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Abstract

This study seeks to measure the impact
of entrepreneurship on the environmental
performance of countries, as well as to
explore the extent of the impact of
entrepreneurship on the environmental
performance differences between these
countries. Panel-Data regression was
adopted for the period from 2010 to 2016
for a sample of 15 countries. It was
concluded that entrepreneurship has a
positive impact on the environmental
performance of countries and there are no
significant differences in the impact
between these countries. This study
proposes to  continue  supporting
entrepreneurial  projects taking into
account the environmental dimension
when evaluating these projects because of
their positive impact on the sustainable
development of countries and
environmental performance in particular.
Keywords: Entrepreneurship;
Environmental Performance; Panel Data.
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Abstract

This study seeks to measure the impact
of entrepreneurship on the environmental
performance of countries, as well as to
explore the extent of the impact of
entrepreneurship on the environmental
performance differences between these
countries. Panel-Data regression was
adopted for the period from 2010 to 2016
for a sample of 15 countries. It was
concluded that entrepreneurship has a
positive impact on the environmental
performance of countries and there are no

significant differences in the impact
between these countries. This study
proposes to  continue  supporting

entrepreneurial projects taking into account
the environmental dimension  when
evaluating these projects because of their
positive impact on the sustainable
development of countries and
environmental performance in particular.
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