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Identity Connotation of Entrepreneur : Review and Prospect
LIU Rong-zhi', ZHENG Chao', ZHAO Jun’
(1. School of Business Administration, Zhongnan University of Economics and Law,
Wuhan, Hubei, 430073, China;
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Wuhan, Hubei, 430073, China)

Abstract; Entrepreneurship not only give a huge economic profits to the individual,but also create economic
value for the community,and its political and social impact encourage the scholars to research on what kind of per-
son is suitable to be entrepreneurs. However, entrepreneurial research based on trait theory or cognitive characteris-
tics is not enough to explain the behavior reaction of entrepreneurs to potential opportunities, so it is necessary to ex-
plore other explanatory mechanisms of entrepreneur’s behavior choice. Individual identity is the cognitive framework
to explain the individual behavior,entrepreneurial identity can reflect in the entrepreneurial behavior, which is the
entrepreneurs’ reaction of the identity identification,and entrepreneurial behavior shows large difference under dif-
ferent identity. Based on this, recent research about the entrepreneur identity has begun to examine how identity
differences affect the entrepreneurial opportunity recognition behavior and resource acquisition behaviors. While , so-
cial identity theory and role identity theory provides a different perspective to interpret this process.

This paper reviews the concept of entrepreneurial identity , from the two dimensions of social identity and role i-
dentity. By comparison, it is suggested that their interpretation about the connotation of the entrepreneurs identity
and the behavior patterns are different, mainly reflected in two aspects: firstly, the two theories explain the entrepre-
neur identity from different angles of view:according to social identity theory,the entrepreneurial social identity is
accomplished through self classification,and in the role identity theory,individual understanding and recognition of
the role is to be shaped in the interact with other people; secondly,the interpretation of entrepreneurial behavior
and motivation mechanism are different: by the social identity theory, entrepreneurial motivations are qualitatively
classified into different types,and the individual has always been in the pursuit of the behavior and action that con-
sist with their social identity in the process of entrepreneurship,while in the perspective of role identity, entrepre-
neur’ motivation and goal is diversified in the different stages of entrepreneurial process,do not have consistency,
when the entrepreneur role identity changes with the entrepreneurial process,their business objectives and entrepre-
neurial behavior will also change,to keep consistent with the role identity.

However, according to the previous studies, it is found that although the social identity theory and role identity
theory had a competition for a period of time, the integration of the two theories will be more helpful to provide a
more comprehensive understanding of entrepreneurship status. The identity of the individual can be molded by social
identity theory and role identity theory. This paper take this idea as the foundation,and combining with the previous
research ,raised that both social identity and role identity can exist at the same time , entrepreneurs will try to create
the role identity in the way to express their social identity. Powell &Baker proposed three fusion path according to
the consistency of entrepreneur’s social identity and role identity.

Finally,the future research direction is prospected. Entrepreneurial behavior is a dynamic process. It may ig-
nore the influence of behavior factors, when explain the entrepreneur’s identity only from the cognitive
perspective. Therefore , future research will continue to study the entrepreneurial behaviors from the following three
aspects ; firstly , future research can further explore the social identity and role identity types of entrepreneurs,to en-
rich entrepreneurs identity system; secondly,the individual identity can also be expanded to the team identity , fur-
ther study can explore the identity characteristics of entrepreneurial team and its influence on the team performance;
thirdly, the qualitative research method and quantitative research method can be combined. Current research on the
concept of entrepreneurial identity are mainly conducted from a methodological perspective of qualitative research,
future researchers may want to develop scale to test the identity connotation,so that the concept of entrepreneur i-
dentity can be applied in a large-scale empirical study,in order to enrich the entrepreneurship research.

Key Words: entrepreneurs identity ; social identity; role identity
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