreneurial sector, especially at key stages of its
growth, contribute to the creation of a robust entrepreneurial ecosystem. Within this ecosystem, entrepreneurs
have access to important resources such as investment, expert advice, technology, and market information (Choi
etal., 2021).

The flourishing of the young entrepreneur ecosystem is also occurring in the context of the challenges posed by
the COVID-19 pandemic. Whereas at the time of COVID-19 most support measures were focused on supporting
existing companies (Block et al., 2022), current support policies focus on stimulating entrepreneurship among
young companies. Obvious measures include reducing regulations affecting the entry of new companies and
entrepreneurs, government bank guarantees for young companies and start-ups, special start-up subsidies,
reduction of social security contributions for start-up workers, and reduction of corporate income taxes. Aid is
generally targeted at business models whose proposed idea has great economic and innovative value. Although
there is a risk that existing companies may try to benefit from these policies by restructuring and monitoring the
beneficiaries of these benefits, they are important for policy evaluation (Cullen and De Angelis, 2021, Karimov
and Konings, 2021, Vasilopoulos and Tsitsakis, 2023).

Fostering an efficient and dynamic entrepreneurial environment is a necessary condition for achieving economic
growth (Krupets et al., 2021, Soana et al., 2024). Countries striving for sustainable economic growth (Khan et al.,
2023; Krisciukaitiene and Bathaei, 2024; Ali et al., 2025) create a comprehensive system of support for
entrepreneurship. A vulnerable group of entrepreneurs, represented by young entrepreneurs, has the
opportunity to benefit from a diverse range of instruments, measures and programmes related to the promotion
and establishment of entrepreneurship. The system includes assistance whose purpose is financial and non-
financial support (Rachmawati et al., 2021, Ivasciuc and Ispas, 2023, OECD, 2023, Janakova et al., 2024).

Access to the required capital is the most difficult challenge for start-up entrepreneurs and businesses
(Alshebami, 2022). To overcome this barrier, public policy makers provide financial resources through
microfinance networks, namely direct capital payments. In terms of financial support, the most commonly
applied support from the government is in the form of tax breaks, loans for young entrepreneurs, and grants for
start-ups and subsidies (Cowling and Dvoulety, 2024)

Policies, programmes and rules for financial support for entrepreneurship are unique to a particular country.
The behaviour of actors in a given environment is also unique, which is in line with the conditions and
opportunities for institutional support for private sector development. Economically developed countries with
strong support mechanisms for entrepreneurs tend to offer more options and instruments for financing
entrepreneurship, such as the Netherlands, France, Denmark, and Belgium. Support for start-up entrepreneurs
is also strong in the Baltic countries such as Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania (World Bank Group, 2021). Countries
with lower levels of economic development, such as Bulgaria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Moldova, offer
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limited opportunities and face a higher risk of not having the necessary financial resources and insufficient
support infrastructure (World Bank Group, 2021).

Recently, there has been a significant increase in annual government spending on start-up incentive
programmes in several EU countries. The European Union has shifted its strategic orientation, moving from
traditional labour market policies to an integrated approach focused on promoting entrepreneurship (Glavan et
al.,, 2024). The programmes mainly provide guarantees for start-ups and facilitative financing mechanisms
(European Commission, 2025, EU Startups, 2025), which are also intended to be less burdensome in terms of
bureaucracy.

According to a study by Torres and Godinho (2022), there is a parallel between the quality and quantity of
entrepreneurship and the quality and quantity of a country’s bureaucratic mechanism. Public policy and its
mechanisms stimulate entrepreneurial activity and economic growth. Favourable market conditions reducing
financial barriers and simplifying administrative processes (Fuentelsaz et al., 2021) play a key role in the growth
and development of entrepreneurial activities. Complex and enormous bureaucratic barriers lead to disruption
of the dynamism of the business environment and its innovation. Governments are faced with the creation of
effective institutional conditions to foster high-growth innovation, which will contribute to achieving a positive
economic impact.

Recent studies suggest that the implementation of entrepreneurship programmes can increase the level of
sophistication and support for entrepreneurs, which in turn promotes innovation processes (Cho et al., 2022;
Wurth et al., 2022). Improving institutional conditions is essential to reduce not only financial barriers, but also
to eliminate institutional blind spots, as suggested by Webb et al. (2020). Formal institutional conditions leading
to a reduction in the level of bureaucracy can act as a catalyst for young entrepreneurs (Chung et al., 2024;
Audretsch et al., 2022; Dvorsky et al., 2023).

Greater flexibility, a pro-client approach and the openness of the state are essential for the entry of new
companies. Creating an enabling business environment that positively impacts economic growth and business
opportunities should be a government priority (Gomez et al., 2023). A justified reduction of bureaucratic barriers
is therefore a key step towards fostering entrepreneurial dynamism and innovation at the national level.

2. Aim, Methodology, and Data

The main objective of the article is to find out the significance of university students’ attitudes towards the
entrepreneurial activities in Slovakia (SK), the Czech Republic (CZ), and Poland (PL), depending on their
perception of state support for entrepreneurship. First, the relationships between the dependent variable,
which is students’ attitudes towards entrepreneurship, and the independent variables: perception and
evaluation of the effectiveness of state support, the quality of conditions for starting a business, financial
support from the state, and the adequacy of the administrative burden, are identified.

The empirical research was oriented towards identifying the attitudes of university students towards the issue
of state support in SK, CZ, and PL. The research was conducted from March to June 2024. For each country, a
language version of the questionnaire was prepared. Data collection was carried out using Google Forms in
cooperation with universities in these countries. The target group was university students. The questions aimed
at identifying attitudes related to the issue of state support for entrepreneurship were defined in a 5-point
response scale: “strongly agree”, “agree”, “do not take a position”, “disagree”, “strongly disagree”. This research
takes into account the attitudes of university students who are already engaged in entrepreneurship. The total
number of respondents was 351 (SK: 115, CZ: 173, PL: 63). The survey was conducted at 16 Slovakian, 11 Czech,

and 15 Polish universities.

TRANSFORMATIONS IN BUSINESS & ECONOMICS, Vol. 24, No 3A (66A), 2025



M. Jakubcinova, K. Krajco, 781 E-ISSN 2538-872X
A. Hotkova, A.Androniceanu

Social and Human-Centered Dimensions of Sustainable Development

In this study, the attitudes of university students towards these statements were investigated:
Dependent variables:

Y -1 am currently engaged in entrepreneurial activities.

Independent variables:

X1 - The government supports entrepreneurship through its instruments.

X2 - The state creates good conditions for starting a business.

X3 - The state supports entrepreneurship financially.

X4 - The administrative burden on entrepreneurs in my country is reasonable.
Several hypotheses were formulated in the study:

H1. Factor X1 has an impact on current entrepreneurial activities.

H2. Factor X2 has an impact on current entrepreneurial activities.

H3. Factor X3 has an impact on current entrepreneurial activities.

H4. Factor X4 has an impact on current entrepreneurial activities.

Correlation analysis was employed to test and evaluate the formulated hypotheses. Regression analysis method
was applied to test the hypotheses at the significance level a = 5%. Linear regression modeling (LRM) was used
to linearly scale the responses in the quantitative research (Likert scale with values 1-5). Positive responses to
the independent variables (X1-X4) should lead to positive perceptions of the dependent variable (Y). Verification
of the dependence of the independent and dependent variables is to be applied in the three selected countries.

The chosen methodological approach allows to thoroughly investigate the diverse factors influencing the
attitudes of university students towards the issue of state support for entrepreneurship. The results of this study
contribute to a better understanding of students’ attitudes towards the issue under study in the context of
entrepreneurship in different countries.

3. Results

The following tables present the results of descriptive statistics and the results of statistical calculations of the
dependence of selected areas of state entrepreneurial support and the current entrepreneurial activity of
university students in Slovakia (SK), the Czech Republic (CZ), and Poland (PL). Table 1 presents the results of
descriptive statistic in Slovakia, the Czech Republic, and Poland.
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics: SK, CZ, and PL

SK X1 X2 X3 X4 Y

Mean 3.465277 3.67014 3.39236 3.44965 3.75521
Standard Error 0.04268 0.03975 0.04065 0.04486 0.04983
Standard Deviation 1.02432 0.95401 0.97564 1.07666 1.196
Kurtosis -1.0549 -0.3459 -0.7557 -1.0327 -0.26
Skewness -0.2957 -0.6019 -0.3214 -0.2468 -0.8656
cz X1 X2 X3 X4 Y

Mean 3.05229 3.06209 3.13072 3.1732 3.33987
Standard Error 0.0406 0.04058 0.03784 0.04213 0.04985
Standard Deviation 1.00435 1.00379 0.93622 1.04219 1.23327
Kurtosis -1.1588 -0.9285 -0.8131 -1.0163 -0.9401
Skewness 0.0409 0.04087 -0.1548 0.0493 -0.3323
PL X1 X2 X3 X4 Y

Mean 3.23866 3.42857 3.17143 3.54454 4.13613
Standard Error 0.03829 0.0416 0.03845 0.0366 0.04412
Standard Deviation 0.93394 1.0148 0.9379 0.89289 1.0762
Kurtosis -0.8143 -0.8107 -0.921 -0.375 0.72497
Skewness -0.1556 -0.2753 -0.0404 -0.2698 -1.2244

Source: own calculations.

The data in Table 1 confirmed that the highest level of agreement among the four statements examined in SK
was for statement X3 that the government financially supports entrepreneurship. Among all the values, the most
compact responses were for statements X2 and X3. The values of skewness took values within the specified
range (-2-2), which means that all the variables under study are considered relevant and suitable for further
research. The assumption of normal distribution is satisfied.

In CZ, the highest level of agreement among the examined statements is for the statement X1 that the state
supports entrepreneurship through its instruments. Based on the standard deviation values, the responses to
the variables under study can be evaluated as coherent. Among all, the most coherent responses were recorded
for the variable X3 that the state financially supports entrepreneurship. The skewness of values confirms that
the assumption of normal distribution is satisfied.
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In the sample of PL respondents, the highest level of agreement is detected for the variable X3 that the state
financially supports entrepreneurship. The standard deviation values indicate that the responses are compact.
The most coherent responses were recorded for variable X4 that the administrative burden on entrepreneurs in
my country is adequate. The skewness took values in the interval from -2 to 2, so the assumption of normal
distribution is satisfied.

The data in Table 2 confirmed that none of the independent variables examined is statistically significant. No
dependence was found between the independent variables and the dependent variable. Based on the
correlation matrix, it was evaluated that there is a light direct dependence between the independent variables.
In addition, the model shows a very low level of variability (0.0012). The result of ANOVA test confirms the
previous findings that the model is not statistically significant.

The last part of the table is the regression analysis which reveals the individual significance of the independent
variables to the dependent variable. Based on p-values, it was evaluated that none of the variables under study
has a statistically significant relationship with the dependent variable.

Table 2. Regression and Correlation Analysis: SK

Correlation X1 X2 X3 X4 Y
X1 1
X2 0.5631 1
X3 0.5096 0.512991 1
X4 0.190012 0.195449 0.129766 1
Y -0.05 -0.002 -0.034 0.0573 1
Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0.0904
R Square 0.0082
Adjusted R Square 0.0012
Standard Error 1.1953
Observations 576
ANOVA
df SS MS F Significance F
Regression 4 6.7254 1.6814 1.1769 0.3199
Residual 571 815.76 1.4286
Total 575 822.48
Regression Coefficients Standard Error |t Stat P-value
Intercept 3.71982 0.25116 14.8103 3.1E-42
X1 -0.0832 0.06223 -1.3362 0.18201
X2 0.0475 0.06703 0.70867 0.47882
X3 -0.0314 0.06263 -0.5011 0.61648
X4 0.07411 0.04744 1.56218 0.1188

Source: own calculations.
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The given regression model is constructed from the following variables:
y=3.7198 -0.0832 X1 + 0,0475 X2 —0,0314 X3 + 0,0741 X4

Table 3. Regression and Correlation Analysis: CZ

Correlation X1 X2 X3 X4 Y
X1 1
X2 0.45296 1
X3 0.43657 0.34489 1
X4 0.25558 0.25566 0.11095 1
Y -0.1016 -0.0792 -0.1052 -0.1083 1
Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0.149242
R Square 0.022273
Adjusted R Square 0.01583
Standard Error 1.223472
Observations 612
ANOVA
df SS MS F Significance F
Regression 4 20.69861 5.174653 3.45695 0.008334
Residual 607 908.6086 1.496884
Total 611 929.3072
Regression Coefficients Standard Error | t Stat P-value
Intercept 4.169803 0.232291 17.95075 4.09E-58
X1 -0.05136 0.059466 -0.86365 0.38812
X2 -0.01613 0.057048 -0.28277 0.777453
X3 -0.09592 0.059808 -1.60385 0.109268
X4 -0.10194 0.049809 -2.04658 0.041129

Source: own calculations.

The results presented in Table 3 confirm a mean positive correlation between the independent variables X1 and
X2, X1 and X3, and X2 and X3. There is a light correlation between the other pairwise coefficients. The
independent variables X1-X3 are not statistically significant. The independent variable X4 is statistically
significant and also has a significant relationship with the dependent variable Y. The value of the adjusted
coefficient of determination is at 0.01583, so the model shows a low level of variability. Based on the ANOVA
test, the model was found to be statistically significant.

The last test implemented is regression analysis. Based on the values of the test, it was evaluated that among
all the independent variables, the variable X4 has the greatest influence. The relationship is characterised by
negative influence.

The given regression model is constructed from the following variables:

y=4.1698 - 0.0514 X1 - 0,0161 X2 — 0.0959 X3 - 0.1019 X4
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Table 4. Regression and Correlation Analysis: PL

Correlation X1 X2 X3 X4 Y
X1 1
X2 0.53847 1
X3 0.433699 0.458622 1
X4 0.340525 0.392293 0.262257 1
Y 0.111667 0.157672 0.075245 0.18727 1
Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0.209056
R Square 0.043704
Adjusted R Square 0.037221
Standard Error 1.05598
Observations 595
ANOVA
df SS MS F Significance F
Regression 4 30.06736 7.51684 6.740989 2.62E-05
Residual 590 657.9058 1.115094
Total 594 687.9731
Regression Coefficients Standard Error |t Stat P-value
Intercept 3.146835 0.216961 14.50412 5.43E-41
X1 0.0171 0.057477 0.297505 0.766186
X2 0.104778 0.0546 1.919013 0.055465
X3 -0.01741 0.053785 -0.32361 0.746349
X4 0.177705 0.053606 3.315026 0.000973

Source: own calculations.

The independent variables X1-X3 were assessed as statistically insignificant at the 0.05 level of significance.
However, the pairwise coefficients are statistically significant at 0.05 level of significance. Based on the
correlation matrix values, it was evaluated that there is a moderate positive relationship between the
independent variables X1 and X2 and X1 and X3. A similar evaluation holds for the pairwise coefficients of X2
and X3, where a light to moderate strong positive relationship was detected. The overall variability of the model
is at 3.7221%. Based on the ANOVA test, the model was shown to be statistically significant.

Based on the regression analysis, the relationships between the independent variables and the dependent
variable Y were detected. The independent variables X1-X3 have no statistically significant relationship with the
dependent variable. The independent variable X4 has a significant positive effect on the dependent variable Y.

Table 5. Summary of Regression Analyses for Y

Country Regression models for Y.

SK Y =3.7198 —0.0832 X1 + 0.0475 X2 — 0.0314 X3 + 0.0741 X4
cz Y =4.1698 —0.0514 X1 —0.0161 X2 — 0.0959 X3 —0.1019 X4
PL Y =3.1468 + 0.0171 X1 + 0.1048 X2 — 0.0174 X3 + 0.1777 X4

Source: own calculations.

The assumptions for the use of linear regression were met. Based on the use of Likert scale, autocorrelation was
not confirmed, which means that the respondents’ answers are independent. It was also found that
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multicollinearity is not present in the models, which points to the independent variables not having influence
over each other.

Table 5 presents the linear functions of the examined models in the three selected countries (SK, CZ, and PL).
Based on the above linear functions, it was evaluated that in the Czech Republic and Poland the administrative
burden of entrepreneurs has the greatest impact on current entrepreneurial activities.

On the basis that the significances of the individual models were not evaluated as statistically significant, the
present article does not provide an interpretation of the impact of the individual independent variables.

Table 6. Hypothesis Evaluation

H1 H2 H3 H4
SK R R R R
Ccz R R R C
PL R R R C

Note: C: confirmed, R: rejected.
Source: own calculations.

Based on the data presented in Table 6, it was evaluated that the factors X1 (the state supports entrepreneurship
through its instruments), X2 (the state creates quality conditions for starting a business), and X3 (the state
supports entrepreneurship financially) are not statistically significant in any of the countries under study.
Government support does not have the impact on business that would be expected. The validity of H1, H2, and
H3 was rejected in all countries. The independent variable X4 (administrative burden in my country is adequate)
is statistically significant in only two of the three countries. On this basis, hypothesis H4 is evaluated as confirmed.
However, the demonstrated effect of administrative burden (X4) on students’ entrepreneurial activities shows
weak dependence. This may imply that although administrative burden affects entrepreneurial activities, its
effect is not strong enough to create a significant difference.

4. Discussion

The young generation, as a potential engine of future economic growth, requires attention and a proactive
approach on the part of state institutions to support young entrepreneurs. Based on the results of descriptive
statistics and regression analysis, it is concluded that students’ attitudes in all three countries do not show
statistically significant influence of state support instruments such as entrepreneurship support, quality of
conditions, and financial support. Some of the independent variables show weak, but positive correlation,
indicating that they are potentially related. The hypotheses for all countries under study are therefore rejected.

As in other theoretical analyses (Biru et al., 2020, Carvalho et al., 2021, Prasannath et al., 2024, Schou, 2024),
our work shows that the existing state support mechanisms in the field of entrepreneurship in SK, CZ and PL are
not effective enough for young entrepreneurs to feel real support in their entrepreneurial activities. The results
reflect the fact that students feel insufficient support in their entrepreneurial activities. The present study
confirmed that the importance of young entrepreneurs as a potential engine of future economic growth requires
not only attention but also a proactive approach from government institutions. A more thorough analysis of the
effectiveness of government policies reveals the challenges that include the improvement of the support system
and the implementation of more ambitious strategies to promote entrepreneurship that should be addressed
by governments. Gaps in the perception of government support among students may lead to a reduction in
entrepreneurial activity among the younger generation, which is an undesirable trend.
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Despite the conclusions reported by Chen et al. (2021), Novakovich et al. (2022), and Sitnicki et al. (2024), our
empirical findings suggest that states are failing to meet the needs of entrepreneurs. The key role of
governments in the creation of a conducive business environment is currently not being fulfilled. Since the
hypotheses on the impact of state support, such as instruments to promote entrepreneurship (X1), quality of
conditions for entrepreneurship (X2), and financial support (X3), were rejected in all countries examined in the
present study, it is concluded that government policies do not create the right conditions for young
entrepreneurs and the failure of the government.

The results regarding financial support for entrepreneurship suggest that the financial instruments provided are
inappropriately designed or perceived as inaccessible, which can be identified as a problem. A response to this
result may be to review and optimise the financing of entrepreneurial projects.

There is a consensus on the theoretical concepts relating to administrative burdens. The assumption that
administrative burdens (X4) have a negative impact on entrepreneurial activities (Lehene and Nistor, 2025;
Carvalho et al., 2021) is confirmed by our research. This burden has been shown to be statistically significant in
the Czech Republic and Poland, and to constitute a barrier to entrepreneurial initiative. This fact, also confirmed
theoretically, points to the need to reform administrative processes in order to reduce bureaucratic obstacles,
which turn out to be a significant factor discouraging young entrepreneurs from developing their activities.
Excessive bureaucracy is a significant obstacle that can discourage potential entrepreneurs and slow down the
overall growth of the business sector. This result is regarded as a warning signal. Students interested in
entrepreneurship face a disproportionate administrative burden. If the state wants to guarantee more attractive
entrepreneurship, it is important to minimise administrative obstacles.

Legislative and administrative measures must be designed to respond to the current needs of young
entrepreneurs and take into account their requirements. The results of this study suggest an urgent need to
rethink and optimise current government policies to support entrepreneurship in order to guarantee their
relevance and effectiveness. The implementation of effective policies and process simplification measures (Najib
et al., 2021; Vol.anda et al, 2022) often leads to an increase in entrepreneurial activity. Minimising
administrative burdens can contribute significantly to the growth and competitiveness of not only young
entrepreneurs but also the whole economy.

In line with the theory on the dynamics of the entrepreneurial environment (Trautwein, 2021; Onesti et al.,
2022), it can be concluded that the young generation deserves better conditions to develop their
entrepreneurial ambitions.

Conclusions

The main objective of the article was to find out the significance of university students’ attitudes towards the
entrepreneurial activities in Slovakia (SK), the Czech Republic (CZ), and Poland (PL), depending on their
perception of state support for entrepreneurship. The key was to discover students’ attitudes towards four
important aspects, namely whether the state supports entrepreneurship through its instruments, creates quality
conditions for starting a business, supports entrepreneurship financially, and whether the administrative burden
on entrepreneurs is adequate.

The results of the research do not bear signs of a positive perception of the state environment to support
entrepreneurial activities. The obtained results indicate that the state support mechanisms do not currently
achieve the required efficiency and effectiveness, which is reflected in the interest of young university-educated
people to enter the entrepreneurial environment. This situation does not act in a sufficiently favourable manner
for the development of youth entrepreneurial activities, which is an inappropriate condition. The analysis of
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students’ attitudes revealed that state instruments of entrepreneurship support, including the quality of
business conditions and financial assistance, do not have a statistically significant impact on youth
entrepreneurial activities. The result suggests that the current policies and instruments to support
entrepreneurs are not effective enough and do not meet the expectations of young entrepreneurs. This also
leads to the need to reflect on the revision and the improvement of the existing policy measures to support
youth entrepreneurship. It can also be assumed that the weight of the importance of factors is crucial for the
entrepreneurial ecosystem.

The research also shows that the entrepreneurial system is sensitive to the burden on entrepreneurs in terms
of administrative duties and tasks. The support mechanisms of the state do not currently achieve the required
efficiency. The analysis of students’ attitudes indicated that state instruments of entrepreneurship support,
including the quality of business conditions and financial support, do not have a statistically significant impact
on youth entrepreneurial activities. This result suggests that current policies and instruments to support
entrepreneurs are not effective enough and do not meet the expectations of young entrepreneurs.

Based on the findings, government institutions should adopt and apply a proactive approach taking into account
the current needs of young entrepreneurs. It is necessary to review and optimise government policies and to
introduce more ambitious and effective strategic measures. Improving business conditions, adequate financial
and legislative instruments, and reducing the administrative burden are key to the increase of the
entrepreneurial activity of the young generation and the support of their entrepreneurial ambitions.

It should be emphasised that the necessary state support for the entrepreneurial ambitions of the younger
generation and the motivation leading to entrepreneurship are important for the growth of the economy. The
new generation of young entrepreneurs requires incentives that do not discourage them from taking
entrepreneurial initiative. State policy mechanisms to promote entrepreneurship should reflect the current
challenges. Simultaneously, they should lead to the prevention of future problems that could hinder the
development of entrepreneurship and economic growth.

However, these conclusions may not be fully generalisable to other geographic areas, as the research was
regionally confined (SK, CZ, and PL). A broader qualitative-quantitative nature of the research is what is planned
to approach in further research activities. In future research, we intend to explore broader demographic aspects,
including age groups and gender perspectives of respondents, to provide a more comprehensive analysis of
students’ attitudes and their relationship to entrepreneurial activity. This approach should contribute to a better
understanding of issues in the state’s entrepreneurial ecosystem.
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daugiau démesio verslo paramai. Administracinés nastos maZzinimas gali reikSmingai prisidéti ne tik
prie jaunyjy verslininky, bet ir visos ekonomikos augimo ir konkurencingumo didinimo.
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finansiné parama.
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