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Abstract: Social entrepreneurship has recently become a much-desired area of research for academia,
practices, and policymaking. Natural or cognitive personal thoughtfulness like loving-kindness
meditation (LKM) and compassion trigger individual intentions towards the social entrepreneurial
venture. In this process of individual social entrepreneurial intention personality trait plays a very
vital role, such as entrepreneurship resilience. For this study, a purposive sampling technique was
incorporated and data was collected from 631 business and management sciences students. Data
is analyzed by SPSS 23 and for the hypothesis testing, we used the bootstrap analysis of Hayes
PROCESS v3.5. This study depicts that LKM has a positive significant impact on compassion and
no significant impact on social entrepreneurship intentions while resilience strengthens the direct
relationship of compassion with social entrepreneurship and the indirect relationship of LKM with
social entrepreneurship via compassion. This study contributes to solving the economic and social
problems over the globe especially by boosting the LKM and resilience traits so that the young
graduate commence social entrepreneurship. This study helps the academician and policymakers
to adopt strategies through which they can encourage youth to indulge in social entrepreneurial
ventures solve the social problem and decrease unemployment.

Keywords: LKM; compassion; entrepreneurship resilience; social entrepreneurship

1. Introduction

Social entrepreneurship has become a very appealing and endeavoring area of re-
search for the researchers and the community so that it paves the ways of business con-
nections with social and collective issues to create aggregate and social value [1,2]. Social
entrepreneurship has recently become a very desired area of research for practice, policy-
making, and business academics [3]. Social entrepreneurship currently has obtained a lot
of attention [4]. In recent years, the concept of social entrepreneurship has caught much
attention of academics and professional practitioners, as shown by an increase in the size of
theoretical literature and by the growth of new scientific and non-scientific communities [5].
The market or business approach to resolve the social issues of a particular community, so-
cial entrepreneurship has coupled with two distinct and noble targets; generating economic
value and generating social value. In both social and economic domain, urgent need for
establishing social entrepreneurship arise, through which the people solve the economic
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and social problems with the best characteristic of generating employment opportunities
for an unemployed person of a particular community [6].

Social entrepreneurship is a meaningful process developed on the IIS of the base of
institutional settings to fulfill emotional and social needs [7]. The collective and prosocial
compassion-driven emotions triggered social entrepreneurship [8]. Many researchers
set passion and compassion as a basic instigator of social entrepreneurship, which is
emotional [1]. So, compassion has been recognized as a basic motivator towards social
entrepreneurship rather than any other self-oriented motivations. Much of the existing
research does not fully examine the factors that trigger social entrepreneurship, thus
the factors that encourage social entrepreneurship still unexplored, which motivates the
persons towards social entrepreneurship [9].

Research has been conducted with respect to different dimensions of social entrepreneur-
ship like entrepreneurial intentions of students in social entrepreneurship [6], concerns of
measuring social growth strategy in social entrepreneurship [10], opportunities for social en-
trepreneurship [7], social entrepreneurship present and past [11], social entrepreneurship for
development peace and social development [6], social sense-making and social entrepreneur-
ship [11], social base and social integration for social entrepreneurship [12], and in other
different dimensions and factors, which affect the intentions towards the social entrepreneur-
ship but the in this study we specifically discussing some personality traits, which boost the
intentions towards the social entrepreneurship. These personality traits are loving-kindness
meditation (LKM), compassion, and entrepreneurship resilience, these personality traits in-
teract with each other in this study to enhance the social entrepreneurship intentions. This
research is conducted to solve the following problem statement “which factors/personality
traits trigger the intentions towards the social entrepreneurship”.

This study is conducted to satisfy the following research questions. These research
questions of this study are; what are the meditations being essential for the intentions
of social entrepreneurship? What is the impact of LKM on compassion? What is the
impact of compassion on intentions towards social entrepreneurship? Is compassion have
a mediating role between the relationship of LKM and social entrepreneurship? It is also
the important research question of this study that, what is the role of entrepreneurship re-
silience in the relationship of compassion and social entrepreneurship? Is compassion have
any mediating role in the relation of LKM and social entrepreneurship? Is entrepreneurship
resilience have a moderating role in the relation of compassion and social entrepreneurship?
The above mentioned are the research questions, which have to be answered through this
imperial study.

The objectives of this study are to explain the relation between LKM and compassion,
to explain the relationship between compassion and social entrepreneurship, and to explain
the relation between LKM and social entrepreneurship. It is also the objective of our study
to find out the thought/meditation that a person must have, to develop the thinking about
the formation of social entrepreneurship for the sake of economic and social objectives.
Objectives of this study also include checking the mediating effect of compassion between
the relationship of LKM and social entrepreneurship. The objectives of this study also
include checking the conditional role (moderating role) of entrepreneurship resilience
between the existing relationship of compassion and social entrepreneurship.

It is also the objective of the study is to explore the factors that trigger the intentions
towards social entrepreneurship.

This study is conducted mainly to highlight the significance and impact of social en-
trepreneurship academically, and practice and for policy-makers. This study highlights the
configuration of one’s thoughtful meditation towards social entrepreneurship. This study
also focuses on the personality trait that triggers them to establish social entrepreneurship.
This study also distinguishes social entrepreneurship from other forms of entrepreneur-
ship and undertakings. This study also highlights resilience, as a personality trait that
strengthens the compassion and social entrepreneurship relation, more resilience more
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intentions of compassionate spirit towards social entrepreneurship, and less resilience
week the intentions of compassionate spirit towards social entrepreneurship.

The factors that trigger the social entrepreneurship are the very rich area of study in
the current era. In Pakistan, it is lacking to flourish social entrepreneurship practically
and also academically. So, this empirical study focuses on the mediations, which enable
the individuals towards social entrepreneurship. Moreover, there is a lacking of social
entrepreneurship, which is based on collectivism, empathy, compassion, or LKM. The
objective of this empirical study is to enhance the spirit of social entrepreneurship among
the public especially among business students through the mediations of LKM, sympathy,
compassion, and resilience.

Social entrepreneurship is helpful for social and economic problems. It helps reducing
poverty, unemployment, and the shortage of certain goods or services [13]. The focus of
this paper is to highlight that why people/students choosing social entrepreneurship as a
profession and what kind of people/students choose this profession, it means what are
the traits, feature, or emotions a person must have to adopt the social entrepreneurship
as a profession. This study also critically state that our students are job seeker rather
than job or opportunity creator. This study may contribute to solving the economic and
social problems of the certain persons or society, which have the emotions of LKM and
compassion. This empirical study also contributes theatrically in the literature of the world
in the field of research, practice, and academia.

1.1. Defining the Variables
1.1.1. Loving-Kindness Meditation (LKM)

The classic LKM directs the individuals in different phases of thoughtfulness processes.
Persons are guided to handle deep feelings of loving-kind toward the self, a peer, an
unrelated person, a person having an adverse attitude, a group of persons working on
one assignment, and finally about the whole world [14]. One of the major distinguishing
features of the LKM is that it relies on emotional situations of loving and kindness regarding
all stakeholders [5]. LKM focus on the development of pleasant social bindings with each
other’s and with the environment with the increasing dose of kindness, caring, and love
emotions [14]. In real meaning, LKM implies a continuous process of thinking about
happiness and healthiness of self, others and reducing self and others from sufferings
regarding losses to self, others, and nature i.e., plants, animals, and planet [15].

1.1.2. Compassion

Compassion is an emotion through which the person is socially connected with others
and wants to solve the issues of others [16] and crops warmth to the throbbing and wants
of the others [17]. Compassion is one’s explicit exhibition of the extensive consciousness of
empathy towards others [17]. Observing others in soreness and distress, person might be
an experience with compassion through which such person tries to minimize or remove the
sufferings or pains of others [18]. The aspiration to prosocial enthusiasm, which is defined
by Grant “the desire to expend effort to benefit other people”. Precisely, compassion actions
as the prosocial instigator, which works through the emotional association to help others
that are in sufferings [14].

1.1.3. Entrepreneurship Resilience

Resilience may be defined as one’s personal ability to handle negative or opposed
conditions particularly when one facing experiencing a greater level of pressure, threat,
or disturbance [12,19]. Entrepreneurial resilience is a personality behavior trait of a stable
personality and it considered important for one’s psychological regulations while facing
up and down conditions during the process of entrepreneurship [20]. Entrepreneurship
resilience determined the outcome and future of entrepreneurship. We may say that the
future of entrepreneurship depends upon the entrepreneur’s ability of resilience, how he
or she overcome or handle the adverse or negative condition while entrepreneurship [16].
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It comprises one’s traits to utilize the resilience and show interests a readiness for future
and current challenges faced by entrepreneurship [21]. It is also admitted in pursuing the
resilience that individual’s while in the process of running entrepreneurship he or she
shows his personal commitment, psychological accomplishment, contentment, happiness,
and enjoyment [14,20]. The steady and reliable intrinsic inspiration, which lies with
individuals arise internally result in highly resilience in one’s personality seem to be more
committed and enthusiastic in the bitter and adverse situation [11].

1.1.4. Social Entrepreneurship

In the wider term, social entrepreneurship basically focusses on solving the social
problems of the people intact with business activities, assist them in their activities, which
may have multiple forms like cooperatives, credit unions, employees owned concerns,
housing associations, community enterprise, and business development trusts [22,23].
Social entrepreneurship is a type of venture that is formed mainly to generate a positive
influence on the society one on social well-being [24] and developing greater social values
by helping great number of stakeholders in connection with specific objectives resolve
some social issues [25]. The concept “social entrepreneurship” is derived from “commercial
entrepreneurship”, which means to focus on financial values instead of social values, which
is the subject matter of social entrepreneurship [26].

Social entrepreneurship means gathering innovative means combining with resources
to avail new opportunities to bring social change or to deal with social needs [3]. Ref. [27]
suggest social entrepreneurship is very crucial and for worldwide prosperity and social
welfare. Apparently, a social entrepreneur solves social issues, appearing as self-evident,
based on his value judgment as an individual on the behalf or favor of another group
of persons for their welfare and well-being. Social entrepreneurs grasp varying under-
standings about the sphere that they carry to bear in the contemplation of a specific social
problem [28].

2. Literature Review

Social entrepreneurship is a unique form of entrepreneurship that is initiated by
compassion, with a view to develop social entrepreneurship as caring entrepreneurs, this
argument is based on the theory of ethics of care. Social entrepreneurship is a form of
entrepreneurship, which is based on the theory of ethics of care [29]. While focusing on all
the factors that motivate social entrepreneurship, this motivation the, ethics of care claimed
as the essence for the formation of social entrepreneurship [13]. Social entrepreneurship
means the entrepreneurial process to satisfy some social mission on the grounds of care for
others because they realize the responsibility of taking care for others and giving them due
care [30]. On these grounds, it may be stated that care ethics pursue the persons towards
the social entrepreneurship. A social entrepreneur is a person who endorses himself for
taking care of others to solve social problems of all the beneficiaries in certain communities
or locations to maximize their social impacts [31].

The persons who have intentions towards social entrepreneurship focus his/her
attention only on the care for others along with other objectives to use the resources, to start
up the process, and how to manage the solutions to solve the problems of the society [6].
So, on the basis of above-mentioned arguments by different research, our research model
was developed on the basis of ethics of care theory. It is also claimed that ethics of care has
been formerly linked with feminism and justice, some of the theorists disagree with the
justice part of ethics of care on the grounds that justice is an cognitive approach relating
with the particular principles; rather care ethics concerned with moral alignment and care
for others impartial to gender and justice [32]. The theorist of ethics of care [33] narrated
an idea about care that females are more care oriented and males are more justice oriented.
Caring implies empathy towards others and the actions of a person who is taking care is
undertaken to fulfill the needs of others and tries to solve the problems of others [3].
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Care is defined as, “Impact should not just be about serving more people—it should
be about serving them well” [31]. Ethics of care is defined as the engagement of someone
in a specific objective in order to make the world better by taking care of others regarding
their needs based on emotional empathy and afterwards going through struggles to fulfill
these needs [13]. The theory of ethics of care comprises four of its phases acknowledged
by [3] in order to narrate care as a process of being passionate, caring about means the
vigilance about the other’s needs, taking care of means the responsiveness in connection
with the other’s needs, care giving means the struggle to fulfill the other’s needs, and care
receiving means listening to others, whether their need is actually fulfilled or not. The
thing that is very interesting in these four phases of care is that the early two of the four
phases is related to the state of emotions and the last two of the four phases is related to
the practice. To argue in favor of ethics of care is the valuable framework developed by
the in which compassion is recognized as the driver towards social entrepreneurship, so
in light of the above arguments by the theorists [22] a researcher [13] about the theory of
ethics of the care, our model was fully supported by this theory because our two prominent
variables, i.e., LKM and compassion, are fulfilling the criteria of care, these two variables of
our study are recognized as the drivers of social entrepreneurship. The model of this study
was fully supported by the theory of ethics of care.

2.1. Loving-Kindness Meditation (LKM) and Compassion

LKM is considered the most valuable, effective, and active way to approach and
improve compassion [34]. This is very much consistent with the theory of care ethics that a
person who has care emotions will have care of others and will also act for the care and
welfare of others [31]. Loving-kindness gradually reduces stress and biological stress [35].
Concerning mutual humanity, [11] states that LKM involvement increases community
connectedness along with positive appraisals about self and others. Several studies are
consistent with the result that loving-kindness enhances compassion [14,15]. It claimed
in the study that LKM enhances the emotions of compassion for others as a prosocial
behavior [36], it also promotes feelings related to compassion towards others to nature
and the universe [15]. Ref. [14] in the paradigm of loving-kindness also emphasize that
loving-kindness improves day-to-day experiences of helpful and encouraging emotions.
The aspects of compassion and self-kindness are mostly affected by their caring and
kindheartedness involvement [37]. Ref. [10] inspect using meta-analysis and systematic
review that loving-kindness has a positive effect on compassion. Several studies claim that
loving-kindness arouse the sympathy relevant system in the brain along with the sections
of social cognition [14]. LKM proved to be the best way to attain compassion. With the
help of the collected literature mentioned above, we might hypothesize:

Hypothesis 1. LKM is directly related with compassion.

2.2. Compassion with Social Entrepreneurship

Ref. [13] examine the role compassion played in the process of motivation people
towards social entrepreneurship. While differentiating between entrepreneurship and
social entrepreneurship, [27] states that social entrepreneurship mainly highlights a social
mission, which may help in the elimination of poverty or solving social issues faced along
with financial earnings; also distinct from those organizations that are purely focused on
enhancing the shareholder’s value. It is strongly claimed that compassion reverses the fun-
damental criteria for evaluation of entrepreneurship focusing on other or social bases along
with aggressively misrepresenting someone’s perceived efficacy, commitment towards
creating the social value, and solving social issues [9,27]. In simple words, compassion
develops a cognitive process that is motivated in generating accompaniments to traditional
philosophies of entrepreneurship. Ref. [9] advocate about distinct inspirations, rather
than commercial or self-profit motives, which stimulate the intentions towards the social
entrepreneurship whereas [11] claimed that compassion produces outcomes in the way
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to forming the social undertaking, which satisfy their emotions regarding solving some
particular social issues that exist in their community and finally give intentions towards the
formation of social entrepreneurship. States that self-compassion triggers one’s personal
desire to help others especially in those times when other people or a community are in the
process of serious sufferings or problems. Moreover compassion increases the prosocial
behavior to eliminate the sufferings of other people to satisfy one’s personal desire or
emotions [6].

While focusing on motivational factors that stimulate the social entrepreneurship
we cannot miss the main factor, compassion [38]. Compassion generates feeling to solve
social problems or issues that are suffered by the community. Explicitly, we claim that
compassion with the other direction and emotional linking act by way of a prosocial
instigator of perceptive and affecting developments that are measured preconditions for
activity of social entrepreneurship [27]. So, on the basis of the above logics and literature
we assume that compassion encourages individuals to be involved in the process of social
entrepreneurship. Compassion works as a stimulus for forming social entrepreneurship.
On the basis of these arguments, we hypothesized that:

Hypothesis 2. Compassion is directly related with social entrepreneurship.

2.3. Loving-Kindness Meditation (LKM) and Social Entrepreneurship

Many social entrepreneurship researchers posit that LKM is a major driver of social
entrepreneurial performance. LKM focus on improvement of pleasurable social ties with
each other’s and with the atmosphere with the increasing prescription of kindness, helpful,
and love emotions [39]. LKM implies a continuous process of thinking about happiness
and healthiness of self and others and reducing self and others from sorrows regarding self,
others, and nature (plant, animals, and planet) without any discrimination [15]. Keeping in
view the background of the social entrepreneurship, individual’s general emotions towards
general kindness remains the key factor through which such individuals group the other
persons, which derive from some social and financial requirements. LKM recognized as an
antecedent towards social entrepreneurship [23,40]. The person who have the thoughts
like love and kindness towards others especially in the situation in which other people
or community are in sufferings or pains then they motivate to take some sustainable
decisions towards the social entrepreneurship [40]. Caring is one of the individual traits of
a person that motivate that individual to resolve the economic and social issues of others
by stepping towards the formation of such an enterprise through which such an individual
feels satisfaction and satisfies their thirst for caring [13].

In an additional investigation regarding social entrepreneurship programs, researchers
also establish that LKM remained constrained in the practices of social entrepreneur-
ship [14,27]. This study proposes that LKM for individuals in wide-ranging encourag-
ing/stimulating sufficient intentions towards the development of social entrepreneurial
intentions. To satisfy one’s prosocial inspirations, to solve the particular social issues, and
to synthesize his intentions a social entrepreneur may use their LKM as a stroke with a
particular group of disregarded persons. To provoke LKM with the distress of that specific
community and promote social entrepreneurship. On the basis of above debate, we could
develop such a hypothesis:

Hypothesis 3. LKM is directly related with social entrepreneurship.

2.4. Compassion Mediates the Relation between LKM and Social Entrepreneurship

Compassion severely defined as the expressive and emotional response of kindness
for nature, all beings, others, and self with an emotional desire to improve suffering [41].
Empirical research findings are powerfully reassuring of this logic, presentation that
compassion reliably facilitates LKM, feelings, and behaviors [29]. For illustration, [34] catch
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that compassion may be nurtured with LKM training and suggestions linking this with
humane behavior.

In recent, [15] presented that LKM goes outside social relatedness, it also goes to
the gradual development of compassion meditations in the LKM practices. We theorized
that compassion emotions definitely link with LKM to social entrepreneurship. While
in the process of establishing social entrepreneurship, compassion acts as a prosocial
and sympathetic integrative thoughtfulness intermediary and assurance to improving
suffering of others. We became to theorize because of the close by communication between
kindness emotions and social entrepreneurship along with sustainable environmental
entrepreneurship that it can be addressed through compassion [34].

2.5. Entrepreneurship Resilience Moderates the Relation between Compassion and
Social Entrepreneurship

Resilience is about the person’s ability to adjust well to negative conditions, par-
ticularly when such a person is facing extraordinary stages of strain, threat, trauma, or
stress [42]. Entrepreneurship resilience is very much related with the entrepreneurship
especially with the social entrepreneurship just because of two reasons; one is that most of
the scholars considered the resilience as a combination of individual traits like self-efficacy,
tenacity, readiness, and hardiness to clarify how some of the entrepreneurs are successful in
their entrepreneurships if they have such resilience traits rather than those entrepreneurs
who have less resilience traits are less successful in the field of entrepreneurships; the sec-
ond reason is that behavior and cognitive entrepreneurial capabilities for the unique form
of entrepreneurship just like the social entrepreneurship has more potential to meet/handle
the situations to adjust with and to perform the social entrepreneurship responsibilities for
a longer period of time through his resilience traits [14].

In broader speaking, care ethics defined as “a species of activity that includes every-
thing we do to maintain, contain, and repair our ‘world’ so that we can live in it as well
as possible” [43]. So, on this basis of the theory, the persons who have more resilience
can practically put in more efforts for serving the people well because such a resilient
person has more energy and enthusiasm to serve the society. The theory of ethics of care
comprises four of its phases acknowledged by [22] in order to narrate care as a process of
being passionate, caring about means the vigilance about the other’s needs, taking caring
of means the responsiveness in connection with the other’s needs, care giving means a
struggle to fulfill the other’s needs, and care receiving means listening to others, whether
their need is actually fulfilled or not. The thing that is very interesting in these four phases
of care is that the early two of the four phases are related to the state of emotions and the
last two of the four phases are related to the practice. So, on the basis of last two phases of
the theory of care of ethics, which is related to the practice, these last two phases are directly
related to the resilience quality of the person regarding solving the social and economic
problems of the society. More resilience in such a person will result in more care practically
and less resilience will result in less care practically. To argue in favor of ethics of care is
the valuable framework developed by the [5] in which compassion is recognized as the
driver towards social entrepreneurship about the theory of ethics of the care, our mod-
erator, i.e., entrepreneurship resilience, is fully supported by this theory on the grounds
that entrepreneurship resilience has a conditional effect on this model and a moderating
effect in a direct relationship between compassion with social entrepreneurship and also
an indirect relationship between LKM with social entrepreneurship via compassion.

More resilience predicted more self-entrepreneurship and less resilience predicted
less self-entrepreneurship [44]. With the effects of entrepreneurship resilience on the direct
relationship of compassion with social entrepreneurship being stronger in the case of a
person that is more resilient and these special effects weaker in the case of a person that is
less resilient. With these special effects of entrepreneurship resilience on the indirect effect
of compassion in the relationship of LKM with social entrepreneurship being stronger in
the case of a person that is more resilient and these special effects weaker in the case of
a person that is found less resilient. Further it is assumed that under a situation when a
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person has a high degree of entrepreneurship resilience it will enhance the levels of social
entrepreneurial interests and readiness for social entrepreneurial challenges, and under
the situation when a person has a low degree of entrepreneurship resilience it will lower
the levels of social entrepreneurial interests and less readiness for social entrepreneurial
challenges. Thus, we hypothesized that:

Hypothesis 4. Entrepreneurial resilience moderates the direct relationship between compassion
with social entrepreneurship.

Hypothesis 5. Entrepreneurial resilience moderates the indirect relationship between LKM with
social entrepreneurship via compassion.

All the hypothesis are shown in the theoretical model depicted in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Theoretical model.

3. Research Methodology

This paper provides insights for the positivism and deductive approach. The sur-
vey questionnaire was used for data collection by using the non-probability sampling
technique. The non-probability convenience sampling technique was used to select the
samples. The model in this study was tested on a sample of Pakistani students in the field
of business and management studies, which is persistent as per the studies of [45] in which
300 students are selected from the universities of Turkey to test the empirically study for
support the proposed model regarding intentions of entrepreneurship [6]. Such model
research represents the specific contextual factors that are relating with the young person’s
social entrepreneurship intentions. There are also some other examples of such models
in which entrepreneurship/social entrepreneurship data is collected through the samples
of institution of higher education students in Kenya by [46]. This study was based on the
“person-entrepreneurship fit” model, which was suggested primarily in “2006 by Mair
and Noboa” in which firstly explored the antecedents of students’ social entrepreneurship
intentions [6]. “Mair and Noboa’s model” is also established on “Ajzen’s theory of planned
behavior”, which suggests that social entrepreneurship intentions arise from four human
personality traits such as empathy, moral judgment, a proxy for social norms, and atti-
tude towards the behavior of others; Hockerts in 2016 also used this model in his study
regarding social organizations and antecedents of social entrepreneurship intentions in
which students are chosen as a sample for investigation [6]. Data were collected from
the business and management sciences students belonging from different universities
of HEC recognized from different cities of the Punjab province. Due to COVID-19, an
online questionnaire was distributed through google forms among the students of the
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above mentioned cities, in total 900 questionnaires were distributed among students with
the assistance of their teachers at time lag 1. Out of which we received 587 completely
filled questionnaire with the response rate of 65.22%. In the second time lag survey it
was circulated only to the 587 students who correctly responded in first phase, and in
total 463 completed questionnaires were returned, with the response rate of 78.87%. A
total of 430 questionnaires were also distributed traditionally among the students of the
above mentioned cities, with the assistance of their teachers at time lag 1. Out of which we
received 310 completely filled questionnaires with the response rate of 72.09%. The second
time lag survey was circulated only to the 310 students who correctly responded in first
phase, and in total 276 completed questionnaires were returned, with the response rate
of 89.09%. Respondents included both male and female students who were students of
BBA, MBA, and MS business and management sciences. Total online responses of 463 and
traditionally collected responses of 261 were analyzed then 93 responses were discarded
due to incompletion then we had a final sample size of 631 for empirical analysis.

3.1. Research Instruments

In this survey, we collected data through a written questionnaire. Using a 5-point
Likert scale from SD (strongly disagree, very low extent) to SA (strongly agree, very high
extent). At time lag-1, we collected data on LKM and compassion. At time lag-2, we
collected data on entrepreneurship resilience and social entrepreneurship. The purpose
of collecting the data in two time lags is to reduce the biasness of the respondent. Cross
sectional data was used for this study, which was collected in two time lags to avoid
biasness of the respondent.

3.1.1. LKM

This scale of LKM comprises of four items through which respondents expressed
their thoughtfulness regarding love, kindness, and sympathy [47]. It is specified that [47]
has developed the scale of LKM. The scale of LKM is developed for the particular study
conducted by [47]. In this scale the following items are included: “I always help people
or animals in difficulty”; “I do not with the intention of hurting anyone’s feelings.”; “If
I cannot help people in difficulty I would find ways for others to help”; and “If I do not
have kind words to say, I say nothing”. This scale had a Cronbach alpha of 0.862. Average
extracted variance (AVE) was 0.663.

3.1.2. Compassion

We used a scale of compassion used by [48]. This scale has the 5-items such as: “I am a
very compassionate person”; “I often notice people who need help”; “When I see someone
hurt or in need, I feel a powerful urge to take care of them”; “It’s important to take care of
people who are vulnerable”; and “Taking care of others gives me a warm feeling inside”.
The Cronbach alpha for this scale of compassion was 0.897. Average extracted variance
(AVE) was 0.696.

3.1.3. Entrepreneurship Resilience

For measuring the entrepreneurship resilience, we adopted the scale developed by [49].
This scale has the four items. The items of this scale are: “I look for creative ways to alter
difficult situations.”; “Regardless of what happens to me, I believe I can control my reaction
to it”; “I believe I can grow in positive ways by dealing with difficult situations”; and “I
actively look for ways to replace the losses I encounter in life”. The Cronbach alpha for this
scale of entrepreneurship was 0.812. Average extracted variance (AVE) was 0.516.

3.1.4. Social Entrepreneurship

To measure the social entrepreneurship we adopted a scale used by [33]. This scale has
the five items. The items of this scale are: “Management are concerned about employees’
problems”; “There is management commitment to the surrounding social problems”;
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“When evaluating the different methodologies necessary to address a problem, their social
benefits are taken into account”; “When defining the objectives of the company, not all
have an economic component, some have a social character” and “The company seeks
information on business projects that, at the same time, can have a social benefit”. The
Cronbach alpha for this scale of social entrepreneurship was 0.867. Average extracted
variance (AVE) was 0.592.

4. Results and Findings
4.1. Demographics of the Respondents

Respondents include both male and female students who were students of BBA,
MBA, and MS business and management sciences. The total online responses of 463 and
traditionally collected responses of 261 were analyzed then 93 responses were discarded
due to incompletion then we had a final sample size of 631 for empirical analysis as
mentioned in Table 1 and depicted in Figure 2 Age of the respondents are shown in Table 2
and depicted in Figure 3.

Table 1. Gender of respondents.

Gender Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent

Male 415 65.8 65.8
Female 216 34.2 100.0

Total 631 100.0

Figure 2. Gender of respondents.

Table 2. Age of respondents.

Age Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent

below 22 121 19..1 19.2
22–24 278 44.1 63.2

above 24 232 36.8 100.0
Total 631 100.0
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Figure 3. Age of respondents.

4.2. Reliability Analysis

Cronbach’s alpha is the most widely used device to measure reliability. If the value of
Cronbach’s alphas is more than the 0.7 then it is acceptable and a value less than 0.7 will
not be acceptable. All the variables of this study had a Cronbach’s alpha more than 0.7,
which means that data were reliable as shown in the Table 3.

Table 3. Cronbach’s alpha.

Sr. No. Variables Cronbach’s Alpha

1 LKM 0.862
2 Compassion 0.897
3 Entrepreneurship Resilience 0.812
4 Social Entrepreneurship 0.867

4.3. Normality Analysis

The values of skewness in the model of this study were all less than +1 and greater than−1,
and the values were LKM =−0.772, compassion =−0.837, entrepreneurship resilience =−0.226,
and social entrepreneurship =−0.118, which are given in the Table 4, which shows that the data
were normally skewed. The values of kurtosis in the model of this study were all less than +1
and greater than -1, and the values were LKM =−0.201, compassion =−0.390, entrepreneurship
resilience =−0.877, and social entrepreneurship =−0.873, which are given in the Table 4 which
shows that the data were normal.

Table 4. Normality analysis.

Variables LKM Self-Compassion Entrepreneurship
Resilience

Social
Entrepreneurship

Skewness −0.772 −0.837 −0.226 0.181
S. Error Skewness 0.097 0.097 0.097 0.097

Kurtosis −0.201 −0.390 −0.877 −0.873
S. Error Kurtosis 0.194 0.194 0.194 0.194
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4.4. Descriptive Statistics

The results of descriptive statistics for all variables have been given in Table 5. Since,
we used the five points Likert scale in this study to collect data, if the mean value for any
variable lies above 3 then it means that respondents perceived it as above average.

Table 5. Descriptive statistics.

Sr. Construct Mean SD t-Value Df Sig. (2-Tailed)

1 Loving-Kindness
Meditation 3.7183 0.99900 93.496 630 0.000

2 Compassion 3.5284 1.11580 79.433 630 0.000

3 Entrepreneurship
Resilience 3.5685 0.91848 97.597 630 0.000

4 Social Entrepreneurship 3.2041 0.97018 82.960 630 0.000

The mean value for all variables is given in Table 5 and we can see that the mean value
of LKM, compassion, entrepreneurship resilience, and social entrepreneurship was more
than 3 thus we could say that these variables were satisfactory. As per Table 5 given below,
the mean was more than 3, which depicts that third option regarding the question that was
selected by the respondents in our 5-point Likert scale.

4.5. Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)
4.5.1. Model Fitness Summary for CFA

The multiple categories of indices are usually used for measuring the goodness fit of
model and their resulted values along with their accepted criterion values are given in the
table. Ref. [50] recommended the use of absolute fit indices such as root mean square error
of approximation (RMSEA), CMIN/df, normed fit index (NFI), comparative fit index (CFI),
Tucker Lewis index (TLI), goodness fit index (GFI), adjusted goodness fit index (AGFI), and
informed fit index (IFI) for determining the fitness of the model. As we can see in Table 6
all measured values now showed consistent results as per with the recommended values or
criterion [50]. The results depict that the RMSEA value was 0.055 (acceptable value <0.08),
CMIN/df value was 2.884 (acceptable value <5.00), NFI value was 0.957 (acceptable value
>0.90), CFI value was 0.971 (acceptable value >0.90), TLI value was 0.957 (acceptable value
>0.90), GFI value was 0.953 (acceptable value >0.90), AGFI value was 0.921 (acceptable
value >0.90), and IFI value was 0.972 (acceptable value >0.90), and we could conclude that
our measurement model were acceptable. All the values given in the Table 6 were in the
normal acceptable range as the threshold values are given beside it. We say that the model
was fit for this empirical analysis.

Table 6. Model fitness analysis.

Sr. No. Measures Estimated Value Default Value

1 Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation 0.055 <0.08

2 CMIN/df 2.884 <5.00
3 Normed Fit Index 0.957 >0.90
4 Comparative Fit Index 0.971 >0.90
5 Tucker Lewis Index 0.957 >0.90
6 Goodness Fit Index 0.953 >0.90
7 Adjusted Goodness Fit Index 0.921 >0.90
8 Informed Fit Index 0.972 >0.90
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4.5.2. Validity
Convergent Validity

For testing the convergent validity of the instrument, the average variance extracted
AVE and composite reliability was adopted and the results suggested that all indices values
were above 0.5 showing good convergent validity for the instrument [50]. According to [50],
the AVE values should be greater than 0.5 to show good convergent validity. Tables 7–10
show that all the values were according to the standard criterion and showing good
convergent validity for our model. Figure 4 is the pictorial view of the measurement model.

Table 7. Factor loadings and AVE value LKM.

LKM Factor Loading AVE

LKM1 0.82 0.663
LKM2 0.79
LKM3 0.81
LKM4 0.83

Table 8. Factor loadings and AVE value SC.

SC Factor Loading AVE

SC1 0.90 0.696
SC2 0.83
SC3 0.83
SC4 0.74
SC5 0.87

Table 9. Factor loadings and AVE value ER.

ER Factor Loading AVE

ER1 0.79 0.516
ER2 0.65
ER3 0.69
ER4 0.74

Table 10. Factor loadings and AVE value SE.

SE Factor Loading AVE

SE1 0.75 0.592
SE2 0.70
SE3 0.69
SE4 0.82
SE5 0.87

Discriminant Validity

Discriminant values suggested how much difference was between the factors to
determine the variance in the constructs. It was taken from the square root of AVE. Results
in Table 11 also confirmed that the square root values of AVE were higher than all the
correlations among constructs, thus confirming the convergent validity in our data. Table 11
shows that values measured and results suggested that all values were satisfactory, thus
ensuring the discriminant validity of our instrument. The values of AVE under root or
diagonal values were more than any correlation exists vertically or horizontally among
the variables.
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Figure 4. Measurement model.

Table 11. Scale correlation
√

AVE.

Variable ER LKM SE SC

ER 0.718
LKM 0.559 0.814

SE 0.568 0.534 0.769
SC 0.505 0.787 0.635 0.834

4.6. Inter Items Correlation Matrix

All the measures that were used in this study exhibited adequate reliability mentioned
in the methodology and analysis part of the paper. Table 12 depicts that LKM shows a
positive correlation with compassion (0.747 **), which was significant and had a strong
correlation, this table also shows that compassion shows a positive correlation with social
entrepreneurship (0.585 **), which was significant and had a moderate relationship, this
table also show that LKM had a positive correlation with social entrepreneurship (0.487 **)
that was significant but with a moderate relationship, this table also shows a positive
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correlation of LKM with entrepreneurship resilience (0.492 **) that was significant but with
a moderate relationship, this table also shows a positive correlation of compassion with
entrepreneurship resilience (0.438 **) that was significant but with a moderate relationship,
and also shows that resilience had a positive correlation with social entrepreneurship
(0.501 **) that was significant but with a moderate relationship.

Table 12. Inter items correlation matrix.

LKM Compassion Entrepreneurship
Resilience

Social
Entrepreneurship

LKM 1
Compassion 0.747 1

Entrepreneurship
Resilience 0.492 0.438 1

Social entrepreneurship 0.487 0.585 0.504 1

4.7. Testing of the Hypothesis

When further analysis was conducted that depicted that LKM had a significant posi-
tive relationship with compassion (β = 0.834; p < 0.001), hypothesis 1 of a direct positive
relationship between LKM and compassion was supported, and on the other side compas-
sion showed a significant positive relationship with the social entrepreneurship intentions
(β = 0.425; p < 001), so hypothesis 2 of a direct positive relationship between compassion
and social entrepreneurship was also supported. It also was depicted in Table 13 that
LKM had an insignificant positive relationship with the social entrepreneurship (β = 0.033;
p > 0.01), so hypothesis 3 of a direct positive relationship between LKM and social en-
trepreneurship intentions were not supported. First two direct relationship hypotheses of
the model of this study were accepted but the third hypothesis of the direct relationship
was rejected.

Table 13. Mediation and moderated mediation analysis.

Social Entrepreneurship

B SE LLCI ULCI P R2

Direct Effects
LKM 0.834 0.032 0.772 0.897 0.000 0.558

Compassion 0.425 0.042 0.341 0.508 0.000
0.429Entrepreneurial Resilience 0.282 0.036 0.211 0.353 0.000

Entrepreneurial Resilience
*Compassion (Interaction) 0.112 0.030 0.053 0.172 0.000

Indirect Effects
LKM→SE (direct effect) 0.033 0.050 −0.066 0.132 0.512

LKM→ SC→ SE 0.3641 0.0383 0.2901 0.4403 0.000
Conditional Indirect Effects

−1 SD 0.268 0.039 0.193 0.345
Mean 0.354 0.036 0.283 0.426
+1 SD 0.440 0.047 0.350 0.535

4.8. Mediation Analysis

For the purpose of testing hypothesis 6 of the study, the mediation effect of compassion
between LKM and social entrepreneurship, we employed the “two-step approach as
suggested by Preacher, Rucker, and Hayes (2007)”. Through this two-step approach first of
all we tested the significant relationship between the independent variable and mediating
variable (IV→Med), then we tested the significant relationship between the mediating
variable and dependent variable (Med→ DV). Both these relationships were narrated in
our hypothesis 1 and 2 and both these hypotheses were accepted in the previous part of the
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analysis. Now we went further for testing the mediation role of compassion between the
direct relationship of LKM and social entrepreneurship intentions. The results are depicted
in Table 13 showing that the direct relationship between LKM had an insignificant positive
relationship with social entrepreneurship (β = 0.033; p > 0.01) and an indirect relationship
between LKM and social entrepreneurship via compassion (β = 0.3641; p > 0.01) was
significant, so we accepted hypothesis 6 of the mediating role of compassion between the
relationship between LMK and social entrepreneurship. With the rejection of hypothesis
3 of the direct relationship of LKM with social entrepreneurship and this relationship
becoming significant for these two variables via mediation of compassion, showing the full
mediation. Consequently, we accepted hypothesis 6.

Hypothesis 6. Compassion mediates the relationship between LKM and Social entrepreneurship.

4.9. Moderated Mediation Analysis

In this section of the moderated mediation analysis, firstly we tested the moderating
role of entrepreneurship resilience on the direct relationship between compassion and social
entrepreneurship, as suggested in hypothesis 4. The outcomes of the moderation analysis
depicted in Table 13 displays that the interaction term (compassion × entrepreneurship re-
silience) had a significant impact on social entrepreneurship intentions (β = 0.112; p < 0.01).
To establish the direction of the supported significant interaction effect of compassion and
entrepreneurship resilience, we scrutinized the interaction impact (compassion and en-
trepreneurship resilience) in the graph (see Figure 1). This graph disclosed that the positive
association between compassion and social entrepreneurship was stronger when relative
entrepreneurship resilience was at a high level and the positive association between com-
passion and social entrepreneurship was weaker when relative entrepreneurship resilience
was at a low level. Therefore, hypothesis 4 of our model was supported and duly accepted.

After testing and accepting the moderating role of entrepreneurship resilience on the
direct relationship between compassion and social entrepreneurship, as was hypothesized
in hypothesis 4, we continued to test for hypothesis 5 for the conditional indirect impact
of LKM on social entrepreneurship intentions via compassion. As in compliance of the
studies reported by [44] and [51].We also used “PROCESS macro for SPSS (Hayes, 2012) to
test moderated mediation”, employing this model through which moderator affects the
subsequent stage of the (Med → DV) mediation relationship (DV → Med → DV). The
bootstrapping result as shown in Table 11 recognized three designated levels of comparative
entrepreneurship resilience for instance (−1 SD, mean SD, and +1 SD). These bootstrapping
results support that the conditional indirect effect of LKM with social entrepreneurship
intentions via compassion increases with the high level of entrepreneurship resilience and
this indirect effect of LKM with social entrepreneurship intentions via compassion decreases
with the low level of entrepreneurship resilience. These empirical results in a more specific
form reflect that the positive indirect effect of LKM on social entrepreneurship intentions via
compassion increased significantly with the increasing level of entrepreneurship resilience
such as, at −1 SD (β = 0.12, LL = 0.193, and UL = 0.345), at mean (β = 0.354, LL = 0.283,
and UL = 0.426), and at +1 SD (β = 0.440, LL = 0.350, and UL = 0.535) as shown in the
Table 13. On the basis of the above mentioned results, hypothesis 5 was fully supported and
accepted, i.e., the moderated mediated effect of LKM on social entrepreneurship intentions,
via compassion.

Entrepreneurship resilience strengthened the positive relationship between compas-
sion and social entrepreneurship. We explored the moderating effect in a graph in Figure 5,
which exposed that there was a positive relationship between entrepreneurship resilience
and social entrepreneurship and this positive relationship between entrepreneurship re-
silience and social entrepreneurship was stronger when relative coworker support was at a
higher level than when it was at a lower level. Thus, hypothesis 6 was well supported.
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Figure 5. Interaction moderation.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

LKM remains as a measure of collective meditation practices originating from Islamic
tradition and teaching. Compassion is central in Islam. Compassion is extremely more
dominant in Islam after believing in one Allah and the Last Prophet Hazrat Muhammad
(PBUH). In reality, compassion signifies the true essence of Islam and compassion is very
significant in Islamic instructions than something else after believing the unity of God
(Towhead) and Risalah (Messengership of Muhammad PBUH). There are definite words in
the Holy Quran that stand as significantly focused, four of which are very often repeated,
i.e., rahmah (compassion), adl (justice), ihsan (benevolence), and hikmah (wisdom).

The result of this study highlights that LKM motivated persons toward social en-
trepreneurship with the help of their compassion thoughtfulness, and this motivation
will be at a high level if such a person also has the trait of entrepreneurship resilience.
The first hypothesis of this study was accepted, which claimed that LKM has a direct
positive relationship with compassion, which is consistent with the studies of [11]. It
was also highlighted in the results that there was a direct positive significant relationship
between LKM and compassion and the model fit also proved that tested compassion was
a mediator between LKM and social entrepreneurship. This process of LKM towards
compassion is just to satisfy some social and economic needs of self, others, and soci-
ety. In doing this, compassion functioned as the original motivational instrument, with
the help of LKM being decoded into social entrepreneurship intentions. The second hy-
pothesis of the study claimed that compassion is a direct positive relation with the social
entrepreneurship, which is also consistent with the findings of the studies of [11]. One
notable thing in the results of study is that the direct positive impact of LKM on social
entrepreneurship (0.033) was insignificant and the indirect relationship of LKM with so-
cial entrepreneurship via compassion (0.3641) was significant and positive, it means that
compassion was fully mediated in the model of our study. This shows that LKM did
not directly control social entrepreneurship intentions, besides LKM indirectly controlled
compassion to social entrepreneurship intentions. These above mentioned studies that
show a significant relationship between LKM and social entrepreneurship are in the context
of other countries but our study shows an insignificant relationship between LKM and
social entrepreneurship that is conducted with culture included. Data were gathered from
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the students where the context, culture, and background of the students were entirely
different from the other countries. This relationship was not significant because students
even having the emotions of LKM had no intentions for social entrepreneurship because
they had their own personal problems, most of the students had their family and financial
problems due to which they were bound to do a job to earn money instead of solving the
social problems of society and having social entrepreneurship. Based on the contextual
differences, poverty problems, unemployment, and highly expensive higher education
the students tend to have jobs instead of having social entrepreneurship, which is why
there was no significant relationship found between LKM and social entrepreneurship.
Lastly the results of this study supported that entrepreneurship resilience mechanics were
stronger than the mediation effect of compassion on the relationship between LKM and
social entrepreneurship. The results of this study were very much consistent with the
findings of several studies like [10,52], which acknowledged that the resilience ability of a
person worked as a significant factor related with frequent entrepreneurship results, like
entrepreneurial manners, intents, and interests, moreover resilience is a personal ability to
handle the failure situations of an entrepreneurship. Moderation of resilience is significant
in this study. This study proved that the entrepreneurship resilience was stronger the
relationship between the compassion and social entrepreneurship and between the indirect
relationship of LKM and social entrepreneurship via compassion.

The model of this study was also supported by the “ethics of care” theory. Care
ethics is defined as “a species of activity that includes everything we do to maintain,
contain, and repair our ‘world’ so that we can live in it as well as possible” [43]. On the
notion of this theory, our model also expressed that only those persons having LKM and
compassionate feelings, which are purely based on ethics of care, can be turned towards
social entrepreneurship, in contrast persons who do not have the ethics of care in them
cannot be motivated towards social entrepreneurship. Social entrepreneurship means
the entrepreneurial process with the objective of satisfying some social mission, so it is
proposed that social entrepreneurs execute the social entrepreneurship on the grounds of
care for other, because they realize the responsibility of taking care of others and giving
them due care [3]. On these grounds, it may be stated that care ethics pursue persons
toward social entrepreneurship.

5.1. Implication
5.1.1. Practical Implications

The findings of this study with a practical perspective suggest that the persons who
have the emotions of LKM and compassion can satisfy their emotions by way of formation
of social entrepreneurship. The persons in a particular community that have the emotions
of LKM and compassion, also have a thrill of solving the economic and social problems
of others that can satisfy and fulfil their desire by commencing social entrepreneurship;
through this social entrepreneurship undertaking they can solve particular social and
economic issues of their society and satisfy their emotions. As there is already a major
problem of unemployment that exists, to address this problem the model of this study
suggests for students of business and management sciences that have the emotions of LKM
and compassion could start at their societal places social entrepreneurship, so it provides
them an opportunity to do their own undertakings, i.e., social entrepreneurship, and they
can solve the financial and social problems of others.

For the purpose of entrepreneurial education and training, this model of LKM de-
livers practical suggestions. This study model could contribute practically in the field
of entrepreneurial education, the students/persons who are prosocial and have positive
emotions, entrepreneurial resilience, government support, and entrepreneurship educa-
tion and training make it feasible with regard to social entrepreneurship. While in the
entrepreneurship education and training process students may be familiarized with the
obstacles or challenges they may have to face [23] in order to create the traits of resilience
in themselves to meet the unexpected or failure result in social entrepreneurship.
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Another implication and practical contribution of this study was the key role of
resilience towards social entrepreneurship. Social entrepreneurship is not such an easy
task, especially since it is a difficult task to bring all the participants on one page regarding
decisions, issues, disharmony, disputes, and stress. So, it is humbly suggested for higher
educational institutes especially for business and management sciences to add in their
academic schemes the resilience trait and the role of resilience in undertaking especially
in entrepreneurship, so that the resilience trait may be strengthened or developed in the
students of business and management sciences.

This study also had some public policy and community implementations as shown in
the Figure 6. For public policy it is suggested by this study that some incentives, reliefs,
and tax exemptions may be formulated in such a type of undertakings that comes under
the jurisdictions of social entrepreneurship in order to enhance motivation among commu-
nities towards social entrepreneurships, so that communities may solve their economic,
financial, and social problems on their own rather than looking for government or other
employers for employment opportunities. Unemployment is one of the biggest and most
serious problems, this unemployment problem can be addressed through public policy
regarding undertakings of social entrepreneurships giving some incentives, reliefs, and tax
exemptions, so that the communities can take initiatives to avail the incentives and reliefs
to overcome their economic and social problems and employ themselves on their own.

Figure 6. Practical implication.

5.1.2. Theoretical Implication

The model of this study advanced a vital contribution in the literature of LKM, com-
passion, entrepreneurship resilience, and social entrepreneurship. Social entrepreneurship
comes from compassion [4], but it has not been discussed that compassion is directed by
LKM, so our study contributed to the literature that LKM acts as a driver of compassion,
which identified the intentions towards social entrepreneurship.

The findings of this study also open opportunities for research scholars to contribute
their research in the way how prosocial persons can satisfy their emotions while keeping
their financial and social concerns. This study develops the understanding in how some
antecedents and prosocial behavior of persons like LKM, compassion, and resilience play
a vital role for enhancing the social entrepreneurship intentions, this understanding will
open new horizons for researchers in the field of social entrepreneurship.

While deep insights about LKM and compassion for social entrepreneurship decisions
as a foundation of effective behavior, this effective behavior was extended in this study by
adding a moderating role of entrepreneurship resilience as a further variable in order to ex-
amine the impact of LKM and compassion on social entrepreneurship with the conditional
effect of entrepreneurship resilience. Already there is several research that has been done
on the entrepreneurship and compassion relationship but no study has been conducted
to understand the entrepreneurs’ compassion as a facilitator or as a mediator towards
the relationship between LKM and social entrepreneurship so this understanding was
developed through this study, this is also a great contribution in the theoretical perspective.
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Through this study the compassion mediation towards social entrepreneurship was high-
lighted, which provides a new insight for the academia of entrepreneurship. Ignoring the
interests and area of research, the relationship between LKM and compassion is also highly
valuable for scholars and for research in the field of social entrepreneurship. LKM and
compassion are the psychological emotions that can be satisfied through the completion of
social entrepreneurship ventures, these psychological emotions can be a great scenario for
researchers of entrepreneurship.

According to the findings of this study, the model indicates clearly that in social
entrepreneurship intentions, resilience plays an essential role. Our findings reflect that the
psychological personality trait of entrepreneurial resilience considered in this model led to
enhancement in both social entrepreneurship intentions and motivation towards doing it
to satisfy his/her emotions, i.e., LKM and compassion. The most important thing in our
model was resilience, especially the personality trait of a person who is able to cope with dif-
ficulties and able to find some creative solution in the case of problems/difficulties/failures.
So, resilience in this model as a moderator in the direct relationship between compassion
and social entrepreneurship and in the indirect relationship between LKM and social
entrepreneurship via compassion had a vital contribution to the literature of social en-
trepreneurship and more importantly in the literature of resilience.

So, the two variables of this study, LKM and compassion, are based on the essence of
the theory of “ethics of care”. This is a novel study of social entrepreneurship intentions, in
which those feelings/emotions were proved to be the drivers of social entrepreneurship
intentions, these feelings are based on the ethics of care theory, which is a novel and vital
contribution to the literature of social entrepreneurship.

5.2. Limitations and Future Directions

This study has so many practical implications and theoretical contributions but it is
not free from limitations. The first limitation is with respect to samples, this study selected
students of business and management studies and the students may not be well aware of
actual and practical situations regarding emotions, resilience, and social entrepreneurship.
Instead of students the samples that may be selected should be entrepreneurs, which may
produce better actual results regarding social entrepreneurship.

This study was conducted and manipulated with some serious economic and social
problems like unemployment, poverty, economic conditions, necessity items crises, etc. A
bitter reality, if not discussed here then it may be an injustice, is that majority of the students
belong to poor families that can hardly afford their academic expenses with the hope that
after completing their education they will get a good employment opportunity and will
provide financial assistance to their families, and so student and their families cannot have
financial resources to invest in social entrepreneurship. So, in this scenario, the students
although they have the LKM, compassionate emotions, and resilience traits, they cannot
have social entrepreneurship intentions due to the financial resources/capital constraints.
So, this is a big and serious limitation that lies with this study. Due to the existence of
such problems, it is suggested for future research that future studies be conducted with the
context of any other country that might not have such a problem.

Another limitation of the study is that we measured the LKM, compassion, and
resilience about the respondent’s self while social entrepreneurship is a process of working
with other people in society, so one individual who is interested in social entrepreneurship
has to include other people in society so there is also a need to know the emotions and
traits of other people who are included in the formation of social entrepreneurship. It is
suggested for future researchers that data may be collected to form a group of persons
who are interested in social entrepreneurship rather than individuals. For support of the
theoretical framework, we applied the theory “ethics of care”, this theory fully supported
our model. However, for the future researchers, it is recommended that they use any other
theory relating to human resources especially relating with entrepreneurship that can be
used for the support of the model based on social entrepreneurship.
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The next limitation of this study is that all the variables for which data was collected
were of a positive nature of personality emotions and traits through which the respondents
may be biased while responding to the questionnaire, i.e., LKM, compassion, resilience, and
social entrepreneurship, all four of these variables are of a positive nature for which there
may be chances of biased responses. To overcome this limitation, we suggest for future
research of social entrepreneurship to include in their studies any one of the variables that
are negative in nature like anger, risk avoider, indecisive, insincere, abusive, etc., so that
biasness of the respondent may be avoided for accurate and generalized results.

5.3. Conclusions

In this study we specifically deliberated some personality traits that boost the inten-
tions towards social entrepreneurships. These personality traits were LKM, compassion,
and entrepreneurship resilience, these personality traits interacted with each other in this
study to enhance social entrepreneurship intentions. It was proven in this study that LKM
motivated the persons towards social entrepreneurship with the help of their compassion
quality, and this motivation will be at a high level if such a person also has the trait of
entrepreneurship resilience. The most important thing in this study is resilience, especially
the personality trait of a persons who is able to cope with difficulties and able to find some
creative solution in the case of problems/difficulties/failures of social entrepreneurship.
On the notion of “ethics of care” theory, our study also expressed that only those persons
having LKM and a compassionate feeling, which are purely based on ethics of care, could
be turned towards social entrepreneurship. The persons in a particular community that
have the emotions of LKM and compassion, also have a thrill of solving the economic
and social problems of others, which can satisfy and fulfil their desire by commencing
social entrepreneurship; through this social entrepreneurship undertaking they can solve
particular social and economic issues of their society and satisfy their emotions. This study
specifically addressed one of the biggest problem, the unemployment problem, for the
government, it is suggested by this study that some incentives, reliefs, and tax exemptions
may be formulated in such type of undertakings that comes under the jurisdictions of
social entrepreneurship in order to enhance motivation among the communities towards
social entrepreneurships, so that communities may solve their economic, financial, and
social problems on their own rather than looking for government or other employers for
employment opportunities. However, one grave problem remains, majority of the students
belong to poor families, which hardly afford their academic expenses just on the hope that
after completing their education, they will get a good job and they will provide financial
assistance to their families, and the student and their families do not have such financial
resources to invest in social entrepreneurship. So, in this scenario, although the students
have the LKM, compassionate emotions, and resilience traits, they cannot have social
entrepreneurship intentions due to financial resources/capital constraints.
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