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Abstract
Recognizing the commercial potential of university-based inventions and discoveries, leg-
islators and administrators have called upon academic scientists to become academic entre-
preneurs. Yet, few academic scientists appear enthusiastic about taking on entrepreneurial 
activities. The intrinsic reasons underlying the lack of enthusiasm are poorly understood. 
We extend the research by applying self-discrepancy theory to explore the role of future-
oriented self and other guides on enthusiasm for academic entrepreneurship. Integrating 
self-discrepancy theory with social identity theory, we also examine the moderating effects 
of scientist identification and academic entrepreneur social identification. We test our 
model on a sample of National Science Foundation (NSF) funded academic scientists who 
participated in the Innovation Corps (I-Corps) entrepreneurship training program. We find 
academic scientists’ self-guides influence their enthusiasm for academic entrepreneurship, 
while interestingly, their other-guides do not. Additionally, we find that higher identifica-
tion with a scientist identity enhances the positive effect of the self-guide on entrepreneur-
ial enthusiasm while higher identification with an academic entrepreneur identity attenu-
ates the positive effect. Our paper contributes to the academic entrepreneurship literature 
by developing and testing a framework that integrates self-discrepancy theory with social 
identity theory for a nuanced understanding of academic scientists’ thought processes 
regarding engagement in entrepreneurial activities. Our study has implications for research 
policy by suggesting a way that universities can identify candidates for academic entrepre-
neurship activities.
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1  Introduction

Enthusiasm is the mother of effort, and without it nothing great was ever achieved. ~ Ralph 
Waldo Emerson

To commercialize university-based inventions and discoveries, legislators and admin-
istrators have called on academic scientists to expand their conventional research, grant 
writing, and teaching foci, to add entrepreneurial activities (Perkmann et al., 2013, 2021). 
Yet, few academic scientists seem enthusiastic to become entrepreneurs. As Ralph Waldo 
Emerson suggests, enthusiasm is a powerful motivator that amplifies an individual’s efforts 
toward an activity (Glassman & McAfee, 1990). Academic entrepreneurship research has 
yet to address the function of entrepreneurial enthusiasm in predicting future entrepreneur-
ial behavior. We define entrepreneurial enthusiasm as the positive affect felt when con-
sidering entrepreneurial tasks—i.e., a strong feeling of pleasure and interest in becoming 
involved in entrepreneurial activities. It is an “emotional manifestation of passion” (Jiang 
et al., 2022) and mounting evidence suggest that positive affective states, similar to enthusi-
asm, are crucial for academic entrepreneurial behavior, such as filing patents, and creating 
spinoffs (Huyghe et al., 2016; Obschonka et al., 2019). Enthusiasm is noted to be specifi-
cally important in contexts that call for creativity (Williamson et al., 2019), perseverance 
(Cardon & Kirk, 2015; Drnovsek et al., 2016), goal realization (Laguna et al., 2016) and 
attracting funders (Jiang et al., 2022), and other efforts required to transfer technology.

Yet, entrepreneurial enthusiasm has been an overlooked link between academic entre-
preneurs’ impassioned feelings to act entrepreneurially and their self-identity and beliefs 
about entrepreneurship. According to research, academic scientists who engage in aca-
demic entrepreneurship (henceforth AE), such as patenting, licensing, start-up creation 
and other commercialization activities (Grimaldi et al., 2011; Perkmann et al., 2013), must 
identify as both scientists and entrepreneurs (Huyghe et al., 2016; Jain et al., 2009; Meek & 
Wood, 2016). Positive affective states like enthusiasm are intricately tied to the identity of 
entrepreneurs and entrepreneurial tasks necessary for AE (Cardon & Kirk, 2015; Drnovsek 
et al., 2016; Obschonka et al., 2012). While existing research has improved our understand-
ing of academic entrepreneurs and their identities (Guo et  al., 2019a, 2019b; Zou et  al., 
2019a), the literature remains deficient in several ways.

First, few studies have explored the relationship between enthusiasm, identity, and 
entrepreneurial activities (Adam & Fayolle, 2015; Kautonen et  al., 2013; Van Gelderen 
et al., 2015; Zhao & Liu, 2022). Among those that have explored this relationship to our 
knowledge, none have assessed how different and seldom investigated forms of identity 
correspond enthusiasm. For example, identity research in AE has mostly elucidated one 
form of identity called the current identity, defined as currently held self-beliefs about how 
individuals see themselves (i.e., an identity tied to the present), yet there are two additional 
types of future-oriented identity beliefs—an ideal identity and an “ought” or other iden-
tity—that are expected to guide future behavior (Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Higgins, 1987; 
Huber et al., 2018). These future-oriented identities may be linked to entrepreneurial tasks 
and other positive affective states (Farmer et  al., 2011). Second, past entrepreneurship 
research that has explored enthusiasm has stressed its consequences, ignoring meaningful 
antecedents. This omission impedes understanding of how enthusiasm for academic entre-
preneurial behavior can be developed.

In this paper, we explore identity’s association with enthusiasm through the lens of self-
discrepancy theory (Higgins, 1987). This theory involves the self-guide, which addresses 
the question, “Who do I want to be?” while the other-guide focuses on the question, 
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“Who should I be based on my internalized sense of obligation?” The self-guide is aspi-
rational and has been conceptualized as a desired identity while the other-guide is obliga-
tional because it focuses on internalization of others’ expectations. These identities focus 
on future possible identities and thus are expected to guide and predict future behavior 
(Karniol & Ross, 1996; Martinez et al., 2021) and associate with positive affective states. 
However, unlike other identity theories which focus on current identity beliefs (e.g., role 
identity theory, social identity theory), self-discrepancy theory states that two discrepan-
cies—one between one’s self-concept and self-guide and the other between one’s self-
concept and other-guide—induce negative emotions. To reduce the negative emotions 
associated with large self-discrepancies, individuals require enthusiasm to align their self-
concept with future desires and expectations. Therefore, when either self- or other-guides 
create large self-discrepancies with the self-concept, it will likely impact an academic sci-
entist’s enthusiasm to engage in AE.

Our paper addresses two fundamental questions. First, how might discrepancies 
between current and future-identity beliefs (i.e., who I am today versus who I want to be 
in the future) affect scientists’ enthusiasm for AE? Second, how might current identifi-
cation with an academic entrepreneur or a scientist identity moderate the effects of such 
discrepancies on enthusiasm for AE? To answer the first research question, we use two 
future-oriented identity beliefs—the self-guide and the other guide. To address the second 
question, we combine social identity theory and self-discrepancy theory to hypothesize 
the moderating effects of identification with scientific and academic entrepreneur identi-
ties on the link between identity discrepancies and entrepreneurial enthusiasm. We predict 
that social group identification interacts with the self-discrepancy between current identity 
and self-guide to alter entrepreneurial enthusiasm, as posited by social identity theory. We 
test a model that predicts AE enthusiasm using a sample of U.S. National Science Founda-
tion (NSF) Innovation Corps (I-Corps™) funded academic scientists who participated in 
the NSF I-Corps program. This seven-week program trains and equips scientists to expand 
their research beyond the academic laboratory and progress towards commercialization of 
research to enhance the economic and societal impact of NSF funded projects.

Our work contributes to the academic entrepreneurship literature in three ways. First, 
this study investigates key intrinsic factors that affect a faculty member’s entrepreneurial 
enthusiasm. Entrepreneurial enthusiasm is an important but under-researched construct 
that merits more exploration, as it both initiates and sustains action despite setbacks. This 
aspect is particularly relevant in universities, where faculty members can choose whether to 
engage in entrepreneurial activity (Siegel & Wright, 2015). Second, we examine how two 
future-oriented identity beliefs—ideal and ought selves—provide self- and other-guides, 
respectively, that influence enthusiasm for AE. Finally, we also integrate social identity and 
self-discrepancy theory to show the interaction effect of current social group identification 
and self-discrepancy on entrepreneurial enthusiasm. Thus, we advance the AE literature by 
analyzing the interaction of self-discrepancy and social identity theories that propel aca-
demic entrepreneurship.
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2 � Academic entrepreneurship, enthusiasm, and self‑discrepancy 
theory

While AE is important to university, society, and students (Abreu & Grinevich, 2013), 
few universities achieve the degree of AE engagement that they desire from their 
scientists. Extrinsic  factors  such  as  time,  money,  and  other  rewards  have  been  pro-
posed as factors of this lack of engagement (Ramos-Vielba et al., 2016; Tartari & Bre-
schi, 2012; Tartari et al., 2012). However, such research has only explained a small por-
tion of the variance in academic scientists’ AE propensity. Intrinsic factors also predict 
entrepreneurial behavior (Baron, 2008; Cardon et al., 2009). Such factors are especially 
germane to the AE context because academic scientists have significant discretion over 
whether to engage in AE. Thus, to understand why some engage more enthusiastically 
than others, we must consider intrinsic factors (Balven et al., 2018; Hmieleski & Powell, 
2018; Meek & Wood, 2016; Neves & Brito, 2020).

We contend that entrepreneurial enthusiasm is key to understanding AE engagement 
as enthusiasm leads to greater engagement (Salanova et al., 2011). A scientist’s entre-
preneurial enthusiasm is important because it inspires goal pursuit, zest for the work, 
and motivates engagement with perseverance (Beck et  al., 2017). At the neurological 
level, enthusiasm increases autonomous nervous-system activity, heightening engage-
ment and involvement with the target of that enthusiasm (Burke et al., 1989). Since AE 
is often an arduous journey beset with obstacles, a lack of enthusiasm may lead to the 
abandonment of even the strongest entrepreneurial intentions (Adam & Fayolle, 2015; 
Van Gelderen et al., 2015). In sum, enthusiasm is necessary to overcome challenges that 
might derail intention (Busenitz & Barney, 1997).

Applications of identity theory have provided some of the most promising advance-
ments in addressing why some academic scientists engage in AE activities and others do 
not. Previous research has proposed that AE requires adopting and managing dual iden-
tities of scientist and entrepreneur (Jain et al., 2009; Meek & Wood, 2016) and suggests 
that conflicting identities might affect AE performance (Guo et al., 2019a, 2019b; Zou 
et al., 2019a, 2019b). While such research has provided important insights, more study 
is required to understand how identity and identification corresponds with entrepreneur-
ial enthusiasm. Future-oriented identity beliefs (e.g., desired [ideal] or expected [ought] 
identities) may influence academic entrepreneurship enthusiasm, and current social 
identification with AE or scientist groups may influence future-oriented identities.

Analyzing future-oriented identity beliefs enhances the understanding of why some 
academic scientists are enthusiastic about AE and others are not. Higgins (1987) self-
discrepancy theory is helpful in this regard. Applying this theory to the AE context, the 
scientist’s self-concept (also called the actual or current self) is a representation of who 
academic scientists believes themselves to be in the present. The self-guide (also called 
the ideal self), an important guide for future action, is the scientist’s perception of who 
she aspires to be. For example, an individual may think of herself as a scientist today, 
but may aspire to be an academic entrepreneur later in her career. The other-guide (also 
called the ought self) represents the scientist’s internalized beliefs about what kind of 
person she feels obligated to be based on expectations from others she respects and 
desires to please. For example, a scientist who wants to please her department chair 
might identify today primarily as a scientist. However, if her department chair encour-
ages academic entrepreneurship, she might feel obligated to adopt an academic entre-
preneur identity to guide her future behavior.
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Self-guide relates to the scientist’s desires, aspirations, and hopes while the other-guide 
is based on others’ expectations, leading to a sense of obligation, duty, and responsibility. 
Discrepancies between the self-guide and the self-concept or the other-guide and the self-
concept result in unpleasant negative emotions that motivate the individual to resolve the 
discrepancy. In contrast, contemplating activities that bring the individual closer to these 
guides evokes positive emotions such as enthusiasm (Barnett et  al., 2017). Thus, wider 
discrepancies can act as a motivational force and would be expected to increase enthusiasm 
for activities that bring the self-concept closer in line with these guides.

3 � Expanding academic entrepreneurship identification theory

We next develop our research model of how two identity discrepancies associated with 
self-discrepancy theory correspond with entrepreneurial enthusiasm and how identification 
with scientist and entrepreneur identities—based on social identity theory—interacts with 
identity discrepancies. Figure 1 outlines our hypothesized research model.

3.1 � Self‑discrepancy theory: self‑ and other‑guides influence enthusiasm

We reason that academic scientists’ entrepreneurial enthusiasm is dependent on the dis-
crepancy between current identity beliefs—the self-concept—and two future-oriented 
identities, the self-guide and the other-guide. Self-discrepancy theory (Higgins, 1987, 
1989) posits that the discrepancy between an individual’s self-concept and self-guide 
causes an individual to experience negative psychological effects unless they find a way 
to change their self-concept through activities related to their self-guide (Flores & Day, 
2006; Huber et al., 2018; Malär et al., 2011). This negative psychological effect is due 
to the inability to attain an ideal self, which leads to disappointment, dissatisfaction, and 
dejection. Similarly, a discrepancy between the self-concept and other-guide implies a 
gap between who individuals are and their internalized beliefs about who significant 
others expect them to be. This discrepancy renders them vulnerable to anxiety, agitation, 

Fig. 1   The research model
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and fear due to anticipated penalties associated with dereliction of one’s duties, obliga-
tions, and responsibilities (Higgins et al., 1986, 1994).

Negative emotions associated with large discrepancies interrupt action and deter 
mobilization of cognitive resources (Fredrickson et al., 2003; Koole & Jostmann, 2004). 
Negative emotions provide feedback on goal attainment, signaling a need to change 
behavior and reprioritize goals (Carver & Scheier, 1996). When individuals anticipate 
negative emotions, they act to prevent their occurrence (Grant & Wrzesniewski, 2010; 
Nifadkar et  al., 2012). By engaging in activities that align the self-concept with their 
future-oriented guides, individuals can resolve discrepancies by bringing their self-con-
cept closer to their desired (or obligated) future.

Based on the self-discrepancy theory, we first posit that a wider self-guide to self-
concept discrepancy—what we call self-guide discrepancy—arouses negative emotions. 
For example, a scientist who wishes to adopt an entrepreneurial identity but is unable to 
will likely experience a range of negative feelings such as fear, guilt, or self-contempt. 
Because these negative emotions are uncomfortable, they lead to goal reprioritization 
and motivate engagement in discrepancy-reduction behavior (Higgins, 1987). When the 
magnitude of the self-concept is lower than the self-guide, the individual experiences a 
positive self-guide discrepancy that encourages them to engage in new behavior associ-
ated with the self-guide. That is, academic scientists experience enthusiasm to engage 
in activities that allow them to align who they are (self-concept) with who they desire to 
be (self-guide). When the self-guide is more aligned with an entrepreneur identity than 
the self-concept, the academic scientist is motivated to act according to the entrepre-
neur self-guide to reduce the gap between current and desired behavior. Reducing this 
gap allows the scientist to experience positive emotions and avoid negative ones. Thus, 
when the positive self-guide discrepancy is high, one is expected to be more enthusias-
tic about engaging in entrepreneurial activities.

Hypothesis 1  A positive self-guide discrepancy is positively associated with entrepreneur-
ial enthusiasm.

Self-discrepancy theory suggests that an academic scientist’s other-guide also influ-
ences entrepreneurial enthusiasm. Individuals seek out and listen to the views of oth-
ers they respect and try to live up to their expectations. When those beliefs are inter-
nalized, they become the other-guide, or the standard for obligations and duties, which 
helps them answer the question, “What should I do?” An academic facing the decision 
to engage in AE must not only consider that their longstanding daily tasks may signifi-
cantly change in this new role (Jain et al., 2009), but they must also engage in identity 
work, or the process of revising an identity, to decide if engaging in new activities asso-
ciated with the new role will enhance or detract from how others view them (Azagra-
Caro et al., 2006; Fini et al., 2018).

As part of the work associated with incorporating a new identity into their self-iden-
tity, professionals also consider the feelings and expectations they believe others in their 
profession hold about the new role (Farmer et al., 2003). For example, even if the focal 
scientist disagrees, she may assume that respected scientists believe that a scientist iden-
tity is more (or less) valuable than an entrepreneur identity, pushing her to consider the 
beliefs she imagines others hold in assessing opportunities (Ashforth & Kreiner, 1999; 
Glynn, 2000; Goffman, 2009; Pratt & Foreman, 2000).
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Similar to the effect of a positive self-guide discrepancy, we consider a higher other- 
guide than the self-concept to create a positive other-guide discrepancy. Thus, based on 
self-discrepancy theory, we reason that when there is a positive other-guide discrepancy—
that is, when the other-guide is more supportive of entrepreneurial activities than the self-
concept—we expect scientists will be more enthusiastic about taking on entrepreneurial 
tasks. When scientists internalize the belief that important others think they should engage 
in more entrepreneurial activities than they currently do, they seek to reduce the gap to 
experience positive and avoid negative emotions. Thus, we propose:

Hypothesis 2  A positive other-guide discrepancy is positively associated with entrepre-
neurial enthusiasm.

3.2 � Integrating social identity theory with self‑discrepancy theory

So far, we have linked positive self-guide and other-guide discrepancies to entrepreneurial 
enthusiasm. In doing so, we have theorized that these discrepancies involve comparisons 
between an individual’s self-concept and self-guide or other-guide without fully consid-
ering that social identification with a particular group can exacerbate or attenuate these 
discrepancies because social groups can be an important contributor to an individual’s 
self-concept (Mmbaga et al., 2020; Tajfel et al., 1979). Social identity theory suggests that 
identification is the perceived belongingness to a social group, which implies sharing con-
gruent goals, motivations, and values with other group members (Stets & Burke, 2000; 
Tajfel et al., 1979).

Individuals can experience the psychological effects of identifying with a social group 
that supports their current self-concept, but whose values conflict with their self-guide. 
Because identification with a social group influences action and emotion, individuals 
respond to group failures and beliefs as their own, thus affecting their emotional experi-
ences (Hirt et  al., 1992) and exacerbating self-discrepancies (Gao et  al., 2021). Further-
more, individuals may perceive that their current identification with a once-valued social 
group is impeding their actions toward achieving their desired future identity if they believe 
the values are in conflict. The conflict between values of a social group that is important to 
an individual’s current identity and the values of future-oriented guides can lead to nega-
tive views of self-concept, group, or both (Charles et al., 2009). Rather than strengthening 
the individual’s enthusiasm for their currently identified groups, such effects can exacer-
bate the effect of self-discrepancies—that is, it may make the individual more enthusiastic 
about engaging in activities that align with the desired future identity represented by the 
self-guide (Burke, 2020). For academic scientists, the degree of scientist identification may 
thus increase the positive relationship between a positive self-guide discrepancy and entre-
preneurial enthusiasm. In other words, at higher levels of current scientist identification, 
entrepreneurial enthusiasm increases as the gap between entrepreneurial self-concept and 
positive self-guide widens.

Conversely, academic scientists with a high level of current social identification with the 
academic entrepreneur group have already adopted the AE identity and therefore see them-
selves as conforming to AE group norms, behavior, and attitudes (Ambos et  al., 2008). 
Furthermore, academic entrepreneurial activities provide positive feelings when actions 
align with the beliefs and values of the social group with whom they identify. For such 
individuals, a positive self-guide discrepancy may have marginal effect on their enthusi-
asm for entrepreneurial activities, as they already identify as academic entrepreneurs and 
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believe themselves to be easily capable of future entrepreneurial activities. Therefore, a 
positive self-guide discrepancy might not impact their enthusiasm to engage in academic 
entrepreneurship at higher levels of current AE identification as much as it might for lower 
current levels. Based on this theorizing, we hypothesize the interaction effects as follows:

Hypothesis 3a  Current identification with the scientist group identity intensifies the effect 
of positive self-guide discrepancy on entrepreneurial enthusiasm such that the effect is 
increased for individuals with higher current scientist identification.

Hypothesis 3b  Current identification with the academic entrepreneur group identity 
dampens the effect of positive self-guide discrepancy on entrepreneurial enthusiasm such 
that the effect is attenuated for individuals with higher current academic entrepreneur 
identification.

4 � Methods

4.1 � Research setting

We drew our sample from academic scientists funded by the National Science Foundation 
Innovation Corps Grant program (NSF I-Corps), an entrepreneurship training program for 
NSF-funded academic scientists. The respondents had shown some interest in academic 
entrepreneurship through participating in I-Corps training, but their engagement in subse-
quent entrepreneurial activities varied and thus provided an ideal sample.

The university-based scientists were Principal Investigators (PI) and Co-PI’s on 
research-based NSF grants within the five years before receiving the I-Corps grants. Thus, 
we expected them to have identified at some point with the traditional scientist identity. 
Further, we expected them to have considered whether to continue engaging in entrepre-
neurial activities after completing the training program. To ensure we were exploring iden-
tity issues related to the academic entrepreneur role in current jobs, our sample consists 
only of those who stayed at their university after completion of the program.

4.2 � Data and sample

Via email, we surveyed a random sample of 2061 NSF-funded academic scientists drawn 
from regionally stratified subgroups of the population. We received 246 responses result-
ing in a response rate of 11.94%. Of these, 164 completed the survey and consented to 
the use of their data in this study. Our sample consisted of 69% men and 31% women. 
The majority were Caucasian (66%) and married (84%). Commensurate with the popula-
tion of STEM faculty in U.S. universities, respondents from under-represented ethnicities 
(African American, Hispanic, Native Indians, Multiracial) were less than 5% each, while 
7% of respondents provided no response. In terms of rank, the sample included 16% chair 
or endowed professors, 33% full professors, 14% associate professors, 13% assistant pro-
fessors on research tracks, 5% administrators and 6% post-docs, assistant professors (non-
research), and research engineers. The top three scientific disciplines were life sciences 
(20%), physical sciences (40%), and social sciences (6%). The majority (43%) identified 
their research as both applied and basic, while 31% reported applied, 13% basic or some-
what basic, and 2% identified neither basic nor applied.
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5 � Measures

5.1 � Entrepreneurial enthusiasm

In line with work by organizational and psychology scholars, we conceptualized enthu-
siasm as a specific type of positive affect associated with future involvement in the 
target activity (George, 2000; Heath & Jourden, 1997). We measured entrepreneurial 
enthusiasm using the response to a direct assessment question, “Would you consider 
yourself enthusiastic about the idea of academic entrepreneurship?” Our single-item 
measure is similar to single-item scales that have been deemed reliable and valid for 
survey research (Curhan et al., 2009; Wanous et al., 1997). The average rating for entre-
preneurial enthusiasm on a five-point scale (5 = Definitely Yes) was 4.0 (SD = 1.16).

5.2 � Self‑concept, self‑guide, and other‑guide

Self-discrepancies have been measured in many ways (Barnett & Womack, 2015; Bar-
nett et  al., 2017; Hardin & Lakin, 2009; Watson et  al., 2016). Although the specifics 
of these measures vary, they all operationalize the magnitude of discrepancy between 
current and future-oriented identities (also known as guides). We adapt this approach to 
the self-discrepancy measurement in this study by creating two self-discrepancy meas-
ures, one for the self-guide to self-concept discrepancy and another for the other-guide 
to self-concept discrepancy. To construct these variables, we measured self-concept, 
self-guide, and other-guide identity profiles using three constant sum score questions. 
Specifically, to measure self-concept, respondents were asked “Considering your current 
self—the person you are today—how much do the following contribute to your overall 
identity today? All elements must sum to total 100.” The self-concept, self-guide, and 
other-guide consisted of six different identity profiles: scientist, entrepreneur, faculty 
member of my university, teacher, family/social member, and unique individual. We 
then asked respondents to rate themselves based on these identity profiles using a slid-
ing scale that must sum to maximum value of 100. For example, a respondent could rate 
herself as 50% entrepreneur, 20% scientist, and 30% family/social member and 0% on 
the others. We used similar procedures to measure the self-guide and other-guide. This 
approach allowed us identify and measure different identity profiles that respondents 
considered important or they perceived gave them value. These multiple identity pro-
file measures elicited respondents’ opinions about the composition of self-concept, self-
guide, and other-guide identities related to scientist and entrepreneur without producing 
mirror-image responses.

5.2.1 � Self‑guide to self‑concept discrepancy

Following work on self-concept to self-guide discrepancy, we calculated the magni-
tude of discrepancy between self-guide and self-concept as the difference between the 
respondents’ responses for self-guide and self-concept based on the same identity profile 
category (Phillips & Silvia, 2005). For example, to capture the entrepreneur self-guide 
to self-concept discrepancy, we subtract a respondent’s rating of their current entrepre-
neur identity from their ideal entrepreneur identity. A higher delta indicates a larger dis-
crepancy, while a lower delta reflects a smaller discrepancy. The average self-guide to 
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self-concept discrepancy for entrepreneur identity is 5.90 (SD = 11.25), suggesting our 
sample desired more entrepreneur identity than currently held.

5.2.2 � Other‑guide to self‑concept discrepancy

The measure for discrepancy between the other-guide and self-concept was calculated simi-
larly. The difference between the respondents’ responses to the other-guide and self-concept 
questions provides a measure of how much the individual believes they should adopt the iden-
tity compared to their currently held self-identity. The mean discrepancy between other-guide 
and self-concept for entrepreneur identity is 1.61 (SD = 11.91), meaning that they believe oth-
ers want them to identify slightly more with being an entrepreneur than they currently do.

5.3 � Current scientist group identification

We measured identification with a scientist identity using Settles (2004) identity centrality 
scale. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) resulted in a 4-item scale with a Cronbach alpha 
of 0.78.

5.4 � Current academic entrepreneur group identification

We measured identification with a specific entrepreneurial identity that is relevant in this 
context, an academic entrepreneur identity, using Settles (2004) identity centrality scale. It 
included 7 items that loaded significantly onto one factor, with a Cronbach alpha of 0.92.

5.5 � Control variables

We controlled for several additional factors that have been found to predict intentions to 
engage in AE that we thought might also influence entrepreneurial enthusiasm (Perkmann 
et al., 2013, 2021). To control for the effects of research area, we coded research area as 
1 if the respondent’s research area was life sciences or physical sciences and coded 0 for 
all others. We coded “rank” as 1 if the respondent held a tenured rank of chair/endowed 
professor, professor, associate professor, or administrator. The non-tenured positions were 
coded 0. To control for the respondent’s confidence that they could succeed at entrepre-
neurial activities, we measured self-efficacy with a five-item, five-point Likert-type scale, 
where one equals strongly disagree, and five equals strongly agree. We adapted Holt et al. 
(2007) six-item scale to create our five-item scale retaining the items most applicable to 
our context. The 5 items loaded onto a single factor with a Cronbach alpha of 0.73.

We also controlled for the effect of goals that the respondents perceived AE could fulfill. 
We created a “reason for AE engagement” scale based on D’Este and Perkmann (2011). 
Specifically, with this measure we assessed the academic’s reasons to engage in academic 
entrepreneurship including pecuniary benefits such as additional income and research 
grants, and non-pecuniary benefits such as networking for student placements and inspira-
tion for research projects. Our factor analysis confirmed the 8-item scale with high factor 
loadings and a Cronbach alpha of 0.85 as shown in Table 4. To measure a respondent’s 
prior engagement level in AE, we adopted a scale measuring a variety of industry interac-
tion by academics including patenting, invention disclosures, technology licensing, startup/
spinoff creation, and consulting (D’Este & Patel, 2007). The final measure of 5 items has a 
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Cronbach’s alpha of 0.92. We also controlled for gender and research productivity; the lat-
ter was measured by number of academic publications.

To ensure acceptable model fit, we used a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) to estab-
lish discriminant and convergent validity of  three latent variables, scientist identity, aca-
demic entrepreneurial identity, and self-efficacy. The goodness-of-fit statistics confirm 
each factor as separate latent constructs (χ2(101) = 198.86, RMSEA = 0.08, CFI = 0.92, 
TLI = 0.91, SRMR = 0.06, AVE > 0.5). Table 5 in Appendix 1 presents the goodness-of-fit 
indicators of models for our latent variables and Fig. 4 in Appendix 1 presents the factor 
structures of our model. The three-factor model fits better than other models and meets or 
exceeds Hu and Bentler’s (1999) acceptable cutoff levels. Hence, we demonstrate that our 
latent variables have convergent and discriminant validity according to accepted practice 
(Cangur & Ercan, 2015; Hayduk & Glaser, 2000).

6 � Analysis and results

Table  1 shows descriptive statistics and zero-order correlations. The OLS regres-
sion assumptions of error independence and heteroscedasticity are violated in our data. In 
the presence of heteroscedasticity, OLS can produce biased parameter estimates and mis-
leading hypotheses tests. To resolve this issue, we used regression with “beta” and “robust” 
options in STATA 15. This algorithm calculates standardized coefficients, accounts for 
model heteroscedasticity, and accounts for influential observation points. STATA’s robust 
regression is 95% as efficient as OLS regression (Hamilton, 1992). We did not find any 
issues with multicollinearity with all VIFs < 2. Our results from the standardized robust 
regression using the beta and robust options with the regress command in STATA are 
shown in Table 2.

We first regressed the dependent variable entrepreneurial enthusiasm on the control 
variables in Model 1. As expected, self-efficacy (β = 0.079, p < 0.001), reason for AE 
engagement (β = 0.034, p < 0.05), and prior engagement (β = 0.058, p < 0.001) have statisti-
cally significant and positive correlation with entrepreneurial enthusiasm. The correlation 
between an individual’s rank and entrepreneurial enthusiasm is negative and statistically 
significant (β =  −  0.418, p < 0.05), suggesting those with tenure are less enthusiastic about 
AE than non-tenured scientists.

Model 2 summarizes the findings for the first two hypotheses, the effect of discrepancies 
between self-guide and self-concept, as well as other-guide and self-concept on entrepreneur-
ial enthusiasm. The findings indicate an individual’s self-guide to self-concept discrepancy 
has a statistically significant positive correlation with an individual’s entrepreneurial enthusi-
asm (β = 0.020, p < 0.01), while the other-guide to self-concept discrepancy was not statisti-
cally significant. These findings provide support for Hypothesis 1, but not for Hypothesis 2.

Model 3 shows the results when adding the moderating variables as hypothesized in 
Hypothesis 3a (current identification with the scientist group increases the effect of the self-
guide discrepancy) and 3b (current identification with the academic entrepreneur group 
decreases the effect of the positive self-guide discrepancy). As is standard practice, we added 
the main effects for scientist and academic entrepreneur group identification as well as the 
hypothesized interaction terms. As predicted by prior research, scientist group identifica-
tion has a statistically significant and negative correlation with entrepreneurial enthusiasm 
(β = − 0.063, p < 0.01), while academic entrepreneur identification has a statistically significant 
and positive correlation with entrepreneurial enthusiasm (β = 0.065, p < 0.001) (Guo et  al., 
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2019a, 2019b; Zou et al., 2019a, 2019b). Furthermore, the scientist group identification inter-
action term has a statistically significant and positive correlation with entrepreneurial enthu-
siasm (β = 0.003, p < 0.01), and the academic entrepreneur group identification interaction 
term has a statistically significant and negative correlation with entrepreneurial enthusiasm 
(β = − 0.001, p < 0.01). These findings provide preliminary support for Hypothesis 3a and 3b.

The full model includes all the independent variables, interaction terms, and the control 
variables. As shown in Model 4 in Table  2, one of our hypothesized independent vari-
ables, self-guide to self-concept discrepancy, and two of its interactions (with scientist 
group identification and with academic entrepreneur group identification) have significant 
effects (β = 0.052, p < 0.05; β = 0.002, p < 0.05; β = −   0.003, p < 0.01) on entrepreneurial 
enthusiasm. The interaction effects are shown in the predicted margins plots in Figs. 2, 3. 
This confirms support for Hypotheses 1, 3a, and 3b. We further find that the control vari-
ables self-efficacy, reason for AE engagement, prior engagement level, and rank that were 
significant in Model 1 lose significance in the full model.

Table 2   Regression results

* p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01

Variables Model1 Model2 Model3 Model4
b/se b/se b/se b/se

Control variables
Self-efficacy 0.079*** 0.080*** 0.037 0.043
Reason for AE engagement 0.034** 0.028* 0.014 0.014
Prior engagement level 0.058*** 0.057*** 0.015 0.013
Rank—non-tenured (base level) 0 0 0 0
Rank—tenured − 0.418** − 0.372* − 0.201 − 0.18
Research area—others (base level) 0 0 0 0
Research area—life or physical sciences 0.15 0.122 0.126 0.097
Gender—female (base level) 0 0 0 0
Gender—male − 0.127 − 0.07 0.015 − 0.016
Research productivity − 0.026 − 0.047 0.058 0.043
Independent and Moderator Variables
Entrepreneur self-guide to self-concept discrepancy 0.020*** 0.052**
Entrepreneur other-guide to self-concept discrepancy 0.001 0.001
Current scientist group identification − 0.063*** − 0.041
Current AE group identification 0.065*** 0.068***
Entrepreneur self-guide to self-concept discrepancy * 

current scientist group identification
0.003*** 0.002**

Entrepreneur self-guide to self-concept discrepancy * 
current AE group identification

− 0.001*** − 0.003***

Constant 1.587** 1.667** 2.301*** 1.918***
− 0.69 − 0.72 − 0.59 − 0.66

Sample Size 110 110 110 110
R-squared 0.375 0.412 0.594 0.613
Degrees of Freedom 102 100 98 96
AIC 308 305 268 267
BIC 329 332 300 305
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Fig. 2   Moderation effect of scientist group identification

Fig. 3   Moderation effect of academic entrepreneur group identification
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Following recommendations by Semadeni et al. (2014), we conducted a Durbin test and a 
Wu–Hausman post-estimation analysis to test for a potential endogenous covariate, academic 
entrepreneur social group identification. Entrepreneurial identity may be correlated with some 
unobservable characteristics in the error term relevant to our sample that encourages enthusi-
asm for AE (Bercovitz & Feldman, 2008). Thus, we conducted additional analyses using the 
Stata  ivregress command with two instrumental variables, external support, and perception of 
AE as a career benefit. Our test for endogeneity using the Durbin Chi-Square test indicates entre-
preneurial identity is exogenous (χ2 = 2.53 p > 0.05). This is also confirmed using the Wu-Haus-
man test (F (1,99) = 2.35, p > 0.05) implying that our regression model is appropriate (Hamilton 
& Nickerson, 2003).

Given that the dependent variable, entrepreneurial enthusiasm, is ordinal, we used an 
ordinal probit regression test to ensure the robustness of our findings. The results displayed 
in Table 3 demonstrate the reliability of our findings. We find evidence supporting Hypoth-
eses 1, 3a, and 3b, but not Hypothesis 2.

7 � Discussion

We used self-discrepancy theory to explore how future-oriented identity beliefs associate with 
entrepreneurial enthusiasm. Our first research question was: How might discrepancies between 
current and future identity beliefs impact AE enthusiasm? To answer this, we introduced two 
identity beliefs into the AE literature: self-guide and other-guide. We found that a positive self-
guide discrepancy predicted AE enthusiasm while a positive other-guide discrepancy had no 
significant effect. We then integrated insights from social identity theory with self-discrepancy 
theory to answer the research question: How might current social identification with an academic 
entrepreneur or scientist identity moderate the effects of self-discrepancies on AE enthusiasm? 
Our results reveal that stronger academic entrepreneur identification attenuates the effect of 
self-guide discrepancy on entrepreneurial enthusiasm, whereas stronger scientist identification 
enhances the effect of the self-guide discrepancy on entrepreneurial enthusiasm. Overall, we find 
that the scientist’s aspirational identity (the self-guide) is important in creating enthusiasm for 
entrepreneurial activities while their sense of obligations to others (the other-guide) was not.

7.1 � Contributions

Our results suggest two key contributions. First, by directly measuring enthusiasm to engage 
in AE, we provide a nuanced understanding of an important mechanism affecting AE engage-
ment. Entrepreneurial intention has been often used as a proxy for future engagement. However, 
the gap in intention-engagement link is significant (Adam & Fayolle, 2015). Directly measur-
ing enthusiasm constitutes a contribution because without enthusiasm, intention is unlikely to 
become engagement (Busenitz & Barney, 1997). Enthusiasm inspires and motivates aspiring 
entrepreneurs to persevere through the obstacles inherent in the entrepreneurial process (Gisler 
et al., 2011). Our findings suggest that identity is a significant, yet complex, driver of entrepre-
neurial enthusiasm. This finding supports previous research suggesting identification is impor-
tant for developing intentions prior to engagement (Krueger, 2007; Obschonka et al., 2012; Rise 
et al., 2010). We also extend this line of research to explain the role of identification in entrepre-
neurial enthusiasm prior to further engagement. Thus, our model may serve as a bridge between 
entrepreneurial intention and engagement. For these reasons, we believe future research should 
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focus on both the antecedents and consequences of entrepreneurial enthusiasm beyond identity 
and identification.

Additionally, enthusiasm has been studied in the general entrepreneurship literature as 
an aspect of entrepreneurial passion (Cardon et al., 2009; Murnieks et al., 2014; Newman 
et al., 2020). In that work, passion is conceptualized as a latent variable comprised of iden-
tification with entrepreneurship and enthusiasm for entrepreneurial activities. Given the 
complexity of academic identities, which include not only dual identities, but also temporal 
identity guides associated with self-discrepancy theory, studying the relationship between 
the enthusiasm and identity components of entrepreneurial passion might prompt impor-
tant and nuanced findings to advance entrepreneurial passion research.

Second, this study adds to the body of research on dual, or hybrid, scientist-entrepreneur iden-
tities (Jain et al., 2009; Meek & Wood, 2016). We add to this line of research by extending the 
AE identity theory perspective and exploring how two additional identities—ideal and ought 
selves—provide self- and other-guides, respectively (Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Higgins, 1987; 
Huber et al., 2018). When academic scientists conclude that their current degree of identification 
with an entrepreneur identity is misaligned with their self-guide or other-guide, we expect them 
to be more enthusiastic about AE, as these beliefs provide important inspiration for desirable 
future behavior (Doby & Caplan, 1995; Lim & Sng, 2006). Thus, our findings regarding the self-
guide discrepancy add support for one aspect of Higgins’ self-discrepancy theory (1987). How-
ever, our findings about the function of the other-guide on entrepreneurial enthusiasm deviates 
from the prediction of self-discrepancy theory. We speculate that our findings exhibit this pat-
tern because academic scientists may be more autonomous than other populations in which this 
aspect of self-discrepancy theory has held. That is, the internalization of others’ wishes may not 
be as important for academic scientists as their own desires. Overall, we demonstrate the value 
of academic scientist’s self- and other-guides in AE research. Thus, we propose an important and 
novel approach of examining the effects of identity in entrepreneurship that may help us better 
understand entrepreneurial outcomes.

We further add to the AE identity literature by examining how present social group identifi-
cation influences future-oriented identity beliefs—i.e., self-guide and other-guide. In doing so, 
we show that such future-oriented identity beliefs do not operate in a vacuum. Current social 
group identification moderates its influence on entrepreneurial enthusiasm. This is an important 
finding as it extends prior theory on the role of identity in academic entrepreneurship. Our the-
ory and findings suggest that both current social group identification and future-oriented iden-
tity beliefs must be analyzed together to better understand entrepreneurial enthusiasm for AE.

These findings could be useful for universities and other organizations looking to add entre-
preneurial duties to scientists’ work. Administrative, legislative, and other research policymak-
ers can benefit from this research by better understanding identity and identification-based 
influencers of AE. Our findings may help leaders identify scientists more likely to engage in 
AE, allowing for more efficient human capital investment. In sum, universities must understand 
why academic scientists are enthusiastic (or not) about academic entrepreneurship in order to 
increase their participation and success. Our research contributes to clarifying why some aca-
demic scientists are enthusiastic about entrepreneurship while others are not.

7.2 � Limitations and future research directions

We encourage further research on academic entrepreneurship both because it is an important 
domain in and of itself, but also because it provides an ideal context for investigating nuances 
found in various strands of identity research. Reduced funding and increased demand for relevant 
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research threaten academic scientists’ sense of self, which makes identity concerns salient. Unlike 
many for-profit firms, university pressure to commercialize inventions is new, and organizational 
responses show important variance. Moreover, scientific disciplines have embraced AE at dif-
ferent levels, adding to the phenomenon’s variability. Thus, while our findings are most directly 
applicable to academic scientists, they may be applicable to any situation in which individuals 
must negotiate their sense of self-identity within a changing landscape of professional identities. 
Research focused on academic entrepreneurship may also have important implications for cor-
porate entrepreneurship. In both settings, the organization encourages its employees to be more 
entrepreneurial and create new business models (Hampel et al., 2020). We expect employees’ 
self-discrepancies to influence the outcomes of such endeavors (Cooper & Artz, 1995).

Our study highlights the relationship between identity and entrepreneurial enthusiasm, which 
we believe is an important and understudied construct. We encourage future research to explore 
whether different magnitudes of identification affect other interesting, but less-proximal out-
comes such as entrepreneurial performance. Longitudinal studies could explore whether the 
self-guide discrepancies we uncovered predict greater engagement and perseverance.

In contrast to qualitative studies with smaller and less-diverse samples, our design uses 
a survey to examine academic scientists across the U.S., which carries all of the standard 
concerns on survey research, including the concern that causation can never be definitely 
established. Our study is not without limitations. The number of available observations 
was limited and our response rate of 12% may not reflect an entirely representative sample, 
as this is a common occurrence and limitation of studies in the AE field. However, our 
response rate is in line with prior works in this area (see Abreu & Grinevich, 2017; Huyghe 
& Knockaert, 2015; Urban & Chantson, 2019) and power analyses indicated that the sam-
ple size was sufficient for testing the hypothesized relationships (Cohen, 1992).

Our model and findings are based on self-discrepancy and social identity theories, which 
gives us confidence that we have specified the correct causal order. We built our models on 
logic and included several control variables. In robustness checks, we tested other model 
parameters to rule out any spurious effects that could skew our results. Even with these steps 
to correct potential misattributions in our study, our findings should be interpreted with 
caution. For instance, we cannot rule out the possibility that entrepreneurial enthusiasm 
decreases identification with a scientist identity and increases identification with an entre-
preneurial identity, or that entrepreneurial enthusiasm increases one’s self-guide more than 
one’s self concept or other-guide. These relationships are difficult to study in controlled lab-
oratory settings, therefore, we encourage more longitudinal research.

We also discovered an unexpected pattern in our control variables that warrants fur-
ther investigation. In Model 1, we found that self-efficacy, prior experience, academic 
scientists’ reason for AE engagement, and rank were significant predictors of entrepre-
neurial enthusiasm, which is consistent with AE research. With the inclusion of iden-
tity-related variables in the regression models, these relationships lost statistical signifi-
cance. This suggests that self-guide discrepancies and identification with social groups 
fully mediate the effects of self-efficacy, prior experience, and reason for engagement on 
entrepreneurial enthusiasm. To understand these intriguing but non-hypothesized rela-
tionships in our data, we encourage future research.

Appendix

See Tables 4, 5, 6 and Fig. 4.
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Table 4   Exploratory factor analysis

Variables Factor loadings

Reason for AE engagement
1 Reason for AE access to resources, such as data, materials, or equip-

ment
0.57

2 Ensuring research access or placement for students 0.63
3 Getting inspiration for research projects 0.62
4 Having intellectual property (e.g., patents) in my name 0.51
5 Increase odds of obtaining research grants 0.82
6 Learning odds of obtaining research grants 0.8
7 Obtain research income 0.77
8 Source of personal income 0.54

Cronbach Alpha 0.85
Self-efficacy
1 There are some tasks that are required as an academic entrepreneur 

that I think I won’t do well
0.51

2 I have the skills that are needed to be an academic entrepreneur 0.76
3 When I set my mind to it, I can learn everything that will be required 

to be an academic entrepreneur
0.56

4 Based on my knowledge skills and ability, becoming an academic 
entrepreneur would be easy for me

0.78

5 I am able to become an academic entrepreneur without the help of 
others

0.41

Cronbach Alpha 0.73
Prior engagement level
1 Please indicate how much you have engaged in academic entrepre-

neurship? Select the total quantity of invention disclosures
0.89

2 Please indicate how much you have engaged in academic entrepre-
neurship? Select the total quantity of Patents

0.9

3 Please indicate how much you have engaged in academic entrepre-
neurship? Select the total quantity of technology license

0.86

4 Please indicate how much you have engaged in academic entrepre-
neurship? Select the total quantity of consulting

0.73

5 Please indicate how much you have engaged in academic entrepre-
neurship? Select the total quantity of StartUP/SpinOff creation

0.75

Cronbach Alpha 0.92
Entrepreneur identity
1 Overall, being an academic entrepreneur has very little to do with 

how I feel about myself
− 0.82

2 In general, being an academic entrepreneur is an important part of my 
self-image

0.89

3 My destiny is tied to the destiny of other academic entrepreneurs 0.77
4 Being an academic entrepreneur is unimportant to my sense of what 

kind of person I am
0.63

5 I have a strong sense of belonging to the academic entrepreneurship 
community

0.91

6 I have a strong attachment to other academic entrepreneurs 0.88
7 Being an academic entrepreneur is an important reflection of who I 

am
0.94

Cronbach Alpha 0.92
Scientist identity
1 I have a strong sense of belonging to the scientific community 0.86
2 I have a strong attachment to other scientists 0.83
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Table 4   (continued)

Variables Factor loadings

3 Being a scientist is an important reflection of who I am 0.62
4 Being a scientist is not a major factor in my social relationships − 0.48

Cronbach Alpha 0.78

Table 5   Confirmatory factor analysis

Fit statistic 3 factor model 2 factor model 1 factor model Description

Likelihood ratio
df 101 103 104
chi2_ms 198.855 422.185 528.158 Model vs. saturated
p > chi2 0 0 0
chi2_bs(120) 1395.587 1395.587 1395.587 Baseline vs. saturated
p > chi2 0 0 0
Chi2 /df 1.969 4.099 5.078
Population error
RMSEA 0.084 0.15 0.173 Root-mean squared error of approxi-

mation
90% CI, lower bound 0.067 0.136 0.158
upper bound 0.101 0.165 0.187
pclose 0.001 0 0 Probability RMSEA <  = 0.05
Information criteria
AIC 6896.934 7116.265 7220.238 Akaike’s information criterion
BIC 7045.853 7259.344 7360.397 Bayesian information criterion
Baseline comparison
CFI 0.923 0.75 0.667 Comparative Fit Index
TLI 0.909 0.708 0.616 Tucker-Lewis Index
Size of residuals
SRMR 0.063 0.126 0.142 Standardized root-mean squared 

residual
CD 0.999 0.99 0.958 Coefficient of determination

Table 6   Average variance 
extracted

*All square root of AVE is greater than the individual factor correla-
tions indicating discriminant validity

Average variance extracted

Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3

0.76 0.92 0.44
0.91 0.86 0.83
0.69 0.7 0.58
0.52 0.36 0.82
0.9 0.3
0.85
0.94
AVE
0.65 0.55 0.40
Square Root AVE
0.81 0.74 0.63
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Fig. 4   Moderation effect of academic entrepreneur group identification



	 S. Pattnaik et al.

1 3

Acknowledgements  We gratefully acknowledge the National Science Foundation financial support for the 
conduct of this research as part of an I-Corps Node grant. We thank Markus Perkmann, other entrepreneur-
ship and management faculty and doctoral students at Imperial College London, Melissa Cardon, and Acad-
emy of Management and Strategic Management Society reviewers who commented on earlier versions of 
this work. Their insightful comments improved our paper.

Author contributions  SP: conceptualization, methodology, formal analysis, data curation, writing–origi-
nal draft, reviewing & editing, visualization NM: conceptualization, investigation, data curation, writing-
reviewing & editing TDW: conceptualization, investigation, writing-reviewing & editing RKR: conceptual-
ization, methodology, investigation, writing– original draft, reviewing & editing, visualization, supervision, 
project administration, funding acquisition.

Funding  Open access funding provided by Nord University.

Data availability  The datasets generated during and/or analyzed during the current study are available in the 
Open Science Foundation repository, https://​osf.​io/​7cgv2/

Declarations 

Competing interests  The authors have no competing interests to declare that are relevant to the content of 
this article.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Com-
mons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article 
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Abreu, M., & Grinevich, V. (2013). The nature of academic entrepreneurship in the UK: Widening the focus 
on entrepreneurial activities. Research Policy, 42(2), 408–422. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​2012.​
10.​005

Abreu, M., & Grinevich, V. (2017). Gender patterns in academic entrepreneurship. The Journal of Technol-
ogy Transfer, 42(4), 763–794. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10961-​016-​9543-y

Adam, A. F., & Fayolle, A. (2015). Bridging the entrepreneurial intention–behaviour gap: The role of com-
mitment and implementation intention. International Journal of Entrepreneurship and Small Busi-
ness, 25(1), 36–54. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1504/​IJESB.​2015.​068775

Ambos, T. C., Mäkelä, K., Birkinshaw, J., & D’Este, P. (2008). When does university research get com-
mercialized? Creating ambidexterity in research institutions. Journal of Management Studies, 45(8), 
1424–1447. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​6486.​2008.​00804.x

Ashforth, B. E., & Kreiner, G. E. (1999). “How can you do it?”: Dirty work and the challenge of construct-
ing a positive identity. Academy of Management Review, 24(3), 413–434. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​
259134

Ashforth, B. E., & Mael, F. (1989). Social identity theory and the organization. Academy of Management 
Review, 14(1), 20–39. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amr.​1989.​42789​99

Azagra-Caro, J. M., Archontakis, F., Gutiérrez-Gracia, A., & Fernández-de-Lucio, I. (2006). Faculty sup-
port for the objectives of university–industry relations versus degree of R&D cooperation: The impor-
tance of regional absorptive capacity. Research Policy, 35(1), 37–55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​
2005.​08.​007

Balven, R., Fenters, V., Siegel, D. S., & Waldman, D. (2018). Academic entrepreneurship: The roles of 
identity, motivation, championing, education, work-life balance, and organizational justice. Academy 
of Management Perspectives, 32(1), 21–42. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amp.​2016.​0127

https://osf.io/7cgv2/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-016-9543-y
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJESB.2015.068775
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6486.2008.00804.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/259134
https://doi.org/10.2307/259134
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1989.4278999
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2005.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2005.08.007
https://doi.org/10.5465/amp.2016.0127


To entrepreneur or not to entrepreneur? How identity…

1 3

Barnett, M. D., Moore, J. M., & Harp, A. R. (2017). Who we are and how we feel: Self-discrepancy theory 
and specific affective states. Personality and Individual Differences, 111, 232–237. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​paid.​2017.​02.​024

Barnett, M. D., & Womack, P. M. (2015). Fearing, not loving, the reflection: Narcissism, self-esteem, and 
self-discrepancy theory. Personality and Individual Differences, 74, 280–284. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​paid.​2014.​10.​032

Baron, R. A. (2008). The role of affect in the entrepreneurial process. Academy of Management Review, 
33(2), 328–340. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amr.​2008.​31193​166

Beck, J. W., Scholer, A. A., & Hughes, J. (2017). Divergent effects of distance versus velocity disturbances 
on emotional experiences during goal pursuit. Journal of Applied Psychology, 102(7), 1109. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1037/​apl00​00210

Bercovitz, J., & Feldman, M. (2008). Academic entrepreneurs: Organizational change at the individual 
level. Organization Science, 19, 69–89. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1287/​orsc.​1070.​0295

Burke, M. J., Brief, A. P., George, J. M., Roberson, L., & Webster, J. (1989). Measuring affect at work: 
Confirmatory analyses of competing mood structures with conceptual linkage to cortical regulatory 
systems. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 57(6), 1091. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​
3514.​57.6.​1091

Burke, P. J. (2020). Contemporary social psychological theories. Stanford University Press.
Busenitz, L. W., & Barney, J. B. (1997). Differences between entrepreneurs and managers in large organiza-

tions: Biases and heuristics in strategic decision-making. Journal of Business Venturing, 12(1), 9–30. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0883-​9026(96)​00003-1

Cangur, S., & Ercan, I. (2015). Comparison of model fit indices used in structural equation modeling under 
multivariate normality. Journal of Modern Applied Statistical Methods, 14(1), 14. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
22237/​jmasm/​14304​53580

Cardon, M. S., & Kirk, C. P. (2015). Entrepreneurial passion as mediator of the self–efficacy to persistence 
relationship. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 39(5), 1027–1050. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​etap.​
12089

Cardon, M. S., Wincent, J., Singh, J., & Drnovsek, M. (2009). The nature and experience of entrepreneurial 
passion. Academy of Management Review, 34(3), 511–532. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amr.​2009.​40633​
190

Carver, C. S., & Scheier, M. F. (1996). Self-regulation and its failures. Psychological Inquiry, 7(1), 32–40.
Charles, K. K., Hurst, E., & Roussanov, N. (2009). Conspicuous consumption and race. The Quarterly Jour-

nal of Economics, 124(2), 425–467. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1162/​qjec.​2009.​124.2.​425
Cooper, A. C., & Artz, K. W. (1995). Determinants of satisfaction for entrepreneurs. Journal of Business 

Venturing, 10(6), 439–457. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0883-​9026(95)​00083-K
Curhan, J. R., Elfenbein, H. A., & Kilduff, G. J. (2009). Getting off on the right foot: Subjective value ver-

sus economic value in predicting longitudinal job outcomes from job offer negotiations. Journal of 
Applied Psychology, 94(2), 524–534. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0013​746

Cohen, J. (1992). Statistical Power Analysis. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 1(3), 98–101. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​1467-​8721.​ep107​68783

D’Este, P., & Patel, P. (2007). University–industry linkages in the UK: What are the factors underlying the 
variety of interactions with industry? Research Policy, 36(9), 1295–1313. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
respol.​2007.​05.​002

D’Este, P., & Perkmann, M. (2011). Why do academics engage with industry? The entrepreneurial univer-
sity and individual motivations. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 36(3), 316–339. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s10961-​010-​9153-z

Doby, V. J., & Caplan, R. D. (1995). Organizational stress as threat to reputation: Effects on anxiety at work 
and at home. Academy of Management Journal, 38(4), 1105–1123. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​256622

Drnovsek, M., Cardon, M. S., & Patel, P. C. (2016). Direct and indirect effects of passion on growing tech-
nology ventures. Strategic Entrepreneurship Journal, 10(2), 194–213. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​sej.​
1213

Farmer, S. M., Tierney, P., & Kung-McIntyre, K. (2003). Employee creativity in Taiwan: An application of 
role identity theory. Academy of Management Journal, 46(5), 618–630. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​30040​
653

Farmer, S. M., Yao, X., & Kung-Mcintyre, K. (2011). The behavioral impact of entrepreneur identity aspira-
tion and prior entrepreneurial experience. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 35(2), 245–273. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1540-​6520.​2009.​00358.x

Fini, R., Jourdan, J., & Perkmann, M. (2018). Social valuation across multiple audiences: The interplay of 
ability and identity judgments. Academy of Management Journal, 61(6), 2230–2264. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​5465/​amj.​2016.​0661

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.10.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.10.032
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.2008.31193166
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000210
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000210
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.1070.0295
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1091
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1091
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0883-9026(96)00003-1
https://doi.org/10.22237/jmasm/1430453580
https://doi.org/10.22237/jmasm/1430453580
https://doi.org/10.1111/etap.12089
https://doi.org/10.1111/etap.12089
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.2009.40633190
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.2009.40633190
https://doi.org/10.1162/qjec.2009.124.2.425
https://doi.org/10.1016/0883-9026(95)00083-K
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0013746
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.ep10768783
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2007.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2007.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-010-9153-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-010-9153-z
https://doi.org/10.5465/256622
https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.1213
https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.1213
https://doi.org/10.2307/30040653
https://doi.org/10.2307/30040653
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6520.2009.00358.x
https://doi.org/10.5465/amj.2016.0661
https://doi.org/10.5465/amj.2016.0661


	 S. Pattnaik et al.

1 3

Flores, M. A., & Day, C. (2006). Contexts which shape and reshape new teachers’ identities: A multi-per-
spective study. Teaching and Teacher Education, 22(2), 219–232. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​tate.​2005.​
09.​002

Fredrickson, B. L., Tugade, M. M., Waugh, C. E., & Larkin, G. R. (2003). What good are positive emotions 
in crisis? A prospective study of resilience and emotions following the terrorist attacks on the United 
States on September 11th, 2001. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 84(2), 365. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​84.2.​365

Gao, J., Zhao, J., Wang, J., & Wang, J. (2021). The influence mechanism of environmental anxiety on pro-
environmental behaviour: The role of self-discrepancy. International Journal of Consumer Studies, 
45(1), 54–64. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​ijcs.​12604

George, J. M. (2000). Emotions and leadership: The role of emotional intelligence. Human Relations, 53(8), 
1027–1055. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00187​26700​538001

Gisler, M., Sornette, D., & Woodard, R. (2011). Innovation as a social bubble: The example of the human 
genome project. Research Policy, 40(10), 1412–1425. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​2011.​05.​019

Glassman, M., & McAfee, R. B. (1990). Enthusiasm: The missing link in leadership. SAM Advanced Man-
agement Journal, 55(3), 4.

Glynn, M. A. (2000). When cymbals become symbols: Conflict over organizational identity within a sym-
phony orchestra. Organization Science, 11(3), 285–298. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1287/​orsc.​11.3.​285.​12496

Goffman, E. (2009). Stigma: Notes on the management of spoiled identity. . Simon and Schuster.
Grant, A. M., & Wrzesniewski, A. (2010). I won’t let you down… or will I? Core self-evaluations, other-ori-

entation, anticipated guilt and gratitude, and job performance. Journal of Applied Psychology, 95(1), 
108. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0017​974

Grimaldi, R., Kenney, M., Siegel, D. S., & Wright, M. (2011). 30 years after Bayh–Dole: Reassessing aca-
demic entrepreneurship. Research Policy, 40(8), 1045–1057. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​2011.​04.​
005

Guo, F., Restubog, S. L. D., Cui, L., Zou, B., & Choi, Y. (2019a). What determines the entrepreneurial 
success of academics? Navigating multiple social identities in the hybrid career of academic entrepre-
neurs. Journal of Vocational Behavior, 112, 241–254. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jvb.​2019.​03.​003

Guo, F., Zou, B., Guo, J., Shi, Y., Bo, Q., & Shi, L. (2019b). What determines academic entrepreneurship 
success? A social identity perspective. International Entrepreneurship and Management Journal, 
15(3), 929–952. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11365-​019-​00569-6

Hamilton, L. C. (1992). How robust is robust regression? Stata Technical Bulletin, 1(2). https://​EconP​apers.​
repec.​org/​RePEc:​tsj:​stbull:​y:​1992:v:​1:i:​2:​srd1

Hamilton, B. H., & Nickerson, J. A. (2003). Correcting for endogeneity in strategic management research. 
Strategic Organization, 1(1), 51–78. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​14761​27003​00100​1218

Hampel, C., Perkmann, M., & Phillips, N. (2020). Beyond the lean start-up: Experimentation in corporate 
entrepreneurship and innovation. Innovation, 22(1), 1–11. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​14479​338.​2019.​
16327​13

Hardin, E. E., & Lakin, J. L. (2009). The integrated self-discrepancy index: A reliable and valid measure of 
self-discrepancies. Journal of Personality Assessment, 91(3), 245–253. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00223​
89090​27942​91

Hayduk, L. A., & Glaser, D. N. (2000). Jiving the four-step, waltzing around factor analysis, and other seri-
ous fun. Structural Equation Modeling, 7(1), 1–35. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1207/​S1532​8007S​EM0701_​01

Heath, C., & Jourden, F. J. (1997). Illusion, disillusion, and the buffering effect of groups. Organizational 
Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 69(2), 103–116. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1006/​obhd.​1997.​2676

Higgins, E. T. (1987). Self-discrepancy: A theory relating self and affect. Psychological Review, 94(3), 319. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0033-​295X.​94.3.​319

Higgins, E. T. (1989). Self-discrepancy theory: What patterns of self-beliefs cause people to suffer? In 
Advances in Experimental Social Psychology (Vol. 22, pp. 93–136). Elsevier. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
S0065-​2601(08)​60306-8

Higgins, E. T., Bond, R. N., Klein, R., & Strauman, T. (1986). Self-discrepancies and emotional vulner-
ability: How magnitude, accessibility, and type of discrepancy influence affect. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 51(1), 5. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​51.1.5

Higgins, E. T., Roney, C. J., Crowe, E., & Hymes, C. (1994). Ideal versus ought predilections for approach 
and avoidance distinct self-regulatory systems. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 66(2), 
276. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​66.2.​276

Hirt, E. R., Zillmann, D., Erickson, G. A., & Kennedy, C. (1992). Costs and benefits of allegiance: 
Changes in fans’ self-ascribed competencies after team victory versus defeat. Journal of Personal-
ity and Social Psychology, 63(5), 724. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​63.5.​724

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2005.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2005.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.2.365
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.2.365
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcs.12604
https://doi.org/10.1177/0018726700538001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.05.019
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.11.3.285.12496
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017974
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2019.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-019-00569-6
https://EconPapers.repec.org/RePEc:tsj:stbull:y:1992:v:1:i:2:srd1
https://EconPapers.repec.org/RePEc:tsj:stbull:y:1992:v:1:i:2:srd1
https://doi.org/10.1177/1476127003001001218
https://doi.org/10.1080/14479338.2019.1632713
https://doi.org/10.1080/14479338.2019.1632713
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223890902794291
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223890902794291
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15328007SEM0701_01
https://doi.org/10.1006/obhd.1997.2676
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.94.3.319
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60306-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60306-8
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.51.1.5
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.66.2.276
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.63.5.724


To entrepreneur or not to entrepreneur? How identity…

1 3

Hmieleski, K. M., & Powell, E. E. (2018). The psychological foundations of university science commer-
cialization: A review of the literature and directions for future research. Academy of Management 
Perspectives, 32(1), 43–77. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amp.​2016.​0139

Holt, D. T., Armenakis, A. A., Feild, H. S., & Harris, S. G. (2007). Readiness for organizational change: 
The systematic development of a scale. The Journal of Applied Behavioral Science, 43(2), 232–
255. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00218​86306​295295

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: Con-
ventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary 
Journal, 6(1), 1–55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​10705​51990​95401​18

Huber, F., Eisele, A., & Meyer, F. (2018). The role of actual, ideal, and ought self-congruence in the 
consumption of hedonic versus utilitarian brands. Psychology & Marketing, 35(1), 47–63. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​mar.​21070

Huyghe, A., & Knockaert, M. (2015). The influence of organizational culture and climate on entrepre-
neurial intentions among research scientists. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 40(1), 138–160. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10961-​014-​9333-3

Huyghe, A., Knockaert, M., & Obschonka, M. (2016). Unraveling the “passion orchestra” in academia. 
Journal of Business Venturing, 31(3), 344–364. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jbusv​ent.​2016.​03.​002

Jain, S., George, G., & Maltarich, M. (2009). Academics or entrepreneurs? Investigating role identity 
modification of university scientists involved in commercialization activity. Research Policy, 
38(6), 922–935. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​2009.​02.​007

Jiang, L., Yin, D., Liu, D., & Johnson, R. (2022). The more enthusiastic, the better? Unveiling a negative 
pathway from entrepreneurs’ displayed enthusiasm to funders’ funding intentions. Entrepreneur-
ship Theory and Practice. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​10422​58722​10763​91

Karniol, R., & Ross, M. (1996). The motivational impact of temporal focus: Thinking about the future 
and the past. Annual Review of Psychology, 47(1), 593–620. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​ev.​
psych.​47.1.​593

Kautonen, T., Van Gelderen, M., & Tornikoski, E. T. (2013). Predicting entrepreneurial behaviour: A 
test of the theory of planned behaviour. Applied Economics, 45(6), 697–707. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1080/​00036​846.​2011.​610750

Koole, S. L., & Jostmann, N. B. (2004). Getting a grip on your feelings: Effects of action orientation 
and external demands on intuitive affect regulation. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 
87(6), 974. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​87.6.​974

Krueger, N. F. (2007). What lies beneath? The experiential essence of entrepreneurial thinking. Entre-
preneurship Theory and Practice, 31(1), 123–138. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1540-​6520.​2007.​
00166.x

Laguna, M., Alessandri, G., & Caprara, G. V. (2016). Personal goal realisation in entrepreneurs: A mul-
tilevel analysis of the role of affect and positive orientation. Applied Psychology, 65(3), 587–604. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​apps.​12061

Lim, V. K. G., & Sng, Q. S. (2006). Does parental job insecurity matter? Money anxiety, money motives, 
and work motivation. Journal of Applied Psychology, 91(5), 1078–1087. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​
0021-​9010.​91.5.​1078

Malär, L., Krohmer, H., Hoyer, W. D., & Nyffenegger, B. (2011). Emotional brand attachment and brand 
personality: The relative importance of the actual and the ideal self. Journal of Marketing, 75(4), 
35–52. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1509/​jmkg.​75.4.​35

Martinez, H. A., Rochford, K., Boyatzis, R. E., & Rodriguez-Chaves, S. (2021). Inspired and effective: 
The role of the ideal self in employee engagement, well-being and positive organizational behav-
iors [original research]. Frontiers in Psychology. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fpsyg.​2021.​662386

Meek, W. R., & Wood, M. S. (2016). Navigating a sea of change: Identity misalignment and adaptation 
in academic entrepreneurship. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 40(5), 1093–1120. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/​etap.​12163

Mmbaga, N. A., Mathias, B. D., Williams, D. W., & Cardon, M. S. (2020). A review of and future 
agenda for research on identity in entrepreneurship. Journal of Business Venturing, 35(6), 106049. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jbusv​ent.​2020.​106049

Murnieks, C. Y., Mosakowski, E., & Cardon, M. S. (2014). Pathways of passion: Identity centrality, pas-
sion, and behavior among entrepreneurs. Journal of Management, 40(6), 1583–1606. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1177/​01492​06311​433855

Neves, S., & Brito, C. (2020). Academic entrepreneurship intentions: A systematic literature review. Jour-
nal of Management Development, 39(5), 645–704. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​JMD-​11-​2019-​0451

https://doi.org/10.5465/amp.2016.0139
https://doi.org/10.1177/0021886306295295
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.21070
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.21070
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-014-9333-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2016.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2009.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/10422587221076391
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.47.1.593
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.47.1.593
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2011.610750
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2011.610750
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.87.6.974
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6520.2007.00166.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6520.2007.00166.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/apps.12061
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.91.5.1078
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.91.5.1078
https://doi.org/10.1509/jmkg.75.4.35
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.662386
https://doi.org/10.1111/etap.12163
https://doi.org/10.1111/etap.12163
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2020.106049
https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206311433855
https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206311433855
https://doi.org/10.1108/JMD-11-2019-0451


	 S. Pattnaik et al.

1 3

Newman, A., Obschonka, M., Moeller, J., & Chandan, G. G. (2020). Entrepreneurial Passion: A Review, 
Synthesis, and Agenda for Future Research. Applied Psychology. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​apps.​
12236

Nifadkar, S., Tsui, A. S., & Ashforth, B. E. (2012). The way you make me feel and behave: Supervisor-
triggered newcomer affect and approach-avoidance behavior. Academy of Management Journal, 
55(5), 1146–1168. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​amj.​2010.​0133

Obschonka, M., Goethner, M., Silbereisen, R. K., & Cantner, U. (2012). Social identity and the transi-
tion to entrepreneurship: The role of group identification with workplace peers. Journal of Voca-
tional Behavior, 80(1), 137–147. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jvb.​2011.​05.​007

Obschonka, M., Moeller, J., & Goethner, M. (2019). Entrepreneurial passion and personality: The case 
of academic entrepreneurship [original research]. Frontiers in Psychology,. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
3389/​fpsyg.​2018.​02697

Perkmann, M., Salandra, R., Tartari, V., McKelvey, M., & Hughes, A. (2021). Academic engagement: 
A review of the literature 2011–2019. Research Policy, 50(1), 104114. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
respol.​2020.​104114

Perkmann, M., Tartari, V., McKelvey, M., Autio, E., Broström, A., D’Este, P., & Sobrero, M. (2013). 
Academic engagement and commercialisation: A review of the literature on university–industry 
relations. Research Policy, 42(2), 423–442. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​respol.​2012.​09.​007

Phillips, A. G., & Silvia, P. J. (2005). Self-awareness and the emotional consequences of self-discrepan-
cies. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 31(5), 703–713. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​01461​
67204​271559

Pratt, M. G., & Foreman, P. O. (2000). Classifying managerial responses to multiple organizational iden-
tities. Academy of Management Review, 25(1), 18–42. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​259261

Ramos-Vielba, I., Sánchez-Barrioluengo, M., & Woolley, R. (2016). Scientific research groups’ coop-
eration with firms and government agencies: Motivations and barriers. The Journal of Technology 
Transfer, 41(3), 558–585. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10961-​015-​9429-4

Rise, J., Sheeran, P., & Hukkelberg, S. (2010). The role of self-identity in the theory of planned behav-
ior: A meta-analysis. Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 40(5), 1085–1105. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1559-​1816.​2010.​00611.x

Salanova, M., Llorens, S., & Schaufeli, W. B. (2011). “Yes, I can, I feel good, and I just do it!” On gain 
cycles and spirals of efficacy beliefs, affect, and engagement. Applied Psychology, 60(2), 255–285. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1464-​0597.​2010.​00435.x

Semadeni, M., Withers, M. C., & Trevis Certo, S. (2014). The perils of endogeneity and instrumental 
variables in strategy research: Understanding through simulations. Strategic Management Journal, 
35(7), 1070–1079. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​smj.​2136

Settles, I. H. (2004). When multiple identities interfere: The role of identity centrality. Personality and 
Social Psychology Bulletin, 30(4), 487–500. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​01461​67203​261885

Siegel, D. S., & Wright, M. (2015). Academic Entrepreneurship: Time for a rethink? British Journal of 
Management, 26(4), 582–595. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​1467-​8551.​12116

Stets, J. E., & Burke, P. J. (2000). Identity theory and social identity theory. Social Psychology Quar-
terly. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​26958​70

Tajfel, H., Turner, J. C., Austin, W. G., & Worchel, S. (1979). An integrative theory of intergroup con-
flict. Organizational Identity: A Reader, 56(65), 9780203505984–16.

Tartari, V., & Breschi, S. (2012). Set them free: Scientist’s evaluations of the benefits and costs of uni-
versity–industry research collaboration. Industrial and Corporate Change, 21(5), 1117–1147. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​icc/​dts004

Tartari, V., Salter, A., & D’Este, P. (2012). Crossing the Rubicon: Exploring the factors that shape aca-
demics’ perceptions of the barriers to working with industry. Cambridge Journal of Economics, 
36(3), 655–677. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​cje/​bes007

Urban, B., & Chantson, J. (2019). Academic entrepreneurship in South Africa: Testing for entrepre-
neurial intentions. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 44(3), 948–980. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10961-​017-​9639-z

Van Gelderen, M., Kautonen, T., & Fink, M. (2015). From entrepreneurial intentions to actions: Self-control 
and action-related doubt, fear, and aversion. Journal of Business Venturing, 30(5), 655–673. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​jbusv​ent.​2015.​01.​003

Wanous, J. P., Reichers, A. E., & Hudy, M. J. (1997). Overall job satisfaction: How good are single-item meas-
ures? Journal of Applied Psychology, 82(2), 247–252. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0021-​9010.​82.2.​247

Watson, N., Bryan, B. C., & Thrash, T. M. (2016). Self-discrepancy: Long-term test–retest reliability and 
test–criterion predictive validity. Psychological Assessment, 28(1), 59. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​pas00​
00162

https://doi.org/10.1111/apps.12236
https://doi.org/10.1111/apps.12236
https://doi.org/10.5465/amj.2010.0133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2011.05.007
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02697
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02697
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2020.104114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2020.104114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204271559
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204271559
https://doi.org/10.2307/259261
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-015-9429-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2010.00611.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2010.00611.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.2010.00435.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.2136
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167203261885
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8551.12116
https://doi.org/10.2307/2695870
https://doi.org/10.1093/icc/dts004
https://doi.org/10.1093/cje/bes007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9639-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9639-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2015.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2015.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.82.2.247
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0000162
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0000162


To entrepreneur or not to entrepreneur? How identity…

1 3

Williamson, A. J., Battisti, M., Leatherbee, M., & Gish, J. J. (2019). Rest, zest, and my innovative best: 
Sleep and mood as drivers of entrepreneurs’ innovative behavior. Entrepreneurship Theory and Prac-
tice, 43(3), 582–610. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​10422​58718​798630

Zhao, H., & Liu, Q. (2022). Entrepreneurial Passion: A meta-analysis of three measures. Entrepreneurship 
Theory and Practice. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​10422​58721​10698​58

Zou, B., Guo, J., Guo, F., Shi, Y., & Li, Y. (2019a). Who am I? The influence of social identification on aca-
demic entrepreneurs’ role conflict. International Entrepreneurship and Management Journal, 15(2), 
363–384. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11365-​017-​0492-1

Zou, B., Li, Y., Guo, J., & Guo, F. (2019b). Antecedents and outcome of entrepreneurial identification: The 
moderating effect of role orientation. Science and Public Policy, 46(4), 541–551. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1093/​scipol/​scz006

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Authors and Affiliations

Shashwatashish Pattnaik1   · Nick Mmbaga2   · T. Daniel White3   · 
Rhonda K. Reger4 

	 Nick Mmbaga 
	 nmmbaga@butler.edu

	 T. Daniel White 
	 Thomas.White@afacademy.af.edu

	 Rhonda K. Reger 
	 rhonda.reger@unt.edu

1	 Division of Innovation and Entrepreneurship, Nord University, Nord University Business School, 
Bodø 8021, Norway

2	 Department of Management, Butler University, Andre B Lacy School of Business, Indianapolis, 
IN 46208, USA

3	 Department of Management, U.S. Air Force Academy, Colorado Springs, CO 80840‑5002, USA
4	 Department of Management, University of North Texas, G. Brint Ryan College of Business, 

Denton, TX 76201, USA

https://doi.org/10.1177/1042258718798630
https://doi.org/10.1177/10422587211069858
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0492-1
https://doi.org/10.1093/scipol/scz006
https://doi.org/10.1093/scipol/scz006
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5922-2415
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4815-4645
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4363-4113
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3824-5583

	To entrepreneur or not to entrepreneur? How identity discrepancies influence enthusiasm for academic entrepreneurship
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Academic entrepreneurship, enthusiasm, and self-discrepancy theory
	3 Expanding academic entrepreneurship identification theory
	3.1 Self-discrepancy theory: self- and other-guides influence enthusiasm
	3.2 Integrating social identity theory with self-discrepancy theory

	4 Methods
	4.1 Research setting
	4.2 Data and sample

	5 Measures
	5.1 Entrepreneurial enthusiasm
	5.2 Self-concept, self-guide, and other-guide
	5.2.1 Self-guide to self-concept discrepancy
	5.2.2 Other-guide to self-concept discrepancy

	5.3 Current scientist group identification
	5.4 Current academic entrepreneur group identification
	5.5 Control variables

	6 Analysis and results
	7 Discussion
	7.1 Contributions
	7.2 Limitations and future research directions

	Acknowledgements 
	References


